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II. DERIVED RIGHTS IN THE ECONOMIC SPHERE

5.) Everyone has the right to unrestricted movement and residence, at his own expense, so long as he does not encroach the life, health, privacy or property of others.

6.) Everyone has the right to trade freely, in all kinds of goods, products, valuables, exchange media and services.

7.) Work: Everyone has the right so sustain his life through productive effort.

He is free to select his profession, business or job and to train himself for it however and wherever he pleases. No occupation or profession or job or business may be denied to anyone by anyone else than his prospective employers, customers or clients, Everyone has the right to provide himself with productive paid work or sales for his services ( without depriving anybody of any productive job or forcing anybody to provide it ) by undertaking, alone or in association with others, all the monetary, financial, and organizational measures necessary for this purpose.

(A shorter version was proposed ( accepted ? ): Laissez faire: Everyone has the right to produce without any restriction. )
(Obviously, this does not apply e.g. to ABC mass murder devices. - J.Z., 25.10.05.)
8.) Voluntary Taxation: Everyone has the right to his earnings and his property and no one, not even those who govern by democratic consent, has the right to impose any kind of tribute on anyone. Thus everyone has the right to refuse payment for any disservice or charitable project or any service he has not ordered or individually consented to.

9.) Freedom to Experiment: Everyone has the right to initiate or participate in tolerant experiments - not only in the natural sciences but also in the economic and social sphere - provided these experiments are undertaken only by volunteers, at their expense and risk and on their property or on a personal law basis.

III. DERIVED RIGHTS IN THE POLITICAL SPHERE
10.) Association : Everyone has the right to form or to join an association". Such volunteer associations may even be autonomously and exterritorially organized to apply self-given personal law to their members.

They may federate world-wide and compete peacefully with other world federations established on other ideological principles. This right to associate is limited by the obligation to respect at least in the members of other organizations all basic rights.  so far formulated.

11.) Protective Agencies: Everyone has the right but nobody is obliged to set up, join or hire any protective agency of his choice for the protection of his individual rights.

12.) Selfdefence: The necessary consequence of man's right to life is his right to self-defence. Force is only justifiable in proportionate retaliation and only against those who initiate it. ( 2 dissenters, later unanimous approval. )

13.) Weapons: Everyone has the right ( not the duty ) to own and bear rightful arms ( arms which can be used discriminately ), even concealable ones, until he becomes convicted of a crime of violence. Every owner and bearer of arms is fully responsible for their use and abuse. ( Dissent in favour of banning all fire arms. )

---------------------------------

The draft still needs discussing from No. 12 onwards of the listing in the last invitation text. As 12 follows anyhow from the clauses on self-defence and weapons we might omit it at this stage for the short platform.

Regarding the old section IV, I would suggest to concentrate only on 13: Happiness, 17. Education and the pollution part of 20. If we get around to discussing the other points we might consider adding to section 18 on family or replacing it by a slight rewording of the following quote :


"Sexual organs are the sacred property of individual citizens; this being undeniable, who 
but the individual owners can rightly determine when where and how they shall be used?"



- E. H. Haywood, "Cupid's Yokes", Princeton, Mass, Co-operative Publishing Co., 

1878.


"Who" should here be replaced by "nobody", with an exclamation mark at the end. - John 
Zube, convenor.
_________________________________________________________________________________
DECLARATION OF FIRST PRINCIPLES
OF THE

ALLIANCE FOR INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS

(AIR)

(A leaflet draft that was, originally typed out by me with my special typewriter for small letter. - J.Z., 05.)


Man is a rational being who learns by choosing between courses of action and experiencing their consequences; freedom of choice and action are essential to his welfare and his very existence.


Each individual has the right to order his life as he sees fit, provided that in so doing he does not infringe the right of others to do likewise.


Consequently no individual or group may interfere with the lives of those who are not infringing the liberties of others, and such interference itself constitutes a basic infringement of liberty which may justifiably be opposed by any free individual.
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All social, political and economic relationships are to be regarded as forms of contract, not valid unless freely accepted by both parties, and always revocable in tens of the original agreement.

ENQUIRIES: Box 2, P.O. Pyrmont 2009, Tel.: …………..
or: John Zube, … St., Berrima 2577.
•
RIGHTS are moral principles defining and sanctioning a man's freedom of action in a social context; they are derived from man's nature as a rational being, and represent a necessary condition for his particular mode of survival. The right to life is thus the source of all rights.


INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS ARE ABSOLUTE, and do not necessitate the violation of the rights of others. These rights supercede any public, police or social power.

"LAISSEZ-FAIRE CAPITALISM" denotes a social system based on the recognition of individual rights, including property rights. It is the only system in which the state of the market is directly determined by the value-judgments of the various individuals, and where there is no government interference in the economic or social spheres.


We, both individually and as an alliance of individuals, maintain that GOVERNMENT SHOULD BE LIMITED AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE, for we believe that most men are capable of acting rationally without coercive authority, and that their well-being is directly proportional to their freedom of choice. The functions of government should therefore be confined to, at most, internal and external protection based on the free consent of those governed.


THE PURPOSE OF THE ALLIANCE FOR INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS is to draw attention to the various ways in which rights of the individual are being continuously eroded under the present systems of government.

AIR seeks to explain how this erosion can be stopped by the implementation of the principles of laissez-faire capitalism.
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The following version was drafted by Patrick Brookes.
ALLIANCE FOR INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS

DECLARATION OF FIRST PRINCIPLES

Man is a volitional being who learns by choosing between courses of action and experiencing their consequences. He survives by using his reason.

Freedom of choice and action are essential to his psychological and material welfare.

Thus he should also be free to hold and use his honestly acquired property as he sees fit.

Each individual has the right to order his life as he wants, provided that he does not infringe, by initiating force or fraud, the right of others to do likewise.

No individual or group may interfere with the lives of those who are not infringing the liberties of others, and such interference itself constitutes a basic infringement of liberty.

Each man is morally free to resist - even with force if necessary - attempts by others to violate his freedom.

All social, political and economic relationships are to be regarded as forms of contract, not valid unless freely accepted by all parties, and revocable in terms of the original agreement

_________________________________________________________________________________________________
STRUCTURE & FUNCTIONS
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	DIRECT ACTION UNITS


CORE. To provide a point of reference; to frame first principles; to determine objectives; to provide a nucleus of individuals; to assess work done by other organizations.
STUDY & RESEARCH CENTRE. To study and research into areas of individual liberty; to provide problem solving facilities and educative services.
DOCUMENTATION CENTRE. To collect and collate information; to provide the focus of communication within the organization; archives of freedom ideas, plans, hints, definitions and arguments.
PROGRAMS FOR ACTION CENTRE. To translate the ideas of the other centres into an overall plan; to assist in the formation of units; to correlate direct action by units.
DIRECT ACTION UNITS. To campaign for individual liberty in particular fields; to break down the statist system and achieve a system based on voluntary association.
Work is in progress in the following projects:
1. Publicity      Magazine, issue papers, posters and advertisements.
2. Educative   Lectures, discussions and debates.
3. Action       Letter writing, telephoning, and demonstrations.

4. Political     Libertarian party candidate.
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INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS
1. FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION
Everyone has the right to form, join or dissociate from any organization of his choice. He may initiate or participate in tolerant experiments in the economic or social sphere, provided that these experiments are undertaken only by volunteers and at their own expense and risk. The right to dissociate applies to all organizations, including trade unions, armed forces and governments.
2. FREEDOM TO OWN PROPERTY
Nobody may be deprived of his goods or earnings by invasion of his privacy, pollution of his property, compulsory taxation of his income, or by any other coercive means.
3. FREEDOM OF TRADE
Everyone has the right to unlimited freedom of trade. No monopolies of goods, securities, services or exchange media may be established by law; nor may trade be restricted by tariffs, licences, quotas, etc.
Everyone may engage in any type of production, or in any job, occupation or profession, and may exchange his goods or services on a free market at whatever rate he desires.
4. FREEDOM OF CONTRACTS
Any individual or group may form or legally dissolve any kind of contract with any other individual or group. Such contracts need have no geographical limits, but are binding only on those who voluntarily subscribe to them. They may be drawn up with reference to any kind of political, social activity or organization, including protective organizations or services, education, arbitration and the supply of public utilities.
5. FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION
Everyone has the right to express opinions, disseminate ideas or convey information in any way without interference, provided that the rights of others are respected.
6. FREEDOM OF MOVEMENT
Everyone has the right to unrestricted freedom of movement and residence, at his own expense, so long as he does not  encroach on the life, health or property of others.
STEPS TOWARDS LIBERTY
Bill of individual rights in Commonwealth and State Constitutions.
Abolition of conscription. Voluntary unionism.
No discrimination against unmarried or childless individuals, e.g. by tax concessions and child endowments.
No government subsidization of immigration. Private and competitive transport services. Right to sue polluters. Repeal of compulsory education laws.
No discrimination against private education: complete refund of all education taxes to all who are not using state schools.
Abolition of death duties and gift taxes.
No government foreign aid.
Repeal of all government subsidies and quotas.
Repeal of the Landlord and Tenant Act.
Repeal of basic wage laws.
Repeal of all trading hour restrictions.
Convicted criminals compensating their victims through self-supporting prisons working for the market.
No restrictions on private broadcasting.
Repeal of all penal laws directed against sexual freedom for consenting adults.
Repeal for all censorship laws.
Replace coercive taxation with fees for services supplied by Competing market agencies.
Divorce and adoption to be made easier.
Repeal of restrictions on private courier, messenger and postal services.
The purpose of AIR is to draw attention to the various ways in which rights of the individual are being eroded under the present system of  government.. 

AIR seeks to explain how this erosion can be stopped and reversed by the implementation of the principles of individual liberty.

AIR Alliance for Individual rights. (Sydney, NSW.)
( It seems that I am the only remaining active "member". - I do not-know what happened to the others. I have long been out of contact with them. J.Z, 26.10.2005.)
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List of some desirable constitutional changes

which the current constitutional convention
will almost certainly not seriously consider.
(Notes by John Zube, probably from the seventies.)
1.) A bill of rights for children.
2.) Right to ignore or break monopolies which are presently upheld by various 
laws.
3.) Right to forcefully resist any large-scale infringement of individual 
rights.
4.) Right to private property, unrestricted for everything except natural resources (land and minerals etc.), ideas and inventions.
5.) Right to migrate and settle freely.
6.) Right to freedom of expression by means of broadcasting, without any 
government licence.
7.) Right to listen to, view or read anything one is interested in, without 
intervention by any censorious official.
8.) Right to outlaw politicians and other aggressors.
9.) Right of crime victims to be indemnified out of the proceeds of productive 
forced labour undertaken by convicts.
10.) Right to supply oneself with work without depriving anybody of it.
11.) Right to participate in the destruction of all ABC mass murder "weapons" and of all 
facilities for their manufacture.
12.) Right to undertake anything justified and necessary to prevent another 
World War.
13.) Right not to vote.
14.) Right to contract out of legislation.
15.) Right to organize on an autonomous and exterritorial basis.
16.) Right to have a say on international decisions, on armament and 
disarmament.
17.) Right to secede from any armed forces.
18.) Right to resist.
19.) Right to secede, as an individual, from any State.
20.) Right to have a say in referendums on all decisions which would not infringe individual rights.
21.) Right to trade freely.
22.) Right to disassociate from a trade or professional union.
23.) Right to commit tyrannicide.
24.) Right to bear arms.
25.) Right to train and organize militarily, for the protection of human rights.
26.) Right to refuse acceptance of deteriorated paper money.
27.) Right to issue one's own non-coercive currency.
28.) Right to agree upon alternative standards of value.
29.) Right to refuse the payment of taxes.
30.) Right to come to alternative arrangements for the payment of services, competitively supplied by those with whom one has contracted for certain "public" services.
31.) Right to clear all one's debts.
32.) Right to elect one's officers in one's own voluntary forces for the protection of individual rights.
33.) Right to disobey orders that would infringe human rights.
34.) Right to remain neutral in disputes between politicians of various nations.

While transcribing these notes now, I made some additions but am all too aware that this listing is still quite incomplete and the wording imperfect.
John Zube, 28.12.1985.
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In February 1972 I had to prepare a 3 minute talk to a Workers Party's group on human rights. The unabbreviated version, that took 6 minutes read slowly and 4 1/4 minutes read fast, is transcribed here. - J. Z., 29.12.1985.
On HUMAN RIGHTS
by John Zube

We are the only party that clearly stands for individual rights - individual human rights or natural rights or natural law as applying to human relations - that is, we favour rights as authorities to do something for oneself, by oneself or in free association with others, not as claims that legally oblige others to fulfill one's needs.

That means that we are opposed to most of the clauses of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights made by the UN in 1948.

We sponsor the inclusion of a Bill of Rights in all constitutions, with many rights neglected in other human rights declarations. For instance:

1. The right to self-ownership or individual sovereignty, from which all other rights may be derived. 
It includes e.g.

2. The right to self-medication and also to drug-abuse. (I am a teetotaler & non-smoker.)
3. The right to wear as much or as little clothing as one pleases.

4. The right to engage in all kinds of non-coercive sex, including prostitution.

5. The right to freedom of expression, even using modern broadcasting technology, without 
interfering with the same right of others.

6. The right to dissociate oneself even from unions and states - and

7. The right to associate in exterritorial and autonomous communities of volunteers under self-given 
personal laws.


As laissez faire capitalists ( free marketeers, free enterprisers), we particularly uphold the following economic rights, while denying all socialistic 'economic' rights put forward in form of claims:

8. The right to own and dispose of one's property, even collectively, if one wants to, or to foreign 
companies.

9. The right to trade freely, internationally as well as internally.

10. The right to make all kinds of foreign exchange transactions freely.

11. The right to speculate - and to run exchanges for this purpose.

12. The right to hire and fire according to contract.

13. The right to price one's own products or goods or work or services quite freely.

14. The right to 'scab' or make wage agreements quite independent from unions.

15. The right to engage in any productive activity without a licence.

16. The right to refuse paying taxes.

17. The right to supply oneself with work and to ignore all legal restrictions on this right.

18. The right to issue one's own negotiable private securities.

19. The right to issue one's own non-coercive currency and to accept such private currencies.

20. The right to chose one's standard of value for all one's dealings.

21. The right to refuse to accept any suspicious currency, especially state paper money.

22. The right to clear and pay all one's debts by clearing.

23. The right to break or ignore every coercive monopoly.

24. The right to have equal access to all natural resources.


Directly related to peace are the following human rights:

25. The right to experiment at one's own risk and expense, even with political and economic systems.

26. The right to resist any oppression of human rights.

27. The right to revolt against authoritarian regimes.

28. The right to engage in tyrannicide.

29. The right to desert from any conscript army.

30. The right to organize or join volunteer forces for the protection of human rights.

31. The right to bear rightful arms.

32. The right to train in their rightful use, in military fashion, for the protection of human rights.

33. The right to migrate, settle and trade freely.

34. The right to decide for oneself on who one's enemies and who one's friends are.

35. The right to decide in referendums on war and peace, armament and disarmament and on taxes.

36. The right to participate in nuclear disarmament, even unilateral nuclear disarmament and including the 
destruction of all nuclear reactors.
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37. The right to negotiate freely with the oppressed citizens and conscripted soldiers on the other side ( and with free foreign citizens if oneself is oppressed ).

38. The right to publicly declare and oblige oneself to stick to rightful war aims only.

39. The right to be held only individually responsible ( which excludes mass extermination devices ).

40. The right to conclude separate peace treaties.

41. The right to declare oneself neutral in a war between governments.

42. The right to secede as an individual from any oppressive and warlike regime.

43. The right to associate autonomously, panarchistically, under personal and exterritorial laws, with 
other volunteers, and thus to dissolve all nuclear targets.

