
















































































Double Standard!

Just as the United Nation's condemnations of South Africa occur with the seeming
inevitability of taxes and bureaucratic venality, there is another process which also
seems endemic to our modern world. I refer to the political and moral hypocrisy per-
vading most questions African. While Idi Amin of Uganda continues to slaughter his
citizenry with model amplitude and ferocity and while numberless African tyrants be-
labor their subjects with horrors not imputed to South Africa by even its most impas-
sioned critics -- while misery and terror have made Africa their home, the attention
of the world and our campus newspaper focuses almost entirely upon the tempered in-
justices in South Africa. It is as though our scribblers have decided to vent their
rage upon pre-World War II Polish anti-semitism while scarcely uttering a syllable about
Hitler's concentration camps.

Recently, the Rand Daily Mail devoted a front page article condemning the murder
of an outstanding BTack African leader, one Mr. Stephen Biko. The newswriter could
"only express our sense of shock and outrage ... We have been deeply concerned for a
long time at the way people keep on dying while in the hands of the security police...
This is the first time a major black leader has died in the hands of the security
police." There is much to be gleaned from these editorial sentiments: 1) The staff
of the South African security police contains some pretty nasty thugs who enjoy their
work; 2) By African standards, the number of dissenters done to death is small; and
3) The South African press is relatively free and, in fact, daily illumines outrages
committed by the regime. In short, South Africa is a country with damnably too much
oppression.

But having criticized pre-World War II Polish anti-semitism, is it kosher to
condemn Hitler's concentration camps? From the amount of criticism accorded "progres-
sive" African governments in the campus newspaper and elsewhere (To wit: almost none),
such condemnation would appear to be very much against the rules. For the remainder
of this article, this writer will play devil's advocate and break the rules by placing
the violations of human rights in South Africa within the context of the African

continent.

Marxist Mozambique recently established several "political re-education centers"
peopled by several thousand prisoners suspected of having violated "identity carq“
regulations. The Orwellian terminology here is enriched by the offical description of
the prisoners' day which begins with "physical fitness training" at four in the morning.
Unless one's brains have completely melted, one can easily guess the nature of this
"physical fitness training"; I say "guess" because, as one writer observed, the main
flaw in the re-education process is "arbitrary detention and lack of clear release
procedure". In short, no one has survived to tell us what it was like -- that
“physical fitness training". One witty observer, while deploring the absence of
habeas corpus in a pestiferous hole like Mozambique, brightly conceded the substitution
of the politically more convenient habeas cadaver.

If Mozambiquian penology seems unenlightened, the level of democratic governance
in Africa is only minimally higher. In Mobutu's Zaire, elections occur without an
opposition, since Mr. Mobutu has declared himself his country's "guide" and has an-
nounced his "marriage" to his people. And as a good husband ought to act, he has per-
sonally outlined the shape of Zaire's social and political life: "Authenticity is the
ideology; authentic Zairian nationalism is the doctrine; and the return to authenticity
is the method. Together the three stages represent Mobutism, the thought and reason
of Mobutu." If one should find "the thought and reason of Mobutu" to be, frankly
speaking, appalling? Well, one's fate might parallel that of an entire political party
in Seychelles where the self-styled Marxist, Mr. Albert Rene, recently seized power
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from the leader of Seychelles' Democratic Party, one Mr. Jimmy "Jet Set" Mancham.

When queried about the future of the Democratic Party, Mr. Rene responded, "It has not
been banned. It has simply disappeared." Once again, unless one's brains have self-
destructed, it is not difficult to imagine how an entire party "simply disappeared".

The above imperfect understanding of republican democracy has a further expression
in African legal institutions. In Mr. Sekou Torre's Guinea there are "economic police"
(That conjures up a picture, does it not?) who meddle in everything which attracts
their attention. Recently, a large number of African market women marched on Mr. Torre's
residence to protest the doings of the "economic police"; several were shot down and
the remainder faced trial before that model judicial organ, the Tribunal of the Nation-
al Revolutionary Council.

And while on the subject of the creative use of militias, Mr. Obasanjo, the
Nigerian Head of State, has lately been ventilating on the need for "discipline at all
levels of Nigerian life." Therefore, soldiers are now in classrooms "to enforce
discipline in Nigerian schools." One Nigerian colonel, taking his cue from rhetoric
common in Mozambique, noted that "the soldiers would assist in physical training and
coaching sports, and ensure orderliness during outings."