44. The right to recognize and ally oneself to rightful governments in exile - that do not lay any claim 
to exclusive territorial rule over involuntary members.


In short, the realization of human rights means freedom, wealth, and peace for all who respect them and the complete destruction of the powers of their enemies over any but their own affairs.


If you apply the basic principle of the Workers Party, you will come to the same conclusions.
-----------------------------------
Some additions and minor changes were made for this transcript. It is still no more than a rushed draft. I do not remember whether this talk did actually take place. I doubt that it would have been effective, since it contradicts many notions, dearly held even among libertarians. - J.Z., 29.12.1985.
_________________________________________________________________________________

Minimal contents of a Bill of Rights for Australia

Notes by John Zube, ca. 1973 :

We need a bill of rights in the constitution, a bill which would provide, among others, for:

1. the right to trade freely,

2. the right to practise any profession,

3. the right to issue private banknotes,

4. the right to bear arms in the defence of rights,

5. the right to resist,

6. the right to secede, individually,

7. the right to associate exterritorially.
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EDITORIAL From:

"FREEDOM MAGAZINE", Summer 1974
INDEPENDENCE DAY- 1974
The privilege of mankind to preserve its natural rights is proclaimed in our nation's DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE. The men who drafted and signed this Declaration almost two hundred years ago were true leaders in the finest sense of the word, men of substance and education. They won liberty for us, and may we never forget it. However, it was not the men who signed it that made it famous. This great and spectacular document captured the imagination of the world because it gave voice to the clearest wish of mankind - the yearning to be free, and its ideals have endured and remain undimmed after almost two hundred years. On this, the 198th anniversary of the signing of the birth certificate of these United States, let's pause and reflect on the following:



WHAT KIND OF MAN IS HE? (*)




He wants to run his own business.




He wants to select his own doctor.




He wants to make his own bargains.




He wants to buy his own insurance.



He wants to select his own reading matter.



He wants to provide for his own age.




He wants to make his own contracts.




He wants to select his own charities.



He wants to educate his own children as he wishes.




He wants to make his own investments.




He wants to select his own friends.




He wants to provide his own recreation.




He wants to compete freely in the market place.




He wants to grow by his own efforts.




He wants to profit from his own errors.




He wants to compete with ideas




He wants to be a man of good will.

What kind of a man is he? He's an American who understands and believes in the Declaration of Independence, that's what kind.
Aren't you glad you are, too? And isn't it great to know there are millions of our fellow Americans that feel the same way, and are beginning to work at the business of restoring these ideals to active working order when they discover that they can do this with the LIBERTY AMENDMENT.
This is the year when we can get together with all our fellow Americans and let our elected Representatives know what we want done.
This is the year of the LIBERTY AMENDMENT)
(*) (By Mr. Bob Segal, Editor, Brownsville, TX Herald)
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John Gall

Systemantics

HOW SYSTEM WORK AND ESPECIALLY

HOW THEY FAIL
"SYSTEMANTICS should be read by all." - C. Northcote Parkinson.

John Gall is a Professor at the University of Michigan, with a private medical practice in Ann Arbor, where he lives with his wife and two children.

First published in the USA by Quadrangle/The New York Times Book Co. Inc. 1977

First published in Great Britain by Wildwood House Ltd 1978

First issued in Fontana 1979

Copyright © John Gall 1975

Copyright © in drawings and captions, R. O. Blechman 1977

Made and printed in Great Britain by William Collins Sons & Co. Ltd, Glasgow

CONDITIONS OF SALE

This book is sold subject to the condition that it shall not, by way of trade or otherwise, be lent, re-sold, hired out or otherwise circulated without the publisher's prior consent in any form of binding or cover other than that in which it is published and without a similar condition including this condition being imposed on the subsequent purchaser

Since the discussion of the "Systemantics" declaration of human rights has already filled 6 volumes in this series : "On Panarchy", Nos. I-VI (*), I will not add any more to this extract and advertisement for this book than merely to highly recommend it.
A short review in "reason" seems to have led to no discussion of this basic idea, there. It is the radical panarchist idea, which is involved and which each author seems to rediscover for himself, using his own special terms. Possibly the terms used by John Gall are the most unusual ones so far.
Most of these authors remain forever unaware of most of their predecessors - and fail to fully develop this idea.

It is an idea whose time has come and which may yet, in the last minute, "save the world".










J. Zube, 2.1.86.

There are 24 such volumes now and 2 websites: www.panarchy.org and www.panarchism.info - J.Z., 14.10.05.
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Things generally/all things/

the whole works
are indeed not working

very well

In fact they never did...

Systems are seductive: they promise speed, ease and efficiency. But a system needs to be cared for and fed; time and effort must be invested to set it up. It breaks down in ways you never thought possible, and you anxiously ponder the underlying perversity of animate and inanimate nature.

Eventually you believe that what it produces is what you always wanted. The system has absorbed you, turned you into a Systems-person. You need help.

"Funny in the way that Parkinson's books and The Peter Principle were funny, but like them, too, it gains strength from an underlying profundity" Russel Baker
"Workbooks gall, but Gall's book works" - William Safire
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Page 80




SYSTEMANTICS

application to practical situations, and the intervening methodology has in any case not been worked out. At most, one may derive a clue to a method of approach whereby the Intrinsic Difficulty is specified as precisely as possible, so that daring and imaginative correctives may be tried. The risk of failure or even of catastrophe is very high, and the undertaking should be begun only where the present evil is very clear and the consequences of a miscarriage are judged to be no more unbearable than a continuation of die original unsatisfactory situation.

With these reservations, we may permit ourselves a bit of harmless speculation on the Government System. Government Systems, acting in accordance with the Laws of Growth, Tend to Expand and Encroach. In encroaching upon their own citizens, they produce Tyranny, and in encroaching on other Government Systems, they engage in Warfare. If one could correctly identify die Intrinsic Difficulty with die Government System, one might be able to curb or neutralize those two tendencies, to the benefit of die Mankind System.


What is the Intrinsic Difficulty with the Government System? Previous reformers, identifying the core problem as the concentration of power in a few hands, have attempted to improve things by diffusing that power. This works temporarily, but gradually (Systems Law of Gravity) the power becomes concentrated again.


A breakaway group of General Systemanticists, starting from the principle that it is very difficult to unscramble eggs, have proposed that die core problem is not the concentration of power but the concentration of the governed in one place, where the
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government can get at them. They have proposed, not the diffusion of power, but the diffusion of the targets of power — the citizens themselves.


They would achieve this by providing citizens with two new freedoms, in addition to the traditional Four Freedoms. These two new freedoms, appropriately designated as the Fifth and Sixth Freedoms, are:


(5) Free Choice of Territory (Distributional Freedom).


(6) Free Choice of Government (Principle of Hegemonic Indeterminacy).


Under Free Choice of Territory, a citizen of any country is free to live in any part of the world he chooses. He remains a citizen of the government he prefers, to which he pays taxes and for whose officers he votes. However, as the term Free Choice of Government implies, he may at any time change his citizenship and his allegiance from his present government to another government that offers more attractive tax rates, better pensions, more interesting public officials, or simply an invigorating change of pace.(1)

With these two new Freedoms in effect, one would expect that after a short period of equilibration, citizens of any nation would be distributed amongst the citizens of all other nations — not necessarily at random, but sufficiently so for our purpose, which is to remove them effectively from the grip of their own government. A government can hardly 
______________________________________________
(1) Common courtesy would seem to require two weeks' advance notice; the standard notice any employer would give an employee.
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SYSTEMANTICS

put any large number of its own citizens in jail if it has to send halfway around the world for them, one by one, and persuade other governments of the justice of the proceedings. Raising armies would become administratively impossible. Furthermore, wars of any government against another would become impractical, since large numbers of the "enemy" would be distributed all over the world, including the territory of the home government.


The net result of the two new Freedoms would be to break up the Concentration of the Governed, to divide and distribute them throughout other governments, a principle which we shall call me Comminution of Hegemony. If practiced on a world-wide scale it could lead to revolutionary changes in the relationship of citizens to their governments, reversing die traditional polarity and making governments fearfully dependent upon the favor or even the whims of their citizenry rather than vice versa. In keeping with the revolutionary aspects of this proposal, we hereby broach the solemn question:

World Comminution: Threat Or Promise?
(Odd terms to describe new and radical ideas do not necessarily help them to become widely understood or even popular. - J.Z., 25.10.05.)
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Some extracts from

PEACE PLANS Nos. 16-17 & 554 (On Panarchy, V)

Please note that when I digitized this text I somewhat edited it. The edited version is online at www.panarchism.info  Here just the text from the old printed version is reproduced. - However, when proof-reading this scan I made some editorial changes. - J.Z., 25.10.05.
GOVERNMENTS
Governments, territorial, exclusive, monopolistic and centralized governments, no matter under what pretences they operate and what their good intentions are, remain essentially organized force.

Thus it should not be surprising that the biggest threat to civilization, culture and the survival of man, the nuclear war potential, is also government administered.
The question "How to avoid nuclear war?" amounts largely to the question: "How to avoid Government?"
.

See: Alternatives, Anarchism, Capitalist. Coexistence, Competing Governments, Consent, Decision, Desertion, Disobedience, Experimental Freedom, Exterritorial Imperative, Monopolies, Nationalism, Opting Out, Outlawry. Panarchy, Personal Law, Pluralism, Power, Referendum, Resistance, Revolutions. Rulers, Secession, State, Taxation, Territorial Organization, Tolerance, Tyrannicide, Voluntarism, War Aims.

GOVERNMENTS-IN EXILE

To defeat all totalitarian regimes and dissolve all nuclear powers, motives and means, targets, conscript armies etc., governments-in-exile should be recognized, provided they aspire only to exterritorial rule over voluntary followers.

Through recognition of and alliances with such exterritorial governments-in-exile the forces of an enemy regime could be turned against it and no defensive motive would remain to use nuclear devices.

Even communists could make use of this offer of minority autonomy.

See: Alliances, Alternatives, Captive Nations, Coexistence, Collective Responsibility, Communism, Competing Governments, Decision, Defence, Desertion, Deterrence, Enemy. Exterritorial Imperative, Jiu Jitsu, Military Insurrections, Military Program, Militia, Minority Autonomy, Negotiations, Recognition, Referendum, Refugees, Revolution, Revolutionary Warfare, Secession, Secret Allies, Tolerance, War Aims, Weapons.

HUMAN NATURE

Human nature is supposed to be greedy, aggressive etc. But only the institutions of power and coercion render certain human traits dangerous to the survival of the human race. Under the institutions of a fully free market, under laissez faire capitalism or anarcho-capitalism, the same traits are revealed not as contra but as pro-survival.

The existence of at least some pacifistic primitive tribes proves that human nature is not involved but rather customary institutions, ways of thinking, fetishes and taboos.
See: Aggression, Capitalism, Centralization, Decentralization, Decision, Exterritorial Imperative, Greed, Human Rights, Laissez Faire, Man, Market, Nationalism, Power, Profit, Publicity, Referendum, Secession, War Aims.

HUMAN RIGHTS, A NEW BILL OF INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS

If all human rights were known, recognized and practised there would be no risk of nuclear war. See for instance: Negotiations, Decision, Disarmament, Resistance, Free Trade, Monetary Freedom.

A new bill of individual human rights ( and natural rights of rational beings ) should therefore be introduced into every constitution. Included should be new human rights like:
THE RIGHT TO
opt out of any organization including states, armies and unions,

organize in exterritorial and autonomous communities of volunteers,

trade freely, even in foreign currencies,

unrestricted freedom of movement, settlement and employment,

vote in referendum on all public affairs. ( This, like all the other rights, may, naturally, be renounced by the voluntary members of particular communities.)
remain neutral or conclude a separate peace treaty for oneself,
issue non-coercive money tokens,

refuse acceptance of exchange media and standards one has not contracted to accept,

agree upon better value standards for one's dealings than paper standards,

resist,
bear arms,

organize in military fashion for the protection of individual rights,
buy or refuse to buy any services, including public services, from anyone,
assemble in the open air. even armed,

freedom of expression and information, even through broadcasting,
supply oneself with work - without depriving anyone of it,
freedom of exchange,
freedom of contract,
self-help,
self-defence,
clean air and water.

"A peace which is not enforced by the pioneers of human rights is merely an armistice" - said U. v Beckerath in 1955. See under Militia,

To assure that all human rights are protected and thereby peace becomes established, all coercive governments must be replaced by voluntaristic and competing ones, governments which, because of this, would at least externally not be aggressive and which would also have an inbuilt safety valve against any internal deterioration which goes too far.

See: Bill of Rights, Exterritorial Imperative, Militia, Monetary Freedom, peace plan 119.

UNITED NATIONS UNIVERSAL DECLARATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS

This declaration is so incomplete and imperfect - e.g. by including so much implied aggression in its welfare statist clauses - that it cannot form the basis for a lasting peace. It is so imperfect that even dictatorships formally subscribed to it. It is being promoted by a congregation of representatives of the world's foremost aggressors. Anyone pinning any faith on it has lost contact with reality.

See: Decision, Freedom, Free Trade, Militia, Monetary Freedom, Monopolies, Resistance, Rights, Secession, Sovereignty, Tyrannicide, United Nations, Welfare State.
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From PEACE PLANS No. 16-17, (An ABC Against Nuclear War), page 200 & PEACE PLANS No. 554 (On Panarchy, V.):
Appendix 1

PROGRAM FOR THE PREVENTION OF NUCLEAR WAR

Peace in freedom and especially the prevention of nuclear war rest mainly on the following seven points which are more specified below :

1.
INDIVIDUAL HUMAN RIGHTS.

Recognition and realization of all these rights by and for all people appreciating them.

2.
EXTERRITORIAL AUTONOMY,

For all volunteer groups, especially minorities, based on individual secession.

3.
ECONOMIC FREEDOM,
resting on property rights, free trade, free migration, monetary freedom and equal access to natural resources, introduced on a voluntary basis.

4.
ENLIGHTENMENT,

speeded up by a genuinely cultural revolution which is using free market techniques to maximize expression and information opportunities.

5.
DIRECT DEMOCRATIC DECISIONS,

by the people themselves, over the heads of their rulers, to preserve their own lives and protect their rights.

6.
VOLUNTEER MILITIAS,

ideal type, locally organized and internationally federated, to forcefully defend human rights with rightful weapons and methods against all aggressors, internally and externally, fully respecting the human rights of members and even of enemy subjects.

7.
REVOLUTIONARY LIBERTARIAN DEFENCE,
largely non-violent, to get rid of all tyrants and tyrannical systems and establish a peaceful panarchic society fully based on individual consent.

COMMENTS TO THESE SEVEN POINTS

1. INDIVIDUAL HUMAN RIGHTS

A new declaration of individual human rights ought to be compiled, published and realized. It must be comprehensive and without the contradictions of past declarations. Each of the rights formulated must be in harmony with the idea of right as the harmonization of the arbitrary actions of one with the arbitrary actions of others according to a general law of freedom.

Among its general clauses there would have to be the following :

a) The right to life and physical inviolability. This includes the right to unpolluted air, water and food and the right to sue and resist polluters, also those who cause radioactive pollution.

b) The right to individual sovereignty, a right which all non-aggressive rational beings can claim without restrictions.

c) Right to freedom of contract, allowing e.g. freedom to opt out of laws free trade agreements between citizens and international treaties negotiated by the people themselves, over the heads of their rulers.

d) Right to freedom of action - to complement freedom of expression and information.

e) Right to experiment in the social economic and political spheres, at one's own risk and expense, regardless of majority supported laws.

f) Right to dissociate oneself or secede as an individual from all coercive institutions, even States, armies and unions, without leaving any territory or losing any human right.

g) Right to associate in autonomous and exterritorial communities of volunteers, applying personal laws among the members.

h) Right to remain neutral or to conclude separate peace treaties in all international clashes.

i) Right to self-help in all spheres.

j) Right of all non-aggressive and rational beings never to be held collectively responsible but only individually.

k) Right to freedom of expression and information, also on broadcasting media, restricted only by the privacy and property rights of others.