Despite the misery suggested in these horror stories, the above rulers and their
countries are by no means the worst in Africa. What about the trouble spots? There
is the area which was once Spanish Equatorial Africa. According to a recent article
in the New York Times, the country has become 1iterally "depopulated" -- what with
refugees escaping the Marxist regime and large numbers of those citizens remaining
adorning town streets as corpses. Or there is Mr. Said Barre's Somalia where it is
punishable by death to speak with a foreigner. Or there is Mr. Mengistu's Ethiopia
where one London Spectator correspondent reported the execution of "dozens of hundreds"
of students and who described a "dawn parade of 100,000 peasant soldiers, with Russian
weapons and North Korean uniforms, who marched through the streets shouting 'Death!
Death!'" Or there is Mr. Idi Amin's Uganda..., etc.

So, what is the point of this article? Ought we Westerners to tone down our
criticism of South Africa? No. South African racial policies deserve their lumps;
the rage of an ambitious Black in South Africa can only be appreciated if we multiply
by a hundred times the anger experienced by white males who have experienced, if
usually only mildly, Affirmative Action injustices. The point of this article is to
offer campus readers a wider perspective on African affairs and to suggest that having
brutalized old-fashioned Polish anti-semitism, there is still room for adverse comment
on Hitler's concentration camps.

-Larry C. Parr

RADICAL ANARCHO-CAPITALISM - Continued from page 8

advanced stages of tyrannical violence, and that its final stage requires mass incar-
ceration and slaughter of all potential oppositional forces.

In contrast to the moderate, pacifistic and reformist and retreatist Tibertarians
which now dominate the movement, we assert the need to prepare for revolutionary
political action. Adoption of a revolutionary programme requires a.number of preT1m1nary
preparations. The most important is the explicit adoption of a Radical Anarcho-capi-
talist objective of abolishing and dismantling the State with no acceptance of the
intermediary minimal-state stage. In doing this we must understand that there is no
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contradiction between what is ethically desirable and what is "practical”. Human
identity requires freedom whatever the difficulties. We must be prepared from the
outset to maintain the Revolution against any reactionary attempt to re-establish
coercive jurisdictional monopolies. We already know that every governmental function
presently monopolized and coercively imposed by the State can be more efficiently and
justly provided by voluntary free market means. This includes the police, courts and
military functions.

An equally important preparation prior to the adoption of a revolutionary pro-
gramme is full acceptance of a total war stance regarding the State. We must accept
the necessity and desirability of creating underground police, courts and military
from the outset. These institutions must be integrated with black market commercial
operations and above-ground reform political parties and other fronts. We must
organize a military force eventually capable of providing effective area defense for
the national political region in question during the depowering of the State apparatus.
Our revolution must never suffer the consequences of the French Revolution of 1789 or
of the Kerensky Government in the Russian Revolution. If we plan to succeed, we
must plan from the outset to protect the Revolution from powerful internal forces of
reaction and attack from abroad. Our military forces will be sustained upon the
defeat of the State by their ownership of the Federal Lands having no present rightful
owners. The proceeds from the lease and sale of these lands will insure the strength
and independence of our revolutionary military forces.

Military force is essential to the establishment of a revolutionary programme.
Without it, the abolitionist political forces will have no means for retaliation
against statist attack or for maintaining disciplinary action against non-statist
brigands and those who betray our cause through breach of agreement. For example,
we will need large and constant sources of capitalization -- one of the main sources
of which will be i11icit commercial operations. We will not only have to be able to
defend ourselves against the State but against the predations of established criminal
syndicates which already oeprate as an arm of statist coercion. The present extent
of "Organized Crime" revenues is estimated at 100 billion dollars annually. There is
no reason why eventually the Radical Anarcho-capitalist movement should not coopt
this economic base.

Thus, from the outset, a revolutionary programme must consider three separate
but interrelated levels and spheres of operations. The most basic is the revolu-
tionary military underground for without it, nothing can be effected in concrete
political terms. No one will respect our movement, and few will join us unless we
have the demonstrated muscle to defend our interests and to retaliate against aggres-
sors. Even our ability to operate on a politically "above-ground" basis will be dir-
ectly related to our underground strength. Winning elections means controlling
neighborhoods, and demonstrating street-level strength to the workaday masses. We
must be able to remedy injustice on a personal level in direct defiance of the State's
monopolies. We cannot win at the polls in any widespread sense until the people
lose their respect for the State as the ultimate power in their lives. Only with well
organized armed force strictly directed and motivated by an explicit programme and
ethical code, can our above-ground politics gain support and acceptance. Abolition
of the State can have no credibility unless it is backed by armed force. The ineffec-
tuality of the present moderate Anarcho-capitalist-led Libertarian Party is due pre-
cisely to: (1) a lack of defined transitional plans, and (2) a lack of credible,
physical means. The people are no fools. They know libertarianism must abolish the
State and to do that, it must have the ability and willingness to employ force.

The natural alliance between our black market commercial operations, above-ground
political apparatus and our underground revolutionary forces must be worked out in
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formal «accord as between private firms. Our political apparatus will, of course, not
be Timited to one party but will operate in all practical spheres - Democratic,
Republican, Libertarian, Socialist, etc. Political candidates for office covertly

in support of our position (or at least willing to collaborate for non-ideological
purposes) will, according to agreement, receive our support in return for their aid
in office. A1l of this will require a powerful economic base able to produce high
rates of return on investment. Not only will the black market underground provide
funds for "buying" politicians but all-necessary forms of intelligence gathering

and i1licit skills for the political apparatus.

Our military force must of course be voluntary, however, once volunteers have
accepted contractual obligations to serve they may, as stipulated in their agreement,
lose their 1ife for failure to perform assigned duties or betraying their associates.
These and other problems arising within the revolutionary apparatus will have to be
adjudicated by underground courts through the application of our own legal system.

- Parsons Lingg
SPLITTING UP! - Continued from page 12

sion of Anarcho-capitalist theory. We should be glad that Efron is accentuating the
differences between minarchists and anarchists, as it will permit the formulation of

a revolutionary programme unhindered by constitutionalist republican misgivings or
faint-heartedness. The programme must, of course, move irreconcilably and unalterably
towards the total abolition and dismantlement of the State. Only by providing a
radically different alternative to Statism which is Togically consistent can we hope
to attract the support of the American people. Efron's minimal statism has no chance
of do1ng_th1s. It may have some transient appeal to that sector of society which
momentar1]y benefits from statist capitalism or who suffer from the chauvinist cultural
nostalgia of a bygone era but ultimately it will fail. Anarcho-capitalism is the
future, Statism the past. We have a total cure for the i11s of our epoch. Those who
hate Communism, not only in form but in essence, should join us, for we are the true
antagonists and ideological conquerors of altruist-collectivism. Efron and the rest
of thg Objectivist debacle have no chance of defeating Communism through statism of
any kind, they will only contribute to its rise as did the misguided Conservatism of
Bismark, Hitler, Nixon et al.

Vanquish the State!

CONSCIOUSNESS, IDENTITY, AND NATURAL RIGHTS - Continued from page 14

As things get more complex the chances for error increases and with it the success
rate falls. In evolved conscious beings, however, survival is ultimately a concern
of the individual. The actual experience of one's consciousness ultimately becomes the
overriding value. The disintegration of one's neighbor organisms is not proof for the
dismissal of identity. A conscious organism does not live to copy error -- that would
be against its developed nature. And, in fact, the whole idea of consciousness is
development. The inherent dynamism of consciousness and its ethical crystallization
goes against the simplistic Goodson-Longinotti ploy which substitutes a static reifi-
cation of what has to be a process. A process, which in terms of human experience
and psycho-epistemology must take place in the a-historical Now. Thus, ethical identity,
the personal experience of one's worth, of one's own existentially consistent geometry
of value, is probably the most direct, most knowable phenomenon of a conscious Tife.
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The nature of rational consciousness is essential for the understanding of

Anarcho-capitalist ethics and rights theory. Conventional statist ideologies obscure
the overriding importance of consciousness and jdentity. This partly motivated by the
altruist-collectivist demand for the egalitarian reduction of the role of the basic
egoism of individuals. Our whole philosophy and political ideology rests on volition-
al consciousness and ethical identity as objective necessities of a developed human
nature.