In short, tolerance for all tolerant actions.

Wars conducted with ABC weapons and any preparations for them are the greatest threats to all these rights and the suppression of even one of these rights brings us closer to nuclear war.
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2. EXTERRITORIAL AUTONOMY
Exterritorial autonomy for all volunteer groups, especially minorities, is based on the right of individuals to secede and on other rights stated above.

It would mean the gradual replacement of territorial states by a great and panarchic variety of autonomous communities of volunteers which could coexist on an exterritorial basis. It would establish a system of alternative institutions, parallel or competing governments: a genuinely pluralistic society.

Subjection would be exclusively to self-imposed or chosen personal laws - unless one committed aggression against members of another community and then, as a rule, the law of the victim would be applied.

New arbitration courts would be required both for internal and external disagreements. Due to the separation of interests, on a voluntary basis, there would be relatively few disagreements.

The minimum common agreement between all exterritorial and autonomous communities of volunteers would be the one to respect at least the human rights of members of another exterritorial community, no matter now much one voluntarily restricted these rights in one's own community.

Exterritorial autonomy on a voluntary basis would imply, among other, things voluntary taxation, monetary freedom, free trade, free migration and volunteer militias.

Due to its individualistic and voluntaristic basis it would introduce a genuine self-determination or rule by consent only, making a decentralized, tolerant, harmonious coexistence for all the diverse groups possible, thus eliminating the risk of nuclear war. 
Live and let live - even if both of you use the same territory.

Only exterritorial nationalism is designed for continuous harmony.

"If some peoples pretend that history or geography gives them the right to subjugate other 
races, nations, or peoples, there can be no peace."



- L. v. Mises, "Omnipotent Government", p. 15.

3. ECONOMIC FREEDOM

Economic freedom rests mainly on the following economic human rights:

a) Right to support oneself by one's own efforts.

b) Right to own, use and dispose of property.

c) Freedom to issue or invest in securities and trade them freely anywhere.

d) Right to refuse payment of taxes and to hire alternative agencies to supply the services one wants.

e) Right to trade freely, even with people subjected to an enemy regime but not, in military supplies, 
with the enemy regime itself.

f) Right to supply oneself with paid work - without depriving anybody of it - by undertaking all the 
organizational, monetary and financial steps required for this.

g) Monetary freedom, based on 3 main features:

1.) Right to issue private non-coercive money tokens.


2.) Right to refuse acceptance of any type of money one has not contracted to accept, 


including the present legal tender money and


3.) Right to choose and use any value standard in one's dealings.

h) Freedom to emigrate and immigrate.

i) Freedom to choose one's trade or profession and to practise it non-fraudulently.

j) Freedom to competitively supply or order any "public service", including protection.

k) Right of non-association e.g. with trade unions and trade associations, regulatory boards and 
whole economic, social and political systems.

l) Freedom of contract for all purchase, sale, hire, trade or labor contracts,
m) Freedom to ask any price, fee, wage or salary in one's dealings.

n) Right to equal access to all natural resources, realized by the right to establish or join open coops 
which exploit these resources.

o) Freedom to set up or join productive coops or other productive enterprises practising one or the 
other self-management system.

p) Freedom to provide oneself with any desired social security through any private savings, credit or 
insurance arrangement.

All these points could and should be realized on a voluntary basis by people opting out of particular laws or engaging in a comprehensive individual secession and then voluntarily and autonomously associating on an exterritorial basis.
Once all these rights have been tolerantly and successfully demonstrated for a while most of the other people would also begin to claim and use them.
Economic freedom is an essential and natural road to development, wealth, social and general peace. It would eliminate involuntary poverty, monopolies, coercive exploitation unemployment, depressions and inflations. Only laissez faire economics is economics.
(All other "economics" are largely "anti-economics" or "neo-comics" as Dr. H.G. Pearce used to say. - J.Z., 26.10.05.)

"Economics is not one means among many, Hayek has pointed out, it is the means to all our 

ends." - Edmund E. Opitz, "The Freeman", 7/73,p.401.


"Only in a free market can economic justice prevail." - Workers Party Australia platform 75 

"Political freedom is impossible without economic freedom." Ibid.


"If government regulates our economic life, there is nothing to prevent it from regulating 

every other area of our existence." - Earl Zarbin, ibid, 6/73.
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4. ENLIGHTENMENT. SPEEDED UP
Freedom of expression and information on their own are not enough. They require numerous cheap opportunities which are within the reach and means of everybody to maximize their enlightening effects.

Conventional publishing of books, magazines, newspapers, pamphlets and dissertations, useful as they are, does not suffice, either, particularly not in the social sciences. They obviously enlighten neither politicians nor voters sufficiently and have not even succeeded in enlightening the academics of the social sciences.

To speed up enlightenment numerous steps like the following are necessary, all part of a free market education system:

1. Freedom in broadcasting, allowing all non-interfering broadcasts.

2. Freedom in telecommunications.

3. Freely competing postal service agencies.
4.) A. Freedom for open air meetings.

5.) Archives and information services for reform, peace and freedom ideas.

6.) Directories of associations, at least one for every city.

7.) Registers of people with special talents, abilities, training and knowledge.

8.) Directories pointing out people with very specialized interests.

9.) Directories to research in progress.

10.) Meeting calendars in every city pointing out details of coming events.

11.) Centres for second-hand bookshops.

12.) Idea catalogues in libraries in addition to rough subject and author catalogues.

13.) Encyclopedias of the best refutations to popular myths, prejudices and fallacies.
14.) Sign-debates and flow-chart type discussions.

15.) Free enterprise schools and universities.

16.) Speakers' pools.

17.) Encyclopedias of definitions.

18.) Encyclopedias of slogans and aphorisms in the social sciences.

19.) Periodicals publishing only letters to the editor.

20.) Meeting and discussion centers in every city.

21.) Contacts between book lovers via library catalogues.

22.) Listings of potential listeners and readers - according to special interests, for every city.

23.) Numerous and large private bulletin boards for public use in public places.

24.) Freedom of expression and information, assembly and association - for soldiers and other public servants.

25.) Tax-, quota-,licence- and regulation exemption for all educational efforts and materials, e.g. for all mass media and all minority publications.

Once these and related enlightenment tools are fully developed and used, the necessary degree of enlightenment to achieve peace and freedom could, possibly, be reached within a few months or years.

5. DIRECT DEMOCRATIC DECISION-MAKING

To preserve their lives and protect their rights the people themselves will have to take the most important decisions, in a direct democratic way, over the heads of their rulers.

If one left it to politicians to set limits to direct democratic decision-making they would soon reduce it to referendum on rather trivial questions only while they reserve to themselves the authority to decide all important ones.

To be free and secure a people must also be free to decide all important questions for itself, particularly life and death questions as those posed by nuclear armament, nuclear power production, uranium mining, nuclear alliances and war in general.
The people have most to lose in any war and most to win in any just peace. Thus they ought to decide such questions:

a) The people are to decide themselves on whether and when and where there is to be war or peace and what kind of war or peace they are to be.

In practice this question would largely be decided by a self-mobilizing, self-managed and self-motivated volunteer militia formed by the people for the protection of their rights.

From this point all others can be deduced but they ought, nevertheless, be stated separately because of their importance.

b) Freedom for the people to negotiate with the people on the other side as their potential allies or friends, over the heads of the rulers and their diplomats.

c) Unilateral nuclear disarmament and destruction of all anti-people (ABC) weapons, initiated and decided upon by the people in referendums and carried out or supervised by the people, under arms.

d) Proclamation of rightful war aims by the people to the people and soldiers of a dictatorship, published in a way and with assurances they could trust.
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e) Appeals and declarations by the people, trustworthy ones, designed to deprive the people on the other side of any rational motive to fight.

f,) Conclusion of separate peace treaties with all or sections of the enemy's forces and subjugated people.

g) Surrender decision by the people, after prior sufficient revolutionary preparations, in case of nuclear blackmail.

h) The people are to be armed, organized and trained to carry out their will.(See 6 & 7)

Due to 100% individual voting on their political allegiance ( assured through voluntary state membership and individual secession ) the people would be living in various economic, political and social structures, each of them rather uniform within itself and resting on almost unanimous consent. This would remove the usual wrongs and disadvantages of majority decisions.

Actually, the exterritorial reorganization of society would mean in practice a continuous referendum wherein each voter, when it pleases him, votes for another type of community or law, one vote that does not have to please others, one that he realizes for himself and for himself only, while within each of these exterritorial and autonomous communities direct democracy or any other political decision-making could be practised to any desired degree.

Basically, the new political bodies would all be based on a continuous and unanimous referendum with regard to their continuance. Dissenters would vote themselves out.
In spite of their differences all these communities would have a common interest in the preservation of their independence and peace between them.

The only common organizational form would be an international militia federation.
These two factors would allow them to make the above suggested referendum decisions as if they were still organized territorially.

While referendums by their very nature are public, the voting of these particular referendums and the decisions arrived at should be more than ever before publicized, broadcast and witnessed by foreign observers and guests and the press.
Freedom in broadcasting and large public open air meetings, well reported, would help in this very important trust-creating aspect. Without trusting us the subjects of the enemy dictators would not be likely to destroy his anti-people weapons.

6. VOLUNTEER MILITIAS
An ideal militia, locally organized and internationally federated, established to defend forcefully, if necessary, all human rights, with rightful weapons and methods, fully respecting the rights of its members and even of people and conscripts on the enemy's side, against all aggressors, would be all essential. It would rest on the right and duty to disobey wrongful orders, resist all incursions against human rights and to bear arms, train and organize for this purpose.

This right is a rightful and necessary corollary of all other human rights. Human rights must sometimes be forcefully protected. Not everything can be achieved with non-violent means exclusively.

Here are some of the characteristics of such militia forces:

a) All militia units to be exclusively composed of volunteers.

b) The members are all to be self-motivated and sworn-in to defend nothing but the human rights and this in a way which does not offend against any such rights.

c) They are to be well trained for this specific purpose.

d) Even as soldiers the members are to retain their basic rights, e.g. freedom of speech, press, assembly and association. This feature could well be combined with strict discipline during battles, as Oliver Cromwell's Ironsides demonstrated.
People do not lose their rights by becoming soldiers or public servants but only by their own wrongful activities which attack or threaten human rights.

e) Militiamen are to elect and, if the case justifies it, to recall their officers.

f) They are not to be full-time but only part-time soldiers and officers or citizen-soldiers.

g) They would mobilize themselves, instantly, using the "on-the-minute-man" system.

h) They would be armed with rightful weapons only, weapons which can be used discriminately against the aggressors only.

i) One of their main tasks, arising out of their function to protect the human rights, would be the destruction of all mass extermination devices and of the means for their delivery and their production.

j) In peacetime the militia forces would support themselves. In war time they would raise levies from those who want to be protected and they would also use or anticipate claims against the aggressors and their supporters and against the property which is to be liberated by the militia's struggle. To facilitate the raising of these levies, tributes and claims they would have to issue their own currency and bonds.

k) As checks and balances for such a military force would serve: voluntary membership, election and recall of officers, rightful war aims, publicly approved, right and duty to disobey, their oath, other local militias, the right to secede, the right to resist, revolutionary knowledge, their special training on how to preserve human rights, tyrannicide, freedom of expression and information, assembly and association of these soldiers and last, not least, the new general social framework they would be operating in, a voluntaristic society, instead of a society based on coercion.

Apart from the exterritorial and autonomous organizations of volunteers and the institutions of free banking and all the direct and indirect effects these two changes would have, the above described militias would be the most important agencies to realize and protect all human rights and thereby establish and preserve a lasting peace. The ultimate sovereignty would rest with these armed citizens.
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7. REVOLUTIONARY AND LIBERTARIAN DEFENCE
It would be largely but not exclusively non-violent, aiming to get rid of all aggressive tyrannies and establish a panarchic and therefore peaceful society which is firmly based on individual consent.

The following would be some of its main features :

a) Transformation of the own side into a society allowing full autonomy to all non-aggressive minorities: a society which has no enemies but totalitarians.
An exterritorially organized community does not offer itself as a nuclear target nor would it want nuclear weapons against other such communities or against coercive societies.

b) Unilateral nuclear disarmament by the people.

c) Declaration of rightful war aims by the people to the people on the other side.

d) Unilateral peace declarations used as revolutionary weapons.

e) Separate peace treaties with units of a dictator's armed forces and with all his minority groups striving for autonomy.

f) Recognition of and alliances with autonomous and exterritorial and competing governments in exile, formed by volunteers among the refugees, deserters and prisoners of war.
g) Appeals to soldiers and citizens on the other side to desert or flee ( in case they cannot rise or secede successfully ) in order to join their rightful government in exile, the one of their own individual free choice.

h) Appeal to the enemy regime's conscripts to destroy or surrender the regime's anti-people (ABC) "weapons".

i) Outlawry and tyrannicide of all dictators and all persons commanding nuclear weapons - combined with attractive amnesty and asylum offers in case they surrender.

j) Prize moneys on the heads of tyrants and for nuclear weapons which were rendered harmless or were surrendered for this purpose.

k) Incitement to and all but military support for all military insurrections and popular revolutions and secessionist attempts on the other side - provided only that they are in support of individual rights.

l) Destruction by air and commando raids and by sabotage acts of the few industries which are all essential for modern technological warfare, like nuclear installations, ball bearing industries and furnaces.

m) Prisoners of war who were volunteers are to be treated at least according to the standards set by the Hague Conventions. But conscripts and deserters and converts to the cause of liberty among the POWs are to be welcomed, liberated and treated as friends and allies or at least as neutral guests. They are to enjoy fully all their human rights. They are also to be offered well-paying productive jobs which would be no problem under monetary freedom.

If one considers that most of them are likely to come from relatively poor and underdeveloped countries and that they are also offered protection of all their human rights and, moreover, all the national, cultural religious and ideological independence they desire for themselves, then it will seem feasible to induce mass desertions from the enemy regime's forces, desertions which could turn its military strength against it.

n) Free Trade with the subjects of aggressive dictators. Food parcels rather than high explosives on their heads.

o) Organization of tax strikes against the enemy regimes.

p) Organization of a refusal among the enemy regime's subjects to accept its paper money. This could be rendered practical thru the introduction of monetary freedom and the establishment of a revolutionary militia in the enemy's territory.

q) Avoidance of all wrong and self-defeating measures like e.g. inflation, requisitioning, indiscriminate reparations demands, occupation and domination aims, blockades, starvation, concentration camps, scorched earth policies, mass extermination acts, mass destruction, revenge, terror, arson, plunder, rape, indiscriminate weapons, attacks upon open cities, torture, enforced integration or segregation.

No domination attempt is to take place at all except the one over the fanatical, aggressive and intolerant enemies of all others.

r) All promises and offers are to be given by the people and in a way that they can and will be trusted by the people and soldiers on the other side.

s) Full and suitable publicity for these liberating warfare methods and aims is to inspire trust in our potential allies.

t) A chance for the voluntary ideological supporters of the enemy to preserve and even increase their independence by offering them also freedom to realize their ideas among themselves, a chance to live according to their beliefs without having to fight an active inside or outside opposition.
Like all other groups they are to be subjected only to the criticism arising out of freedom of expression and information and the check consisting in voluntary membership with the right to secede from the association.

Because of their past they are likely to have a large debt over their heads arising out of the indemnification claims they would have to pay off - unless their victims, finally victorious and generous, when at last enjoying all their liberties fully and for the first time, cancelled these debts, seeing that for a long time they shared many of their oppressors' prejudices.