- Richard R. Slomon

WARRIOR ETHIC - Continued from page 17

own credo. And this is fine in capitalist society where rational self-interest

Jeads individuals to create and produce values for voluntary exchange in the market-
place. Each trades goods of lower value to himself than those he receives in exchange.
This is the basis for Creator Class 1ife, outside of thwarting certain criminal
aberrations, the conflict level of war as I have defined it does not fit. Is there an
unbridgeable epistemological and ethical dichotomy between Creator and Warrior in
libertarian society?

No there is not. The Warrior does not surrender a higher value for a lower
value which is the essence of a sacrifical act. The essential idea of a libertarian
Creator is that as a being he maintains integrity by living according to his nature.
This means his life's profession, is to meet the challenge of real conditions and
triumph over them. The consciousness that he is doing this is the basis for his
celf-esteem and fulfillment,i.e.,his happiness. The sum of the values he consciously
holds and the attitudes which he has carefully adopted the requirements of his 1ife
are the components of his identity. His physical existence is not denied but ulti-
mately it is the values which he identifies as himself which are supreme in his 1ife.
The requirements of being a Warrior or meeting the challenge of reality fully and
unequivocally are exactly the heroic requirements in principle which rule the life
of the Creator. By triumphing in meeting the requirements of his profession, the
Warrior is being selfish in the most ultimate sense. He will permit nothing from
interfering from his maximizing of his own self-identity. Not even the continuation
of his own physical existence.

In fact, this primacy of self-identity is the basis for the heroism of the
fictional characters depicted in Ayn Rand's novels Atlas Shrugged and The Fountainhead.
It is discernable in a number of professions. These include architect, steelmaker,
miner, and scientist. The principle interest of each characterization is in the
integrity of their work as the central validation of one's life to oneself. The
primary interest is not in physical survival per se but in maintaining an integrity
of values with the requirements of life as a whole. Ironically, it is the Warrior's
epistemological requirement in the necessity of his work, of his mission, which
highlights the true heroism of libertarian selfishness. A selfishness which springs
from a maximal identification with truth. A selfishness which is the willingness to
wrench a consciously explicit self-identity from the jaws of fear and ambivalence.

- Richard R. Slomon

FOOTNOTES

1. L.A. Frost, "Military Affairs - Warrior Ethic and Free Society", Quest, Vol. 1,
:0. ;, qg?ruary, 1975, and in "Military Affairs - De Novo", Quest, Vol. T., No. 2,
arch, 5a
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OUR LAW - Continued from page 21

I have written several essays on the invalidity of fraud as a legitimate
libertarian prohibition. Fraud punishes an individual for providing false information
or for concealing information for gain. The usual argument for the prohibition against
fraud is that it results in the transfer of a value which the victim would have been
unwilling to give had the accurate or full information been made available by the
other party. The case against the prohibition of fraud is that the commission of
deceit, is not in itself an act which objectively violates an individual's right.

The provision of information or the withholding of information are within the legi-
timate prerogatives which an individual may exercise over his possessions. Giving
away false information does not entitle the recipient to a valid claim to damages.
The fraud notion is also wrong because it involves penalty for intent and not the
objective character and consequence of the action itself. Fraud is further invali-
dated by its dependence on arbitrary and changing social convention and community
standards on "how much information and how accurate".

A consistent application of rational egoism (i.e. the Libertarian Ethic) leads
to the conclusion that an individual has but one right -- that is the right to his
own life and property (as an extension of that life). As such, he can make no ethi-
cally valid claim (and thus Tegally valid claim as the bases for police intervention
must proceed from the application and codification of more fundamental ethical premises)
against someone else's life, unless at least one of the two previously described
conditions is met. This includes information, knowledge, and all other capacities of
one's mind possessions. They are products of one's prior investment and acquisitions.
The concept of fraud as it is defined in common law has no validity in a libertarian
code of ethics or much less a rational code of law. As is the case with any other
possession, an individual may not be forced to provide accurate information in any
transaction unless by so doing he transfers title to that particular informational
value and must provide the value as stipulated. Failure to do so, would constitute
forcible withholding of a value belonging to someone else and, thus, a form of
initiating a forcible imposition over a portion of someone else's Tife.

A consistent application of libertarian premises permits no ethical validity
or enforcement of so called "implied contracts". Libertarianism requries the communi-
cation of explicit and voluntary consent in the transfer of title over any value.
Anything less, admits to the validity of imposing arbitrary and subjective claims
based upon variable "community" standards. The notion of "implied contract" is a
contradiction in terms. A contract consists of defined terms, the extent of liability
and other obligations. Logical inferences from the stipulated terms are objectively
delimitable. The extent of the agreement, however, is basically controlled by the
explicit and defined nature of its specific terms. An individual is responsible for
his own actions, not for the interpretations or assumptions of others unless he commun-
icates a specific transfer of title over some portion of his life. The use of
concepts to communicate a willingness to undertake an obligation is necessary to
supplant the ambiguity of perceptual-level determination of assent. The transmission
of symbologically specific information which defines intent in oral or written form
provides a threshold of conceptually-explicit validation.

- Richard R. STomon

ANITA URGES PRISON FOR GAYS

The PAC does not advocate homosexuality but we think government suppression of con-
senting sexual acts is wrong. Although we oppose anti-discrimination laws for gays in
private employment and rental policies, we are horrified by Anita Bryant's demands for
the imposition of 20 year felony penalties for homosexual acts. This is just more
evidence of the direct relationship between Christian beliefs and statist coercion.

###
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OUR TASKS - Continued from page 27

capacities to work with them. Demographically, politically and militarily we stand
no chance of victory unless we can appeal to youth. As part of this we must work to
bring about the abolition of public education. The PS system, not the postal service,
must be our prime institutional point of attack. This is their achilles heel and our

greatest opportunity.

The last of the near-term tasks which should be accomplished within two years'is
the convening of an international radical anti-statist conference to begin organizing
a world revolutionary movement. At this point we can begin the development of an
international court of justice and an intelligence network.

FOOTNOTES - Richard R. Slomon

1. Murray N. Rothbard, "Individualist Anarchism in the United States: The Origins",
Libertarian Analysis, Vol. 2, No. 1, Winter 1970, p. 5.

2. James J. Martin, the Tibertarian revisionist historian warns of the risks of
"radical political activity along the traditional lines of mass politics" and offers
Tittle hope of reversing the statist tide in the early future. James J. Martin in the
"Introduction" to Benjamin R. Tucker, State Socialism and Anarchism and Other Essays,
(Colorado Springs, Ralph Myles Publishers, Inc., 1972) p. 9-10 and in Reason Magazine
interview ("Introducing Revisionism", January 1976, Vol. 7, No. 9) p. 21.
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MERTIT 48 the Amenicon Way

Movement to End Racial Injustice and Tyranny - 8314 Mary Ave. N.W. - Seattle, WA 98117
(206) 782-4651

Dean Friend: The Ainjustice of nacial discruimination 45 quite apparent to any thinking
pernson who believes that individuals should be judged and advanced through thein
particularn abilities, attributes, and menit. So-called "Affinmative Action programs"
were seemingly conceived to prevent racial Ainjustice but 4in sum and substance they do
exactly the opposite. "Affinmative Action" menely Aimposes the burden of racial dis-
crdmination upon a new group o4 Andividuals nathen than attempiing Lo alleviate L
entinely.

Unfortunately the advocates of this old bigotny with a new target gind themselves
well entrnenched in governmental and Ainstitutional cincles. They cald upon you Zo
fornego advancement in your individual Zife which you have earned through yowr own
Aingenuity and industry 50 that someone Less qualified, by every objfective color-blind
citendia, may take youn place. 1§ you oppose denying a person a job, an advancement,
orn a place in an educational imstitution simply because of the color of his skin; 4§
you believe that individuals should be advanced and judged by thein merit alone, Zhen
we ask you o foin with us Lo make our voices heard.

MERIT, a non-phrofit, public service corporation, 4is developing an educational
campaign to mebilize pubfic opinion as to the dangern of racdal and sexual quotas and
pre ferences inspired undern the umbrella of Afgirmative Action.

Unforntunately the advocates of Affirmative Action will not go away without a
fight. MERIT is prepared, with your help, to Launch an aggressive campaign to mobilize
public sentiment against so-called "Affirmative Action programs”, to Lidentify the
position of Legislators and congressmen on key programs; and to engage 4in Litigation
where necessany to help promote the objectives of the organization.

Twenty- five dollans will pay your §inst year's dues <n MERIT, will entitle you o
neceive the onganization's newsletten, and, most of all, Zo provide some of the necessary
financial support gon a new kind of "affimative action”.

& Ao omn_

Richard R. SLomon, Executive Director fon MERIT