Moreover these ideological groups would, because of their past, have to be disarmed Their members should be free, though, to apply for membership in the local militias and would be accepted once they learned to appreciate and respect the basic rights of others.
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u) All military defence is to be undertaken only by the militia forces.

v) The militias are to be trained and prepared for revolutions against occupying regimes and together with the occupying forces - should they have to surrender militarily in case of nuclear blackmail.

In short, defence is to be discriminating, non-lethal, non-violent and non-destructive as far as possible. It is to be to reduced in its killing and destruction aspect so much that it would really not be more than a large police action against a criminal gang, an action largely relying on information and support given by the involuntary victims of that gang ( armed and unarmed citizens ) who are all threatened and exploited by the gang. It would be a proper defensive action only against the real enemy. For all others it would be a genuine liberation effort.

APPENDIX 2

WHAT IS SUPPOSED TO PREVENT NUCLEAR WAR. - REALLY DOES NOT. - BUT MIGHT START IT?

The following is just a list of some hints to ideas most of which are dealt with above under the relevant headings:
Air Raids, Preemptive
Alliances between national governments

Arbitration courts, international.

Arms Races

Atomic energy, "peaceful" use
Balance of Terror

Ban the Bomb movement

Blockades

Brinkmanship

Brotherhood of man
Bureaucracy

Censorship
Centralization
Civil Defence
Class Warfare

Cobalt Bombs

Coexistence with dictators
Collective Responsibility
Collective Security
Command Economy

Common Sense of Rulers - a contradiction in terms.
Communism or State Socialism

Conferences between rulers

Conquests

Control of Disarmament Agreements by bureaucrats
Decision-making, centralized and monopolized
Declarations by governments like: We won't be the 1st. to use nuclear weapons

Democracy, current type
Demonstrations
Detente

Deterrence, nuclear

Diplomacy, secret

Disarmament, multilateral, by governments

Discrimination, outlawry of -

Doomsday Bomb
Equality

Failsafe preparations
Federation worldwide
Foreign Aid

Friendship between governments
Gas Warfare Precedent
General Strike
Governments

Human Rights, in the form of the UN Declaration
Inspection of nuclear disarmament by government inspectors
International Law of the current type

Love

Multilateral Disarmament

Nationalism ( unconditional support for the own government)
Non-aggression pacts

Nuclear free zones

Nuclear strength

Nuclear umbrellas

Plowshare programs

Population planning

Prayers

Preemptive wars

Promises by governments

Ray weapons

Recognition of dictators

Religion

Retaliation preparations

Science, natural

Second-strike capability

Shelter programme

Socialism

Strikes

Summit conferences

Test bans.

Treaties between territorial governments.

United Nations

World federation

World government

World language
World law
World Religion
World State

The usual mental output to assure the survival of the human race is pathetic.

See under Cultural Revolution on how to overcome such "ideas".

_________________________________________________________________________________
Ibid: Pages 209-211

APPENDIX 3

WHAT DOES REALLY MAKE FOR NUCLEAR WAR?

Why should the world be so close to "suicide"? 

Because, so far, only the war-making potential was free to develop, not the peace-making potential.


"Unless you understand the major threat to our freedom is YOUR lack of knowledge - and 
lack of desire to gain knowledge and to learn more about yourself, your govern​ment, your 
philosophy your morality - you shall not stop, much less reverse, this movement into the 
depths of statism." Anderson/Miles, "A Constitution for a. Moral Government, page 55.

Again, I offer here only some alphabetized hints, many of which are shortly dealt with in the alphabetized main section of this book.

Abdication of individual liberties, rights, powers and responsibilities

Abortions, approval of abortions

Accidents

Aggressiveness of institutions & ideologies

Aircrafts capable of delivering nuclear weapons 

Air raids, indiscriminate

Alcoholic drinks

Alien Acts

Anti-communism, the intolerant type

Anti-Man attitudes

Antisemitism

Apathy

Arms race

Atomic energy, "peaceful" use

Atomic research

Authoritarian forms of production

Authoritarianism

Automated warfare 

Avoidance of discussions of the problem

Balance of terror policies

Betting with one's life

Bombers (planes)

Bomb tests

Boredom towards prevention topics

Borders

Brinkmanship

Broadcasting monopolies

Bureaucracy

Canals, national ownership

Career soldiers

Carpet-bombing

Censorship

Central banking, monopolistic

Centralization, coercive

Children, oppression of

China, Red China

Civil defence preparations

Class warfare ideology

Cobalt bombs

Coexistence with dictatorships

Coexistence attempts with the bomb

Collective responsibility

Collective security attempts

Command economy

Common man's powerlessness

Communism, totalitarian type

Competition in who can dominate & coerce most

Compromises

Compulsion in many spheres, especially in State membership, legislation and taxation

Computer-directed warfare

Conquests

Conscription

Consensus, being assumed in majority-democratic decision-making

Conspiracy laws, subduing minority aspirations

Constitutions subjugating non-aggressive dissenters

Control by government and reliance on it

Credulity, excessive

Criminals, common and political ones

Death-wish

Decision-making, centralized & monopolized

Defence, nationalized & as conducted today

Definitions, wrong

Delegation of powers, excessive

Democracy, representative, with totalitarian traits

Depressions

Deterrence policies, nuclear

Dictatorships

Diplomacy, secret and monopolistic

Disarmament monopoly of governments

Disarmament of the population with regard to ordinary firearms

----------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Discrimination, compulsory, against liberty

Doomsday bomb

Drugs, narcotic

Economic despotism

Economic warfare

Emotional way of life

Employer-employee relationship

Enemy, collective concept

Escalation of nuclear strength & war

Escapism

Espionage, wrongful type

Evil considered as necessary & desirable

Experiments, nuclear, scientific

Experts

Fail-safe systems and reliance on them

Fear, justified

Foolishness

Force, reliance on force alone

Foreign aid

Foreign policy, conventional

Frontiers, preservation of

Garbage removal, municipal

Gas warfare precedent

Generals

Genocide, readiness to commit -

Glory

God, belief in a God

Governments with exclusive territorial powers

Government contracts

Guilt by association

Hiroshima precedent

High political offices

Honour, collectivist type

Hostage system

Human rights, suppression of

Ideas, wrong

Ignorance

Immigration restrictions

Immorality

Imperialism

Indiscriminate warfare

Inflation

Instincts, unchecked by reason & morality

Institutions, coercive

Integration, compulsory

Intolerance, territorial

Invasions

Isotopes, use of

Israel, territorial approach to solution
Jurisdiction, territorial, uniform & coercive

Land monopoly

Language difficulties - semantics

Law and order, conventional system

Laws, territorial

Leadership, old type, political

Licensing Laws

Loyalty, irrational

Madness of rulers

Majority despotism

Mass terror systems

Mercenary soldiers

Middle East situation

Militarism

Military obedience, laws and discipline, conventional

Military organizations, wrongful

Military targets, wrongful

Mining of uranium

Minority despotism

Miscalculations

Monetary Despotism

Monopolies of power, responsibility and decision-making

Motives for war, current ones

Myths

Nationalism, territorial, coercive, exclusive

Nationalized defence

National ownership of natural resources

Nations, territorial

Negotiations, international, monopoly

Nth. power problem

Nuclear reactors

Nuclear science and research

Nuclear strength policy

Oaths of obedience and allegiance

Obedience, blind, irrational, immoral

Oil, exclusive possession of

Oppression

Organizations with compulsory membership

Overestimation of the own strength

Overpopulation theory

Parties, conventional type

Peaceful use of nuclear power?

People treated as property

Political order, old, coercive

Politicians

Politics, collectivist

Power, centralized, monopolized, territorial, economic, political, legislative, juridical

Powerlessness of most individuals under the present system

Power urge and addiction

Prejudices

Premises, wrong

Prestige

Prisoners of war, wrong treatment

Programs, false

Proliferation of nuclear "weapons"

Property or chattel concept of citizens

Protection for heads of State

-----------------------------------------------------------------
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Protectionism in international trade

Psychological warfare, conventional

Racism, coercive

Radiation hazard, wrong ideas on - 

Rationalizations

Recognition of dictatorships

Refugee problem

Religious intolerance

Representation, present territorial system

Research, nuclear

Resignation

Restrictions, legal

Retaliation, massive, nuclear threat

Revenge

Risks, popular view of -

Rockets

Rulers

Sacrificial lambs, readiness to become - 

Sanction of the victim

Scorched earth policy

Secession, suppression of -

Second strike capability

Secrecy

Secret diplomacy

Segregation, compulsory

Sensual way of life

Separate peace treaties, outlawry of -

Sexual repression

Shelter preparations for nuclear war

Slavery

Sleeplessness of rulers

Socialism - State socialism

Socialization, wrongful

Social security, State system of -

Soldiers as mere tools

Solidarity, wrong type

Sovereignty

Soviet Union

Space research

Space weapons

Spread of nuclear weapons

States, territorial

State membership, involuntary

State secrets

Statism

Status quo preservation, coercive

Stockpiling of nuclear weapons

Stupidity

Subordination

Subsidies

Suicidal tendencies

Suitcase bombs

Survival instinct, primitive

Suspicions, justified

Targets, wrong concept of military -

Taxation, compulsory

Technical failures

Television - radiation hazard ignored

Territorial integrity

Territorial nation State

Terrorism

Tests, atomic bomb - 

Time factor

Tiredness of rulers

Totalitarianism

Total warfare

Treason laws

Tyranny

Unemployment

Uniformity in laws & jurisdiction

Union violence

Unity ideal

Universities, nuclear research & lectures

Uranium mining

Value-free society and science

Victory aspirations, conventional

Violence, initiated

Volcanic explosions

Voting, conventional

War aims, wrongful ones or none

War criminals, present treatment of -

Warfare, indiscriminate and totalitarian

Weapons monopoly

Welfare State

Wristwatch dials, radioactive

*********************************************************************************

WE HAVE TO ATOMIZE ALL THAT MAKES FOR NUCLEAR WAR.

IS IT IRONY OR DESIGN THAT THE OWNERS OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS WANT TO OUTLAW FIREARMS IN THE HANDS OF THEIR SUBJECTS?

THE "AGE OF ATOMIC ENERGY" IS RATHER THE AGE OF ATOMIC DESTRUCTION AND POLLUTION, GIVING A HANDFUL OF MEN THE POWER TO DECIDE WHETHER MANKIND IS TO CONTINUE TO EXIST OR NOT.

"AS LONG AS PEOPLE BELIEVE IN ABSURDITIES
THEY WILL CONTINUE TO COMMIT ATROCITIES."
- Voltaire


"… THE DEVICE EVERY CONQUEROR, YES, EVERY ALTRUISTIC LIBERATOR 
SHOULD BE REQUIRED TO WEAR ON HIS SHIELD ….

 IS A LITTLE GIRL AND HER KITTEN, AT GROUND ZERO."



- Poul Anderson, A Knight of Ghosts and Shadows, Oct. 1974.



(I heard of his recent death with great regrets. - J. Z., 22.10.01.)
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(On the original page 244 not all of this list was reproduced. - J.Z., 26.10.05.)

_________________________________________________________________________________
WORKERS PARTY PLATFORM,
1975


Since this is a party platform and not a human rights declaration, the extract here supplied offers only some of its clauses, those which state human rights indirectly or do imply them.

Its main rights principle was repeated on every page:


"NO MAN OR GROUP OF MEN HAS THE RIGHT TO INITIATE THE USE OF FORCE, 
FRAUD OR COERCION AGAINST ANOTHER MAN OR GROUP OF MEN."

PLATFORM OF THE WORKERS PARTY

Objectives:
1. To offer an intelligent and practical alternative to socialism as practised and preached by the Labor and Australia Parties and as practised by the Liberal and Country Parties.
2. To put principles before votes.
"No man or group of men has the right to initiate the use of force, fraud or coercion against another man or group of men!"
                     The Fundamental Principle.

The aim of this Party is simple. It is to implement one fundamental moral principle, and to implement that principle fully and consistently. This fundamental principle is that of non-interference. It can be stated thus: 'No man or group of men has the right to initiate the use of force, fraud or coercion against another man or group of men.'


The implications and applications of this principle make up the remainder of our platform.

The main problem facing Australia is government. Government has become too big, too powerful and too expensive. It is no longer the servant of the people, but their master. Its record is one of aggression; taxation, conscription, inflation, confiscation, etc.


Power-hungry people use government to exercise control over others; greedy people use it to gain personal advantage over others; lazy people use it to sponge on others; and pressure groups use it to enforce their will on others.


All of us pay for government and all of us are dominated by government.


We believe that as every man's life is his own he should be able to live that life in the manner of his own choice, provided that he does not trespass on the freedom of others. It follows that in a moral society the only proper role of government is to protect the individual's rights from violation by force, fraud or coercion. We repeat that this is the only proper role of government in a moral society.

However, this goal will be achieved only after a gradual process of change during which inefficient and unnecessary government activities, such as the Railways and Post Office, will be phased out and replaced by private organisations. This gradual reduction of the public sphere will result in an increase in individual activity and responsibility, especially as all forms of taxation are progressively reduced.


It follows that as each of us owns his own life, the relationships that we have with others must be on the basis of voluntary agreement. This is the only way in which people may live in peace as free men and women.

1. Individual Rights and Civil Order.


No conflict exists between civil order and individual rights. Both concepts are based on the same fundamental principle; that no individual, group or government may initiate force, fraud or coercion against any other individual, group or government.

1.1.  .    Individual Rights.
1.1.1.   The Right to life.


The Right to Life is the source of all other rights. The Right to life means that each person is the sole owner of his own life, and of the values honestly gained therefrom; and that no other man or group of men has any claim on any portion of another's life without that person's consent. There can be no conflict between these rights, as each man possesses equal rights. Conflict can only arise through the violation of individual rights.


We uphold the unconditional recognition of every person's individual Right to Life and, therefore, advocate the repeal of all laws based on the assumption that a man's life belongs to the State or to Society. We oppose any form of compulsion, conscription or involuntary servitude.
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1.1.2.
Property Rights.


Recognition of Property Rights in material objects is the recognition of a man's right to exist; his right to pursue his own goals in his own manner at his own discretion with what is rightfully his to command. Just as the Right to life is the right to the property of one's own person, so the right to own material products is the right to sustain one's life and to keep the results of one's own efforts. If the right to use and to dispose of property is controlled by others, the owner of property ceases to be a free man. Therefore, we advocate the unconditional recognition of property rights, and the eventual repeal of all laws such as those relating to death duties, land acquisition, etc, which are based on the assumption that all property belongs to the State, or to society.

1.1.3.
Liberty and Freedom.


Liberty is the state where each man respects the rights of others. Liberty is freedom from coercion by other men, where men choose to deal with each other only by mutual consent.


The concept "liberty" includes:

The freedoms of thought, speech and opinion (including religion);

The freedom of association, which means that all men are free to come together or to stay apart as they choose, in any form or organisation they choose; for example, labour unions, joint-stock companies, clubs, etc.,

The freedom to trade (a special form of association entailing an exchange of property rights), and the freedom not to trade; including the freedom to choose one's employers or employees, whether singly or together; and the freedom to bargain on wages or on prices by un-coerced mutual agreement;

The freedom to contract (a special form of association entailing a voluntary future commitment), which means that men are free to commit themselves in contract to each other in any manner they mutually choose and determine;

The freedom of the press, of information, of broadcasting, of the arts, of all forms of human expression in any medium (a special form of trade in certain products of the human mind), which means that any man may offer for sale or use any form or type of expression provided that he does not violate the rights of others (freedom of the press, etc, does not imply that the media of expression or distribution should be made available to all and sundry via the violation of the property rights of others);

The freedom of movement, which means that everyone has the right to move and reside in any geographical location, provided he respects the rights of others.


We believe that liberty is the only state proper to man and therefore advocate the repeal of all laws which restrict individual liberty and which assume that man is free only inasmuch as the State permits him to be free. Such laws include those regulating censorship, education, unions, compulsory voting, licensing, tariffs and prices, wage and rent controls; laws permitting government monopolies and government supported cartels and price fixing rings and laws relating to the registration of books, newspapers, magazines, cinemas, radio and television stations, etc.
1.1.4.
Aboriginal Australians


We recognise that the rights of Australian Aborigines have been violated frequently, extensively and degradingly by successive governments. We advocate the repeal of all laws which violate individual rights. In particular, we advocate that land currently held "in trust" by various governments be returned to the Aboriginal Australians with full property rights, including the ownership of minerals below the ground.

1.1.5.
The Rights of Children


All people are morally responsible for the results of their actions. Therefore parents have an obligation to provide for the children they have caused to be born into the world. Therefore they have the responsibility to bring their children to adulthood, the state of self-sufficiency, to the best of their ability and means. While parents are supporting a child they are responsible for that child and have authority over that child.

From birth, children are human beings and have equal rights with all other human beings. While a child is dependent on others he cannot be fully self-sufficient. Notwithstanding, every child has the right to leave home, to seek employment unhindered by coercive government intervention, to seek alternative guardians, and to enjoy full rights of ownership over his own property, and therefore the right to seek redress against theft, including thefts committed by his parents.

1.1.6.     Discrimination
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1.1.7.    Voting and Elections.


Compulsory voting is an infringement of individual rights. However, we maintain that all residents wishing to vote in an election should be required to register their intention to vote. Such registration would not be binding. Its sole purpose would be to prevent people from voting more than once in any one election.


We advocate voluntary voting and therefore the repeal of laws which make voting compulsory.

1.2.       Rights, Justice and the Law.

In many respects the Australian legal system is contradictory and complicated. There is no consistent concept of justice. The application of the Law does not always guarantee that justice is served.


Apart from the repeal of much legislation, we advocate a complete streamlining of the legal process on the basis of individual rights. We advocate one fundamental principle: No person, or group of persons, shall initiate the use of force, fraud or coercion against another person or group of persons. Only on the basis of this principle can men be equal before the law.


Thus, on the principle that every man is responsible for his own actions, we maintain that every person convicted of transgressing the law must undertake to compensate fully the victim or victims of his action for their loss. (See 1.3.3. Criminal Justice).


We further advocate the streamlining of the legal process on the basis of consent. Where plaintiff and defendant agree on the method of adjudication of their dispute, whether trial by jury, trial by judge(s) or decision by some extra-legal agency, then the result of that agreement will be binding and will have the force of law, subject to the right of appeal.


In order to put these policies into effect we propose the following addition to the Australian Constitution which will be put to the people via a referendum.

Amendment to Constitution
CHAPTER IX
BILL OF RIGHTS
129   
(1) Every living human being has the Right to Life.


(2) The Right to Life subsumes and includes all other Rights: The Right to own and dispose of 
property, the Right to Liberty, and all the subsidiary Rights that those Rights entail, without 
exception.


(3) The Right to Life means that each human being's life is his absolute property, and his 
alone, as are the values rightfully gained through his exercise of his Right to Life.


(4) Every human being will respect every other human being's Right to Life, which means 
that no human being shall initiate force, fraud or coercion of any description or of any 
manner against another human being. Any human being who so violates another's Right 
incurs a debt to that other human being which he must repay.

(5) The sole function of governments is to uphold these Rights.

1.3        Crime.

1.3.1. Actions which do not infringe the rights of others, cannot be termed crimes. Such actions not involving victims ("victimless crimes") are not crimes at all, but, by being so defined, are merely attempts by one group of people to control the lives of other individuals. Therefore, we advocate:


The repeal of all laws restricting the voluntary exchange of goods or services, including 
trading hour restrictions.


The repeal of all laws restricting or controlling any form of gambling.


The repeal of all laws which control or prohibit any sexual activity, including homosexuality 
and prostitution, between consenting adults.


The repeal of all laws restricting or controlling the production, transportation, sale, possession 
or use of any food supplement or drug.


The repeal of all laws setting up special classifications of foreigners, and the abolition of all 
laws which place economic and social restrictions upon them.

1.3.2. Due Process

Until a person is proved guilty of a crime, he should be accorded all possible respect for his individual rights. Present safeguards for the rights of the criminally accused must be improved. Preventive detention and all similar measures violate individual rights. Speedy trials should be available to accused persons.


Losses suffered by any person arrested, indicted, imprisoned, tried or otherwise injured in the course of criminal proceedings which do not result in his conviction should be recoverable from the agency, person, or persons laying the charges.
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1.3.3.
Criminal Justice


The purpose of any system of courts should be to provide justice. The present system of criminal law is based on punishment, with little concern for the victim. The primary emphasis should be changed from the present "crime against society" to "crime against individuals". Thus, to implement this principle, we advocate that:


The goal of the legal system, upon a determination of guilt, should be restitution to the victim for his loss but only at the expense of the criminal. Whether the restitution to the victim be paid by the criminal as a result of work in a free environment or as a result of work with a restricted environment (e.g. gaol) should be a question for the court to decide.


If a person is found innocent, the monetary costs of his defence should be recoverable from the party initiating the proceedings.


All laws relating to alleged conspiracies will be reviewed to ensure that those which infringe individual liberty are eliminated.


An objective scale for compensation defining the relative values of such things as physical material and psychological deprivations will be devised, and then revised as necessary.

1.3.4.
Involuntary Commitment


No person should be committed involuntary to a mental institution. The incarceration of an individual not convicted of a crime, but merely asserted to be incompetent, violates the individual's rights.

1.3.5.
Subpoena and Jury Service


The power to subpoena witnesses will be abolished as it compels attendance at trials and thus violates the rights of those compelled to give evidence. Coerced testimony is forced labour and should be abolished. Similarly, any form of compulsory jury service is likewise forced labour. If individually negotiated fees were paid to jurors and to witnesses, coercion would not be necessary and individuals would be more likely to assist the processes of the legal system.

1.3.6.
Penal Institutions


At present criminals are kept in prisons at the expense of taxpayers, who include the victims of these carries. The criminal is not liable to pay restitution, so the victim loses twice - (a) through the crime and (b) through taxation for the upkeep of the criminal and often also for the support of the criminal's family. Penal institutions will be used only for incorrigible criminals; there they will have to work out their debts under supervision. Otherwise, criminals will be allowed to work in their own vocations and pay off their debts as determined by the courts. (See 1.3.3. Criminal Justice).

2. Economic Affairs

Political freedom is impossible without economic freedom. Every government control is a control of people. Every government intervention is an invasion of personal liberty. The Party regards all forms of government intervention as a violation of individual rights. The majority of economic ills currently suffered by Australians are traceable to many and varied government attempts to "regulate" trade, "fix" prices and wages, "redistribute" wealth, "regulate" the currency, "manage" the economy, "direct" production, "set" standards, and so on. The problems of inflation, monopolies, cartels, price fixing, industrial unrest and shortages are all caused by government interference; they are the inevitable problems which will always plague the present Statist system.


Government controls divide society into competing classes and special protected interests which deprive Peter to pay Paul and set one group of men against another. Only in the free market can there be harmony among men.

2.1.       Monetary and Fiscal Policy.
2.1.1.     Taxation is Theft


Taxation (which is legalised coercion and robbery by government) is no less immoral than coercion and robbery committed by private individuals. The greater one's ability and/or willingness to work, the greater one is penalised by progressive taxation. This is blatantly unjust. We believe that every man has complete sovereignty over his own life, and his own income, and that extortions, regardless of motive, are inconsistent with freedom.


We are committed to creating a moral social system in which justice is the ruling consideration in all human relationships. As taxation is immoral and unfair we are committed to working towards the immediate elimination of sales taxes, capital gains tax, gift duties, death duties, and the gradual reduction to an absolute minimum of all other taxes, including personal and company taxes.

Taxation can be replaced by:


(1) Fee-for-service payments; and


(2) Private bodies taking over many of the present functions of governments.
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2.1.2. Inflation and Recession/Depression


When the volume of money is increased, prices rise in accordance with the law of supply and demand. The visible effect is a reduction in the value of the currency measured in terms of its purchasing power. As a result, everyone needs more money just to maintain the same standard of living.


Government, with its monopoly control of the money supply and the banking system, is obviously the only group which is able to inflate the currency.


On gaining office, we would halt inflation by:


ending the inflationary practice of deficit spending by achieving a balanced or surplus budget 
at all times;


putting an end to credit expansion by the Reserve Bank.

Inflation, recession and depression are all caused by government intervention in the economy. Recession/depression is the inevitable result of inflation.


On gaining office we would speed recovery from a recession or depression by:


removing all controls on wages, prices, rents, incomes and interest rates; and immediately 
eliminating sales tax, death duties, gift duties, capital gains tax, and gradually reducing to an 
absolute minimum all other taxes including personal income tax and company tax;


repealing all restrictions on production and trade, including factory hours, standards, 
licencing, etc;


reducing and eventually eliminating all tariffs; gradually removing all subsidies; continually 
reducing the strength of the Public Service; gradually removing government support for all 
business enterprises;

abolishing all government business monopolies.

2.1.3. Money and Banking


In order permanently to eliminate the threat of inflation / recession / depression from the Australian economy (the so-called "trade" or "business" cycle) the Party will reform the monetary and banking systems. As well as providing for long-term stability and prosperity, these reforms will hasten recovery from inflation/recession.


On attaining office, the party will:


move gradually (so as not to cause undue disruption to existing lenders and borrowers) to 
eliminate government-supported fractional-reserve banking, a system whereby governments 
encourage banks to lend more money than they possess;


restore confidence in the Australian economy by replacing the Australian dollar (based on 
nothing) with a new currency (or a revaluation of the present currency) based on an objective 
standard, such as gold.


repeal the Government's monopoly of the money supply;


abolish the Reserve Bank and repeal all laws which create special privileges for banks, thus 
ending the present government-supported monopoly of the banking system.


On the attainment of these objectives, all monetary and banking practice would be guided solely by the fundamental principle.

2.2. Production and Trade
2.2.1. Free Trade


Political freedom is impossible without economic freedom. We, therefore, advocate and will actively work towards, the long-range goal of completely separating the State from the economy.


Government controls are usually imposed on the basis that they are vitally necessary, either to protect the interest of consumers or to effect a fair distribution of wealth in the name of some unidentifiable public good.


In a free market, consumers with their choice (whether to buy or to abstain from buying) are the supreme controllers. Their choices ultimately determine what is produced, in what quantity and quality, and at what selling price. In a free market, wealth is acquired, not at the expense of a sacrifice by someone, but by serving consumers in the best and cheapest way. Only in a free market can economic justice prevail.


Controls abridge the freedom of trade and abrogate the rights of individuals.


Therefore, we advocate, and would work towards, the abolition of controls on prices, wages, rents, shopping hours, production quotas, etc.
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2.2.2. Government Licencing


The effect of government licencing is to give financial advantage to a selected person, or to a group of persons, by preventing free competition.


This action constitutes a flagrant negation of the rights of individuals. Therefore, we advocate the abolition of all such licencing.

2.2.3. Government Monopolies


Only government can establish coercive monopolies, such as the post office and the railways, which are inefficient, unreliable and only exist because the government prohibits competition.


All laws preventing or restricting privately-owned business from competing with government monopolies will be abolished. Government services will then be gradually phased out.


The government also props up many other businesses, both government-owned and privately-owned, by regulating, competition and preventing consumer choice.


All restrictions on competition and free choice should be abolished.


Government has no place in competition with the private sector or in the monopoly of business activity.


On attaining office, the Party would, with all deliberate speed:

repeal all laws maintaining government monopolies;


offer for sale all Government-owned property as it becomes available and, thereby, liquidate 
Government debt.

2.2.4.
Tariffs and Quotas


Tariffs and quotas are methods by which governments subsidise one or more sections of the community at the expense of others. Tariffs and quotas, through interference with free market forces, promote inefficient production and reduce competition by denying to consumers the right to purchase, without hindrance, the lowest priced goods available.


We advocate the gradual abolition of all tariffs and quotas, thereby avoiding disruption. The Industries Assistance Commission, the Department of Customs and Excise and all other such agencies will be phased out.

2.2.5. Subsidies and Bounties


In common with all other government interventions, subsidies and bounties serve only to benefit one section of the community at the expense of others. Therefore, we advocate their reduction and eventual elimination.

2.2.6. Standards


Any person who contracts to provide one standard and intentionally delivers another of inferior quality is guilty of fraud. Laws regulating specific standards are unnecessary for consumer protection of individual rights.


Minimum standards, when imposed, tend to become maximum standards and so restrict competition.


We advocate the immediate abolition of all laws enforcing standards. (For Consumer Protection see Section 3.6.)

2.3. Investment by Foreign and Multi-National Companies


Any and all individuals and their companies should be able to operate within Australia, provided their claims to property rights are justly transacted. These individuals or companies may use and dispose of, within this country or overseas, any investment, capital gained, property owned or goods and services produced here. While operating within our territorial boundaries they will be subject to Australian law.


Reductions in taxation and the backing of the Australian currency by an objective standard, e.g. gold, will allow enormous sums of risk capital to accumulate in Australia. Free market forces, operating on the exchange rate, will so depreciate the currencies of other countries in relation to our own that access to the local market will be on terms highly favourable to Australians.

2.4. Reducing Government


On attaining office, the Party will:


Immediately abolish death duty, gift duty, capital gains tax and sales tax, and gradually reduce to an absolute minimum all other taxes, including personal and company taxes; and, as soon as possible thereafter, reduce all other taxes until government activities as far as practical, can be financed through charges for special services rendered.
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At all times, the Party will ensure that the government spends no more than it receives. Government expenditure will be continually reduced. In addition to the measures outlined elsewhere, the Party will, within 12 months of attaining office, examine the functions of all government departments, with a view to gradually reducing them to five in number:

The Department for Defence Against Internal & External Aggression.

The Department for the Review of Laws and the Legal System.

The Department for the Reduction of Taxation..

The Department for the Reduction of Government Control.

The Department for the Rehabilitation of Tax Consumers.


(The latter four departments would be phased out on completion of their roles),

3. General Affairs

Government interference in domestic affairs should be defined and limited by the fundamental principle of non-interference: that no person or group of persons has the right to initiate the use of force, fraud or coercion against any other person or group of persons.


Many domestic problems are caused or compounded by violation of this principle by governments.


We oppose all government interference which infringes upon the rights of individuals, and we will gradually repeal all legislation that infringes upon those rights. The role of government should be limited to protection of the rights of all people within its territorial boundaries. All other affairs should be the province of private individuals.

3.1. Labour Unions


Over the years, successive governments, through industrial legislation, have permitted labour unions to become a law unto themselves, privileged to breach contracts and to coerce both employers and employees.


We recognise the right of all persons to form voluntary associations of any kind and for any purpose. We also recognise the right of all persons to refrain from joining any association. We therefore advocate the repeal of all laws establishing compulsory associations of any kind, including the Conciliation and Arbitration system.


We believe that contracts between employers and employees should be entirely voluntary, but legally binding, like any other voluntary contract.


We recognise the right of an employee to withdraw his labour on the understanding that he does not breach his contract of employment. Likewise, an employer may terminate a contract of employment provided that he honours his obligations under the contract. No man or group of men should be permitted to use force, fraud or coercion to restrict freedom of employment.

3.2. Broadcasting and Television


As the Australian Broadcasting Commission is a government-owned and operated enterprise it will be offered for sale to private operators. The Broadcasting Control Board will be abolished.


In addition to selling the ABC, the Party will recognise property rights in airwaves, and, as an interim measure, transform the Broadcasting Control Board into the Airwaves Property Registration Office. APRO will define all available broadcasting frequencies. Existing licence holders will have their property rights recognised; all other frequencies will be available for claim. All other laws regulating broadcasting will be repealed. After the frequencies are defined and existing claims recognised, APRO will be abolished.

3.3. Education


The present state education systems are far from satisfactory. Common problems are: insufficient funds teachers, and facilities; poor communication because of large classes; high failure and drop-out rates, and widespread discontent amongst administrators, staff and students.


These systems contain numerous contradictions. Uniform syllabuses do not allow sufficient variety. Furthermore, they restrict both teachers and students. Regulations always restrict innovation. Zoning laws restrict choice of school. Taxpayers either pay for, or subsidise, schools. Little allowance is made for those taxpayers who are childless or who send their children to private schools. "Free education" is not free - it is paid for by the taxpayers.


In many ways, the present education system violates the fundamental principle of non-interference.


We advocate:


the immediate reduction and eventual elimination of all State control, ownership and subsidy 
of educational institutions;


the removal of all government syllabus restrictions;


the eventual repeal of all zoning restrictions;
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the removal of all government restrictions applying to teacher training and qualifications, 
these being decisions for the owners of individual schools;


that attendance of schools should be non-compulsory and be a parental responsibility.


A free market educational system would be a moral system, The market forces of supply and demand would encourage growth, diversity, experimentation and higher quality at lower costs.

3.4. Pollution


Pollution may be defined as "the transfer of matter or energy to the person or property of another without the latter's consent". It, therefore, clearly violates the fundamental principle of non-interference. Furthermore, the pollution does not depend on arbitrary limits. Any pollution is a violation of individual rights.


Proof of the source and identity of the polluter must be obtained in order that effective legal action be taken.


Pollution is the violation of the property rights of the victim. Much of the current confusion surrounding the problem of pollution stems from the facts that:

(1) property rights are not adequately defined or protected (See Section 1.1.2);

(2) much of the property affected by pollution lacks a specific owner, e.g. rivers, the sea and air;

(3) it is not easy to sue government departments if they cause pollution.


We therefore advocate the following measures as being necessary for the solution of pollution problems:


The development of objective methods for the gradual transference to private ownership of all currently unowned property;


The gradual repeal of all current laws relating to pollution and the full implementation of a body of law to protect legitimate individual rights (See Section 1);


The gradual abolition of the Department of the Environment and Conservation, and all similar regulatory bodies.


Concepts such as "moral pollution", and "aesthetic pollution" are not valid for they are matters or individual choice, and do not infringe upon the rights of others.

Conservation


The desire to conserve natural resources, or man-made objects is not a valid excuse for the violation of individual rights. We oppose such violations as being contrary to the fundamental principle of non-interference. Specifically, there should be no law that violates the right of a person to dispose of his property as he sees fit, provided that such disposal does not infringe upon the rights of any other person.


As with pollution so with conservation. Much confusion is caused when property is not privately owned. Therefore we advocate:


That objective methods be devised for the gradual transference to private ownership of all currently unowned property, including waterways, air space and "public" (government) property;


That conservationists buy areas or resources or buildings that they wish to conserve;


That all current laws relating to the conservation, regulation and control of the use, development, sale or production of resources (including land, minerals, buildings, etc.), be gradually repealed.

3.6. Consumer Protection


The aim of consumer-protection laws is to protect the rights of consumers. It is immoral to legislate to "protect" consumers if. as a consequence, the rights of producers are violated. The rights of one group of people cannot take precedence over those of another group of people.


The only laws needed are those required to enforce the fundamental principle: That no person or group of persons, has the right to initiate the use of force, fraud or coercion against another person or group of persons. In the realm of consumer protection, the protection against fraudulent practices is essential.


But since each person has the right to his own life, laws designed to protect people from themselves are unnecessary and immoral.


We advocate:


a review of all existing laws relating to fraud to make them clearer, more understandable, and 
more enforceable by an individual even against the largest corporation;


the repeal of all existing consumer protection laws that violate individuals' rights, including all 
laws designed to protect people from themselves;


the repeal of all laws preventing professional people from advertising their services;
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the enactment of a body of law designed specifically to protect individual rights against all 
forms of fraudulent practice


It should not be forgotten that in the free market consumers would be further protected 
because:


a good name is an asset to a business and it can best be maintained by fair and honest dealing;


the use of certificates, guarantees, and warranties issued by manufacturers and suppliers of 
goods and services are, in themselves, a protection to consumers;


both professional and non-professional people can voluntarily form associations for the 
specific purpose of maintaining high standards, both in work and behaviour;


privately-owned consumer protection organisations producing journals and magazines would 
proliferate in a free market.

3.7. Welfare


The principle of individual rights has far-reaching implications when applied to "Welfare". Put simply, its application means the eventual termination of all government welfare programmes.


All government welfare is paid for by taxation or inflation in direct violation of the rights of individuals. The claims of welfare recipients do not take precedence over the rights of other individuals.


Insistence upon this principle does not mean that we are indifferent to the plight of some people. It means that we believe that it is immoral to rob or to enslave one man for the purpose of helping another.


We do not deny that the plight of the old, the sick, the handicapped and the impoverished is cause for great concern. The plight of most of these people has been caused by their exposure to a lifetime of confiscatory taxes and duties. Government-caused inflation has added to this plight.


Our fiscal policies, designed to permit every man to control and plan his own life, will restore dignity and self-respect to many who would otherwise have been forced to seek charity through impersonal and inefficient welfare programmes, run by governments on money extracted by force from taxpayers.


By freeing Australians from the crippling tax burden imposed to provide inefficient and impersonal welfare programmes, individuals would be better able to make for themselves adequate provision for sickness and. old age, especially in the absence of inflation.


We therefore advocate:


that government welfare schemes be gradually reduced and eventually replaced by private 
charitable organisations;


that all laws relating to compulsory retirement and minimum wages be repealed, thus making 
it possible for many welfare recipients to return to work and recover their lost self-esteem;


that it be recognised that in a free society where the right to dispose of one's income as one 
chooses is not violated people will not only be in a better financial position to engage in and 
support voluntary welfare schemes but will also be more willing to do so.


It is naive to think that a few men in government care more or can do more for any deprived group than can be done by any concerned group outside government.

3.8. Health


We believe that health is an individual matter and that all government health schemes contravene individual rights.


Government hospitals should be offered for sale. Thereafter they would be operated more efficiently by private enterprise.


We therefore advocate:

that all government instrumentalities in the realm of health care be replaced at the earliest possible date by private organisations;

that recognition be given to the fact that, in a free economy, people will be in a better position to engage in and support voluntary medical schemes which are free of government control.

3.9. Land, Building and Housing


Government regulations and controls on town planning, land zoning and subdivision have prevented the free flow of land to the market place. The shortages so created have added to high prices and personal hardship.


Government regulations and controls on buildings, housing and services have created unwarranted delays and shortages.


Government powers of acquisition and government restrictions on land use and sale violate the property rights of owners. Therefore, they cannot be tolerated.


In many different ways, governments extort large sums of money from individual property owners, and from property transactions.

253


We therefore advocate:


the repeal of all laws relating to the production, use or sale of land or housing, including 
building codes, standards and regulations, zoning laws, all registration laws, stamp duty laws, 
land development regulations, and resumption laws.


the sale of all government-owned housing; and the sale of all land and public buildings as they 
become available (as the Public Service is reduced).

3.10. Agriculture


Government intervention in agriculture has spelt disaster to many primary producers.


We advocate the repeal of all laws relating to the production and marketing of foodstuffs and agricultural products and the abolition of all government-enforced quotas, levies, bounties, subsidies and other such interferences.

3.11. The Public Service


Most government activities cannot be morally justified as they infringe upon the rights of individuals.


Furthermore, government departments are notoriously wasteful and inefficient. Departments, boards, enquiries, statutory bodies, trusts, commissions, etc, continue to proliferate. New government departments are set up in an attempt to solve the problems created by other departments. Individuals are compelled by law to support this huge authoritarian bureaucracy.


Governments are the major offenders in creating the problems that they so ineptly attempt to solve.


The Public Service will be drastically reduced to embrace only those agencies necessary for the protection of individual rights. The function of government will be changed from the role of the violator to that of the protector of the rights of individuals.


Ample productive employment will be available to displaced public servants as government restraints are lifted and private enterprise is left free to expand.

3.12. Nationalism


The concept of Nationalism is often used as the reason for coercing individuals. "In the national interest" has become the standard excuse for tax increases, expropriation of property, conscription of youth, and the many and varied repressive controls and regulations imposed upon individuals.


Nationalism can easily lead to the establishment of a strong centralised government. Historically, nationalism has been the prime cause of aggression.


We do not accept the validity of such concepts as "the common good" and "the national interest". We maintain that such concepts are meaningless and, therefore, invalid, and are only used as an excuse to violate the rights of individuals.


Nationalism, however, need not be evil if it springs, spontaneously, from individual pride in a way of life. If there is to be a genuine national feeling in Australia, it will be for an Australia that is a free country in which individual rights are respected and where people are able to live in peace and harmony. If emphasis is placed upon the individual, and not on the State, then the irrational, militaristic brand of nationalism will not appear.

4. Foreign Affairs

4.1. Foreign Aid


Since governments have no place in the production and distribution of goods and services, foreign aid programmes are not within their jurisdiction. If individuals or groups of individuals choose voluntarily to assist others, they should be at liberty to do so.

4.2. Military Policy


One of the proper functions of government is to provide adequate and efficient protection against foreign aggressors. The emphasis in military matters should be on defence.

4.3. Military Capabilities


Conscription is a coercive action against individuals and is unacceptable. The military and para-military forces of the country will be comprised of volunteers. We believe that if men and women were free there would be adequate incentive for them to defend their freedom. If further incentive is needed this will be in financial form.

4.4. Treaties, Alliances and International Agreements


No treaty, alliance or international agreement will be entered into which relinquishes any portion of the sovereignty of our country, or involves the use of our forces for foreign intervention.
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4.5. The United Nations


Ostensibly the United Nations was created as a peace-keeping organisation. However, it welcomes as members numerous aggressive totalitarian States which advocate and practice slavery. Representatives of these countries hold many policy-making and executive positions within the United Nations and are able to enforce their will on peace-loving peoples of other countries.


That any freedom-loving individuals or groups should be prepared to abide by immoral decisions is blatantly irrational. We, therefore, advocate that Australia withdraws, forthwith, from the United Nations.

4.6. Immigration


We advocate the abolition of subsidies for immigrants and barriers to immigration for those who are prepared to pay their fares and support themselves on arrival. (Any immigrants who are unable to support themselves on arrival will not be supported by the Government).

4.7. Diplomatic Immunity


No one individual possesses more rights than other individuals. Therefore, no individual or group will receive any special treatment, favour, sanction, privilege or immunity under the law. (*)
4.8. Foreign Travel


Although access to Australia is granted to all people, other governments might not accord Australians the same freedom.


Any Australians wishing to travel overseas, therefore, would have to make their own arrangements for such travel with the Governments of the countries concerned.

4.9. Extradition


We apply the fundamental principle of non-interference to all people. If a person enters Australia and is accused of a crime in a foreign country, he will be judged according to our criminal code. If he is not (* * ) guilty, he will be offered sanctuary here; if he is guilty, he will be deported or be required to compensate his victim.

_____________________________________

(*) (J.Z.: I rather favour diplomatic immunity for everyone's creative activities.

(** ) (J.Z.: That could mean retroactive legislation for foreigners! J.Z. 2.1.1986.
(J.Z.: There are a few other points that I disagree with in this program but since the WP faded away and its successor, the "Progress Party", did, largely, likewise, I will not attempt to do so here and now. - J.Z., 26.10.05.)


"No man or group of men has the right to initiate the use of force, fraud or coercion 
against another man or group of men".

________________________________________________________________________________

TANSTAAFL page 4, April 1976. 
As far as I know, only a few issues of it appeared. Those I got I microfiched. - J.Z., 26.10.05.)
STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLES

1) That the nature of man requires that each individual have the right to his own life;

2) That this right is the source of all other rights;

3) That the right to property is essential to the maintenance of those rights;

4) That, in order that these rights be respected, it is essential that no individual or group initiate the 
use of force against any other,

5) That, in order to bar the use of physical force from social relationships, and to place the use of 
retaliatory force under objective control, human society requires an institution charged with 
the task of protecting individual rights under an objective code of rules. This is the basic task 
of, and the only moral justification for, government:

6) That the only proper functions of government, whose powers must be constitutionally limited, are:


a) the law courts, to settle, according to objective laws, disputes among individuals, where 

private, voluntary arbitration has failed;


b) the police, to protect men from criminals;


c) the armed forces, to protect individuals from foreign invaders:

7) That, as a consequence of all the above, every individual - as long as he respects the rights of 
others - has the right to live his life as he alone sees fit, as a free trader on a tree market;

8) That the only social system compatible with the nature of man and these principles is one which 
does not restrict laissez-faire capitalism.
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EXTRACT From
THE PLATFORM OF THE
"PROGRESS PARTY",
which is the successor to the WORKERS PARTY in most States of Australia.

2. INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS

No conflict exists between civil order and individual rights. Both concepts are based on the same fundamental principle — that no individual, group or government may initiate force, fraud or coercion against any other individual, group or government.

We believe that all men have certain basic rights which are not granted by, and should not be taken away by any other man or group of men. These include the rights to life, liberty and property. These rights have two characteristics in common.

Firstly, they apply equally to all persons and thus no exercise by any man of his rights can involve the violation of the rights of any other man.

Secondly, the acceptance of these rights guarantees the freedom of individuals from violent, coercive or fraudulent interference by other individuals or groups.

It is an essential role of government to guarantee and protect these rights.

The only use of force permissible in a moral society is that necessary to defend rights and to combat violence, fraud or coercion initiated by others.

2.1 The Right to Life

All legislation should recognise that each person is the sole owner of his own life and of the values honestly gained there from. No other man or group of men has any claim on any portion of another's life without that person's consent.

We uphold the unconditional recognition of every person's individual right to life and therefore advocate the repeal of all laws based on the assumption that a man's life belongs to the State or to society.

2.2 Liberty and Freedom

Liberty is the state where each man respects the rights of others. Liberty is freedom from coercion by other men, where men choose to deal with each other only by mutual consent. We believe that liberty is the only state moral to man. The concept "liberty" includes:

* The freedom of thought, speech, opinion and religion;

* The freedom of association, which means that all men are free to come together or stay apart as they choose;

* The freedom to trade, and the freedom not to trade; including the freedom to choose one's employers or employees, whether singly or collectively; and the freedom to determine wages and prices by mutual agreement;

* The freedom to contract, which means that men are free to commit themselves in contract to each other in any manner consistent with their rights as individuals;

* The freedom of the press, of information, of broadcasting, of the arts, of all forms of human expression in any medium, which means that any man may offer for sale or use any form or type of expression provided that he does not violate the rights of others;

* The freedom of movement, which means that everyone has the right to move and reside in any location, provided he respects the rights of others.

2.3 Property Rights

A man without property rights - without the right to the product of his own labour - is not a free man. He can only exist through the charity or forbearance of others. Individual freedom is impossible without economic freedom and the right to own property gained by honest means is the basic economic freedom.

The right to own property means the right to use it, to save it, to invest it for gain, and to transfer it to others. It necessarily involves limitations upon governmental powers of search and seizure, resumption and taxation.

2.4 The Rights of Children

We believe that all adults are morally responsible for the results of their actions. Therefore parents have an obligation to provide for the children they have caused to be born into the world. They have the responsibility to protect and provide for them to the best of their ability until they are able to support themselves.
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While parents are supporting a child they have authority over him and are responsible for the manner of his upbringing. They therefore have the right to determine what is in his best interests. No other person may interfere without their consent as long as parents are fulfilling their obligations to the child.

In cases of neglected or mistreated children, any concerned person will be able to initiate legal proceedings against the parents on behalf of the child. Where parents cannot or will not meet their obligations the courts should have the power to place the child with alternative guardians. However, no such decision should be made against the will of the child and all his other rights must be respected as, and to the extent that, he is able to exercise them.

2.5 Discrimination

We believe that no law should discriminate against or favour any individual on the grounds of race, sex or creed. In particular we believe that aborigines should have the same rights, privileges and responsibilities as all other Australians. This in no way conflicts with the rights of any individual to employ, trade with or associate with whoever he chooses.

3. JUSTICE AND THE LAW
3.1 The Legal System

The law should serve to provide equal protection for the rights and property of all individuals. However government abuse of the law has led to the situation where pressure groups now compete for power in order to use the law to their own advantage. There will always be conflict in society unless the law serves all people equally.

In many respects the Australian legal system is contradictory and complicated. There is no consistent concept of justice and the application of the law does not guarantee that justice is served. The Progress Party would reform the legal system to ensure consistent application of the following principles —

* Equality of all before the law.

* Respect for individual rights.

* Consistent definition of crime.

* Presumption of innocence until guilt is proved.

* Restitution to victims by criminals.

3.2 Crime
A crime is an act which violates the rights of another individual or group of individuals. If there is no victim there is no violation of rights and therefore no crime. There are numerous laws which make crimes out of peaceful actions in fields such as trading hours, competition with the Post Office, working without a licence, import and export of goods, free negotiation of wages, prices and rents, sexual activity between consenting adults, failure to vote, the use of drugs, gambling and so on.

We believe it is not the business of the state to intervene in voluntary exchanges between consenting adults be they private or economic. Defining such activities as crimes merely encourages disrespect for the law and corruption of the police. Attempts at blanket prohibition of "victimless crimes" invariably draws attention to the activity and drives it underground.

The Progress Party does not express approval or disapproval of any particular private conduct. We are saying merely that the state should only be concerned to protect the rights of all individuals (including parents and children). Prohibition is neither effective nor moral — in fact it destroys morality. It is impossible for a person to be moral unless he is free to choose between good and evil and responsible for the results of his actions.

3.3 Due Process

Until a person is proved guilty of a crime, he should be accorded all possible respect for his individual rights. Present safeguards for the rights of the accused must be improved. Speedy trials should be available to accused persons.

Losses or costs suffered by any person arrested, indicted, imprisoned, tried or otherwise injured in the course of criminal proceedings which do not result in his conviction should be recoverable from the agency, person, or persons laying the charges.

3.4 The Police

The provision of police protection for individual rights is an essential function of government.
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However, in our society, the police are often the means by which the state violates individual rights and oppresses its citizens - for example by policing laws against victimless crimes. This is the fault not of police, but of politicians. It has resulted in widespread distrust of police themselves. It has made their legitimate role more difficult to perform, partly because of non co-operation by the public and partly because of the introduction of arbitrary restraints supposedly designed to protect civil liberties.

In order to be effective in their legitimate role the police must exercise wide and discretionary powers of search and arrest but not with impunity. If in the course of their investigations it is necessary for the police to violate the rights of any individual, the officers responsible should be accountable for their actions and any aggrieved individual should be fully recompensed.

3.5 Punishment

The purpose of any system of courts should be to provide justice. The present system of criminal law is based on punishment, with little concern for the victim. The primary emphasis should be changed from the present "crime against society" to "crime against individuals". Thus, to implement this principle, we advocate that the goal of the legal system, upon a determination of guilt, should be restitution to the victim for his loss but only at the expense of the criminal. Whether the restitution to the victim be paid by the criminal as a result of work in a free environment or as a result of work within a restricted environment (e.g. gaol) should be a question for the courts to decide.

At present criminals are kept in prisons at the expense of taxpayers, who include the victims of these crimes. The criminal is often not liable to pay restitution, so the victim loses twice - (a) through the crime and (b) through taxation for the upkeep of the criminal. We believe penal institutions should be used only for incorrigible criminals and criminals whose continued freedom is a danger to society; there they will have to work out their debts under supervision. Otherwise, criminals should be required to work and pay off their debts as determined by the courts

4. ECONOMIC AFFAIRS

Political freedom is impossible without economic freedom. Every attempt by government to regulate honest and voluntary trade is merely an attempt to control people and a clear violation of property rights. The only legitimate role for the government in the economy is to ensure that the players abide by the rules of fair play; that is, they ensure there is no force, fraud or coercion in the market.

Every attempt by the government to regulate the economy must benefit one individual or group at the expense of another individual or group. Such attempts inevitably divide society into competing classes. Only in the free market can there be harmony among men.

Not only is government intervention in the economy immoral — it is also destructive. The majority of problems in the economy are traceable to many and varied attempts by the government to "regulate" trade, "fix" prices and wages, "redistribute" wealth, "regulate" the currency, "manage" the economy, "direct" production, "set" standards, "control" exports, and so on. The problems of inflation, coercive monopolies and cartels, price fixing, industrial unrest and shortages are the inevitable result of the present statist system. The two chief causes of our economic ills are — 
(1) Failure of governments to protect the rights of individuals and groups against violation by pressure groups which are immune from, or protected by, the law - for example, trade unions and tariff lobbies.

(2) Attempts to cure the symptoms of this problem by direct intervention in the economy. This usually compounds the problem and further restricts the freedom to trade.

4.1 Taxation

4.1.1 General

There are only three sources of government income - taxation, which is taken forcibly direct from taxpayers; earnings of government businesses, which are frequently coercive monopolies and which were established with funds obtained by taxation; and deficit spending, which is financed either by loans which must be repaid by future taxation, or by printing more money which is paid for by all citizens through currency inflation.

Thus it is clear that all government expenditure is paid for by the individuals in society, sooner or later, directly or indirectly and generally under compulsion.

To take money from an honest individual by force or under threat of force is robbery, whether it is done by an individual, or by a group of individuals organised by government.
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The Progress Party believes that it is immoral to utilise funds obtained forcibly from taxpayers for any purposes which do not clearly benefit every citizen. There are clearly few government activities which fall into this category - these include the legitimate functions of government necessary for a peaceful and harmonious society — defence against invasion, aggression, violence, crime, fraud, and coercion; maintenance and administration of justice, and little else. All other government activities should be made self supporting, phased out, or sold.

All taxation aimed at forcible redistribution of wealth is legalised theft and should be abolished.

4.1.2 Reduction and Reform of Taxation

The immediate priority for the Progress Party is to reduce the size and cost of government and thus to reduce the burden of taxation.

We believe taxation should be minimal, direct and non-discriminatory.

It should be used for raising revenue, not for social engineering. It should also be simple. A major objective of the Progress Party is a substantial reduction in the burden of taxation and a major simplification of the system. We envisage three areas of attack.

Firstly, the cost of government will be reduced by — 
* Eliminating the costly duplication between the federal, state and local government bureaucracies.

* Improving the efficiency of the bureaucracy, the public utilities and government ventures (see 6.6, 
6.7, & 6.8).

* Eliminating bureaucracies whose sole effect is to restrict trade and freedom of choice, and to 
dissipate wealth.

The second step in the overhaul of the taxation system is to ensure that it does not favour or discriminate against particular classes of people. Most of our taxes are discriminatory and unjust. For example, payroll tax discriminates against those who provide jobs, sales tax falls heaviest on poor people, progressive income tax penalises people who work hard, tariffs protect manufacturers and penalise consumers, company profits are taxed twice before any shareholder receives benefits, land tax discriminates against farmers, property rates discriminate against home owners. These and other inequities will be eliminated.

Thirdly, we aim to simplify the taxation system and to ensure that taxes are direct and where possible, related to the service provided. There are currently over 50 separate taxes and charges levied by federal, state and local authorities. In some cases, the costs of assessment, collection and redistribution of individual taxes exceeds the net benefits. Many of these taxes will be eliminated during our first term of office - for example sales tax, payroll tax, land tax, undistributed profits tax, provisional tax, gift duty and death duty. Other taxes such as customs duties and export levies will be phased out over a fixed period.

The first step to eliminate inflation is to eliminate deficit spending by governments. This will force governments to live within their means instead of printing money to cover their excesses.

Secondly, all Australians should have the right to protect themselves against inflation of the currency. We thus advocate - 
* The repeal of all laws and regulations which restrict the right of individuals or companies to use or 
write contracts in any currency, including gold.

* The removal of all legislative obstacles to the establishment of a free currency market in Australia.

Thirdly, we believe that the special privileges of the banking system and the monopoly power of the Reserve Bank should be removed.

4.3 Production and Trade

Who created the wealth of Australia?

It wasn't government. Government cannot create wealth, it can only redistribute what already exists. And redistributing the money supply does nothing to increase the supply of goods - it merely transfers buying power from one person to another.

All wealth is created by someone who produces more than he consumes. He then trades or invests the surplus. The reason that redistribution fails to relieve poverty is that discriminatory taxation takes this surplus which would have been invested in more tools of production and diverts it to immediate consumption.
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The history of the twentieth century has been the increasing violation of property rights "in the national interest", or in the name of some other public good. But this increasing control of production, distribution and exchange has brought innumerable new problems in its wake, the ultimate expression of which is stagflation, unemployment, high prices, shortages and disputes.

Only in the free market can there be justice and harmony among men. In the free market the consumer is king. His choices determine what is produced and its price. Wealth is acquired not at the expense of someone else, but by providing the best or cheapest products in the market. Profits are earned not by addition to price, but by the efficiency with which producers can reduce costs below those of their competitors.

The only way to restore progress and harmony to the economy is to deregulate it - to remove legislative restrictions on competition, production and trade.

Thus we will work towards the abolition of controls on prices, wages, rent, exports, imports, trading hours, production quotas, occupation and production licences and so on.

4.4 Monopolies

In the whole history of the world there have been two chief methods of maintaining a monopoly — 
(1) By supplying goods of such quality and/or price in every market that no one else is willing to 
compete in that line, and

(2) By persuading the government to provide a privileged position — tax exemption, tariff or quota 
protection, subsidies, government franchise or licence, supply of government services at 
below cost, government purchasing agreements, legislative prohibition of competition or 
special concessions for powerful friends.

If all government protection of monopolies were removed the only remaining monopolies would either be so efficient that they would be a benefit to consumers, or so short lived that their effect would be negligible. We propose to remove monopolies by removing their protection.

On the other hand there should be no government prohibitions on the formation of voluntary associations of producers or consumers providing these associations do not employ force, fraud or coercion to achieve their aims.

Such associations may be able to bargain better with large overseas Consumers who are similarly organised. At present, Australian producers are deterred or prohibited by the Trade Practices Commission from forming such associations; at the same time, other arms of government are insisting that compulsory government controlled cartels are necessary.

If the benefits of Australian producer cartels are obvious, all producers will join voluntarily; if there are disputes about the long term benefits of such cartels, who has the right to impose his will on all others? And who pays the compensation if, later, the enforced solution proves to have been a mistake?

The only efficient and just solution is to allow individuals and groups of individuals to form their own voluntary associations, providing there is no force, fraud or coercion in the market.

4.5 Foreign Investment

In any voluntary transaction, both parties gain. Thus people who wish to discriminate against foreigners are also harming the Australians with whom the foreigners were going to trade. Free and honest international trade is the greatest force for peace, progress and prosperity in the world. Economic nationalism is a root cause of war.

We see no reason for the government to discriminate against individuals or companies on the basis of race or country of origin. We would only insist that foreigners be given no special privileges over Australians, particularly when awarding government contracts. Individuals and private companies may, of course, deal with whoever they choose.

5.9 Planning

Planning is a well meaning concept which has been used to justify gross violations of individual rights, particularly property rights, and which more than any other concept is responsible for the conflict and dislocations in the economy and in society.

We have national planning of the economy, state planning of industrial development and local planning of land and buildings. In every area, central planning has created more and more problems. Examples are numerous — 
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* Confusion in monetary policy.

* Frequent changes in the tax and tariff policy.
* Chronic problems in agriculture and manufacturing.
* Uncertainty in the mining industry.

* Shortages and high costs in house and land development.

We are not against planning. The real question is not planning or no planning but who should do the planning, and what sort of planning is most efficient? Should a group of bureaucrats enforce their central plan, or is there a more moral and more efficient system?

We believe the only moral system of planning is that done by individuals and organisations who use their own resources to make their own plans within a framework of stable laws which ensure justice and protection of the rights of all individuals. This system also utilises all the knowledge available to every member of the society, whereas any central plan is based solely on that small fraction of the total knowledge available to the bureaucrat.

On the grounds of both morality and efficiency, central planning is a failure.

6.4 Secession

Secession from a Progress Party central government would be unnecessary since no group would be disadvantaged with respect to other groups. However, in an interim period, the right of large disadvantaged groups of people to secede from a system which exploits them would be supported providing — 
1. Secession is desired by a majority of people in the area.

2. The majority does not attempt suppression of the dissenting minority.

3. The government of the new entity guarantees at least as many human freedoms as that from which 
it seceded.

6.5 The Monarchy

We believe the monarchy presently provides a valuable check against unconstitutional actions by executive government. However we also appreciate the strong feeling that Australia should be a sovereign nation with no powers residing with another country.

Thus we would not oppose the creation of a Republican form of government provided this was approved by a majority of the people in referendum and provided that any change increased rather than reduced the checks and balances of powers and the guarantees of individual liberty.
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HUMAN RIGHTS

A FUNDAMENTAL ETHICAL ISSUE

by Jarret B. Wollstein 

A Publication of the SOCIETY FOR INDIVIDUAL LIBERTY

The most fundamental ethical issue for this time or for any other time is the issue of "human rights." The most important conflicts in history, great revolutions against tyrants, civil wars and world wars, have been fought in the name of human rights. And the battles still continue. Today students take over universities, blacks riot in cities, and the poor demand a guaranteed annual income - also in the name of "human rights." Simultaneously national guardsmen shoot students, policemen imprison blacks, and conservatives denounce the poor — again in the name of "human rights." Both sides cannot be right — and such conflicts clearly do more to violate the rights of all than to further the cause of anyone. If man is to ever live in peace with his fellows and his self, it is imperative that the concept of human rights be precisely and rationally formulated.


The concept of human rights is as old as man, and in essence it is really quite simple. Rights are a principle of proper human action concerning man's relationship with other men in society. The essence of the concept is that there are certain possessions of the individual, such as his own body and mind, which no other individual (or group) can justly control without his consent. Rights are thus first and foremost a claim of exclusive control. That which I do or possess by right you cannot properly interfere with. What then may I be said to have such an exclusive title to?


First there is clearly my own life. If man has any rights at all, he must first and foremost have a "right to" life," for without life no thought, no choice and no action is possible. If I cannot control my own life, then there is clearly nothing else which I can control. Now by my "life" I mean, essentially, my own mind, body and actions — the extensions of myself in time and space. Thus, as a consequence of my right to life, I also have a "right to liberty," that is, to freedom of action (so long as my actions do not violate the same right of others). Lastly, as a consequence of my rights to life and liberty, I have a right to acquire property: entities (objects, contracts and non-rational animals - J.Z., 26.12.05.) external to myself. Since man is a material being he must necessarily possess and consume other material entities in order to live. Thus man necessarily has a "right to property" meaning the right to use, control and dispose of external objects.


Any object which an individual owns by right, he may be said to have a property right to. Property rights are the application of the right to life of the individual to the material objects which exist in his world. Which entities an individual acquires a property right to depends upon his actions. In essence, property rights consist of the recognition of the fact that by acting on external objects which are previously unowned, the individual is the cause of alterations in them, and by this act acquires a right to use and dispose of them. In an advanced industrial economy, such as the United States today, where the use of complex tools are required for the maintenance of a high standard of living the major means of acquiring property is work and trade.


Human rights are thus the rights (meaning: moral authority) of human beings to control their own life, liberty and earned property. Formally rights may be defined as "moral claims made by the criteria of innate possession (e.g., life), creation (e.g., value), earning (e.g., wages) or voluntary transfer (e.g., inheritance)."

 Life, liberty and property — these are logically and necessarily the fundamental human rights of all men.


But what of "the rights of society"? Society, nation, country or any other social collective are nothing but terms for a group of individuals, and have no existence apart from those individuals. Such collectives are in reality diverse classes, containing many different types of individuals, rather than unified entities, with a distinct consciousness, will or life of their own. Thus the so-called "right of society" can logically only be a term for the individual rights of many separate persons, and these rights do not and can not conflict.


But aren't "human rights more important than property rights?" No. Property rights are human
rights. Property is literally an extension of the individual. By investing my time in the production (or earning) of food, tools, clothing or other materials, I am literally embodying my thought and effort in a fixed material form. To attempt to take away the individual's right to use and dispose of entities (objects? and animals, certainly not other rational beings. - J.Z., 19.11.05.) which he has created (or obtained in free exchange with others) is to rob him of the thought, time and effort which he has expended in obtaining them. Thus there is and can be no conflict between human rights and property rights. The latter are but an aspect of the former.


And thus those men who claim to be "placing human rights above property rights" are in reality attacking both.


What of the socialist claim that property ownership should be collective, rather than individual? The first question to ask is simply why should it be?

After all, if I expend the effort necessary to raise a crop, build a factory or lay a road, why should some socialist, who never expended one bit of effort to create these things, have some claim to them? And how does he propose to deprive me of them without putting a gun to my head?
Clearly the socialist who asserts that the group (or the state, or the people, or any other euphemism he chooses to use for his gang) can own property, but the individual cannot is fallaciously regarding the collective as an entity above and beyond its constituent members. But only individuals exist. And either the individual has the capacity of ownership or he does not.

If no single person can own property, then, necessarily, no group of people can own property. An attribute not residing in the individual does not suddenly pop into existence by renaming him "a member of society."

Thus, in addition to the practical difficulties involved in collective ownership (like the fact that I may not take very kindly to the socialist nationalizing my farm, my house or my factory), the socialist who condemns individual ownership faces the hopeless ethical problem of negating the moral basis for all ownership.


The principle of human rights, including the principle of individual ownership, thus provides an absolute guide to proper human action. All that which an individual possesses by right (including his own life and property) are morally his to use, dispose of and even destroy, as he sees fit. If I own  my own life, then it follows that I am morally free to associate with whom I please and not to associate
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with whom I please. If I own my own mind and abilities, it follows that I may ask any compensation I wish for using them to assist another. If I own my own house, it follows that I may decorate it as I please and live in it with whom I please. If I control my own business it follows that I may charge what I please for my products or services, hire whom I please on my own terms, and keep all of the fruits of my labor. For anyone to attempt to limit my freedom of choice with respect to my own property is to violate my rights.


It is important to point out that since rights are a relationship of exclusive ownership or control, for anyone to attempt to modify my ownership or control of my own property in the slightest degree is for them (to that extent) to prevent my exercise of my rights. It is clear that both you and I cannot simultaneously have final say-so over the disposition of a single piece of property. Either I control it, or I do not. If it is my property and you object to what I am doing with it or not doing with it, you can properly protest, refuse to deal with me, and encourage others to do the same; but you cannot properly attempt to use force to compel me to act as you desire.

This is the crucial dividing line between my human rights and yours. I have a right to control my own property - you do not. Whether I am rational or irrational, fair or unfair, wise or stupid in the disposition of my property, it remains my property.


My rights then end where yours begin. I may do anything I wish with my own life, liberty and property without your consent; but I may do nothing with your life, liberty and property without your consent. The individual is morally sovereign of the domain of his own life, liberty and property, and is sovereign of no other domain. To attempt to forcibly interfere with another's use, disposal or destruction of his own property is to initiate force against him and to violate his rights.


To force is to modify the actions of the individual by harming or threatening to harm his life or property, or by deceiving him. There are morally two types of force: initiatory and retaliatory. The first type is immoral; the second type is moral. To initiate force is to use it for the first time against another who has not; for example, to attack an innocent victim. To defend oneself (or one's values) against such an attacker is to use retaliatory force. The murderer, the thief, the looter, the embezzler, the dictator, the tax collector, and an aggressive army are all clear examples of initiators of force. The moral policeman, a businessman who defends his store from looters, the husband who protects his wife from a rapist, and a defensive army are all examples of persons who are using retaliatory force. The initiator of force is the moral criminal. The retaliator of force (*) is the moral policeman.

(*) (J.Z.: The defender using force? - J.Z., 19.11.05.)


So long as men deal with each other voluntarily, respecting each other's rights and abstaining from initiating force against each other, they are free. As a. sociological concept, freedom is the ability to choose among the possibilities available in one's environment without being the instigator or recipient of initiatory force.

It is only when men aggress against one another, molesting the lives and property of others and violating their neighbors' rights, that men's freedom of action is abridged. And it is only when the use of coercion in society is institutionalized by a criminal gang or by a criminal government that men can become enslaved.


The free society is ruled by one cardinal principle:

"Respect the rights of others, then do what you please." (after Robert LeFevre) To the extent that this principle is observed by men, they and their societies are free. To the extent that it is violated, they and their societies are enslaved.


In a practical sense, this is what man's rights means: you are morally free to sleep with whom you please, run your business your own way, dress as you please, speak your mind, take LSD or rat poison if you like, and keep 100 % of your income.
You may be wise or foolish in your .actions, but any man who tries to run your life for you, whether he is your next door neighbor or the President of the United States, is a criminal, pure and simple.
No relative, no teacher, no policeman, no judge and no congress has the right to tell you what to do with your own body, mind and income.

They can suggest, encourage, or advise, but whenever they tell you that you must under penalty of fine, imprisonment or bodily injury, then they are no better than slave masters.


Your life is your own; don't let anyone tell you that they have a right to live it for you.


It is obvious that human rights in America today are being attacked on all fronts.
For example, your right to life! is being violated by a criminal government which tells you that you must spend 2 to 6 years of your life in slavery to the army. Your right to liberty is being violated by the petty bureaucrats who tell you that you cannot smoke marijuana or sleep with your girlfriend. And your right to property is being violated by all of the politicians who think that they have, the right to spend 45 % of your income (the present average amount paid in taxes) for you, simply because they think that a lot of other people agree with them.


But morality is not statistical. If it is wrong for one man to enslave you or steal your pay check, then it is also wrong for one million calling themselves a government to do so. The grouping of men into a collective does not endow them with rights which they do not otherwise possess or an authority that they would not otherwise have.
If you next door neighbor does not have a right to force you to live as he pleases at the point of a gun, then neither does a Supreme Court judge or a policeman. Despite their pretensions and claims, these "public officials" are simply men, like you and me. If they want to fight communism in Viet Nam, let them go, pay for the war out of their own pockets and protect people not fascist governments.


There is, in logic, no such thing as "group rights", "national duties", or "debts to society." All rights, duties and debts are of and to individuals. The "public interest", "social responsibility", and, all too often, "due process" are simply words used to intimidate individuals to surrender their life, liberty and property to the power elite without a struggle. Such rhetoric is often an attempt to make theft, murder or slavery acceptable (ay creating the illusion of popular support, and by justifying the sacrifice of some men (such as the young, the poor or the politically weak) to others (such as politicians, bureaucrats and their vested interests) on the grounds of social necessity.


But there is no necessity for theft, murder or slavery in the first place. The fact that these means are presently relied upon by governments throughout the world in a futile attempt to solve social problems, only demonstrates that force is now so prevalent and so accepted in human society that men are beginning to forget how to deal with their problems in any other way. But there is an alternative; an alternative that does not require the immolation of helpless children for the attainment of peace or the wholesale looting of the productive for justice.
The name of that alternative is freedom. Its instrumentality is voluntary exchange. And its philosophical basis is man's rights.

SUPPLEMENTAL READINGS
Available from SIL Services, 400 Bonifant Rd, Silver Spring, Maryland 20904.

1. The Virtue of Selfishness by Ayn Rand. $ .95

2. Capitalism: The Unknown Ideal by Ayn Rand. $ 1.25

3. Society Without Coercion by Jarret B. Wollstein (second edition available early 1971). $ 2.00

4. "Public Services" Under Laissez-Faire" by Jarret B. Wollstein. $ 1.50.

5. The Market for Liberty by Morris and Linda Tannehill. $ 3.50.

6. The Death of Politics by Karl Hess. $ .50

Add $ .35 postage on all orders. Quantity rates available.

AVAILABLE FREE UPON REQUEST from the above address: The SIL SERVICES BULLETIN a periodic listing of new and old libertarian works in philosophy, psychology, economics, politics and current events.

A Publication of the Society for Individual Liberty, 304 Empire Bldg., 13th and Walnut Sts., Phila., Pa. Additional copies: US/$ 1.00

SIL is composed of advocates of liberty who have resolved to resist all forms of involuntary collectivism and all programs and activities of government which violate man's rights and attempt to take from man the ability to set his own goals and to determine his own destiny.

Believing that it is the duty of all those who value their life, liberty and property to take appropriate action, both intellectual and social, to preserve and extend their freedom, SIL members work for the day when all men are free and a society of peace and freedom is established. Those who wish nothing less for themselves are invited to inquire about the programs of the Society for Individual Liberty.
(J.Z.: Later SIL merged into ISIL, through which J. B. Wollstein distributed many other interesting short leaflets and pamphlets of his. Some were updated. The above one may have been as well.

I also reproduced a few essays of his in my LMP series on microfiche and do recommend his writings as some of the very best libertarian ones that are on offer. - Perhaps all of them are already online? - J. Z., 26.10.05.)

263

_________________________________________________________________________________
INDIVIDUAL
RIGHTS VS. SOCIAL RIGHTS

JARRET B. WOLLSTEIN
SOCIETY for INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS

INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS VS. SOCIAL RIGHTS

It seems that every day new rights are being discovered. Minorities claim a right to a job. Parents claim a right to education for their children. Blacks claim a right to preferential treatment. Feminists claim a right to free day care centers. The poor claim a right to a guaranteed annual income. The sick claim a right to free medical care. And the handicapped claim a right to barrier-free access to buildings.


In essence everyone is now claiming the right to support and aid at everyone else's expense, and increasingly, society is breaking down into conflicting special interest groups as a consequence. There has, of course, been a backlash. Beleaguered taxpayers and property owners have begun to rebel against all of these new and very costly "share the wealth" schemes and are beginning to insist that they too have rights-to their own income and property.

Two Concepts of Rights


The conflict between groups which want more redistribution of wealth and social control of property, and those which want to keep more of their own income and have greater control over their own property illustrate the two very different, fundamentally irreconcilable and ultimately inimical concepts of rights prevalent in America today.


On the one hand there is the traditional, libertarian concept of individual rights, espoused by the "natural rights" theorists of the 17th Century and implemented by the patriots of the American Revolution. This doctrine holds at its root that the individual is an end in himself and that every person has a moral right to the unimpeded enjoyment of their own life, liberty and property in pursuit of their own happiness. The only obligation that one individual has toward another under this doctrine is to abstain from coercively interfering with the life, liberty and property of others. The fundamental immoral and politically intolerable act according to this theory is to use physical force or the threat of physical force to compel servitude from others, regulate commerce or confiscate wealth. According to this doctrine, a society based upon individual rights is one of self-responsible, independent and free persons, who cooperate according to their voluntary consent for their mutual advantage on terms they freely agree upon. In such a society, the role of government is small or non-existent.


A very different image of individuals and their society emerges from the doctrine of social rights. According to this theory, every individual has an innate duty to help others and to fail to provide such assistance upon demand constitutes an immoral act. Under this theory, the individual is not an end in 
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himself, but is rather a "social resource" whose ideas, labor and property may be controlled and directed for the benefit of others in society. According to the doctrine of social rights, individual rights are either non-existent or at best secondary to the rights of society, and thus may be sacrificed for the benefit of society. If individuals are reluctant or unwilling to "voluntarily" fulfill their, obligations toward others, force may be used to compel them to do so. According to this doctrine, a society based upon social rights is one of interdependent, socially and economically equal, mutually supportive persons, who share their wealth, act in the spirit of community service, and who have a legally protected right to housing, education, food, jobs, etc. at public expense. In such a society, the role of government is central, ensuring that everyone contributes to the common welfare, engages in socially useful labor, helps the needy and does not spread anti-social doctrines which might be divisive and a threat to social harmony

Ideas Have Consequences


Both individual rights and social rights theorists claim that their doctrines, consistently implemented, lead to societies of peace, prosperity, individual fulfillment and happiness. As a theoretical ideal, each doctrine has its appeal:
The doctrine of individual rights projects a world of free, productive and self-responsible individuals. The doctrine of social rights foresees a world of well-cared for, mutually supportive and socially responsible persons.
Both doctrines have had a profound effect upon world history.

The doctrine of individual rights inspired the American Revolution, the French Revolution and the abolition of landed nobility throughout the world.

The doctrine of social rights inspired the Russian Revolution, the Chinese Revolution and socialist movements throughout the world.

If one were to judge these doctrines merely by their claims, one would be forced to conclude that either one would lead to humane and beneficent societies. Unfortunately, the realities are very much different.


The doctrine of individual rights, when implemented in society, did largely fulfill its promise. For more than 200 years, the United Stales has been one of the freest, most prosperous and most humane nations upon the face of the earth. Evils prevalent in America in past centuries, notably slavery and foreign interventionism. were contradictions of the doctrine of individual rights rather than applications of it. The case is very different with the social implementation of the doctrine of social rights: socialism and communism.


Despite its rhetoric of equality, humanity and prosperity, the doctrine of social rights has lead to the creation of the most brutal, repressive, and poverty-stricken societies in human history. The most consistent representations of the doctrine of social rights in the world today are the socialist and communist nations: Soviet Russia, Communist China, Cambodia and Cuba. These are also the most repressive dictatorships in the history of the world. In all of these countries there is widespread poverty, frequent famine, slave labor camps, massive political indoctrination, repression of all dissent, a tiny, pampered political elite, travel restrictions and widespread fear of the government.


It is indeed ironic that in these self-proclaimed "people's democracies", the people are almost entirely unable to express their opinions and the majority of the nation's wealth is used not for humanitarian projects but to build ever-more deadly police and military apparatuses.


If only one socialist country were guilty of these evils, one could dismiss it as an aberration, but when such evils are all but universal one begins to strongly suspect that these evils are not coincidental but rather inherent consequences of the fundamental ethical premises upon which these systems are based-which is precisely what I am going to argue.

Social Rights and the Obliteration of Liberty


Advocates of social rights justify their sacrifice of individual liberty in the name of achieving prosperity and "social justice". In fact they achieve neither because the doctrine of social rights is logically inconsistent, ethically abhorrent, economically naive and politically insidious.


By asserting the right of "society" to control property while denying individuals such a right, the doctrine of social rights commits what psychologist Nathaniel Branden has termed "the fallacy of the stolen concept" - using a term while denying the concepts on which it logically and genetically depends. Society is nothing more than a term for a group of individuals and has no existence apart from the existence of those individuals. All attributes and capabilities of "society" are therefore logically and genetically dependent upon the attributes and capabilities of the individuals who make up society. Thus if individuals do not have the capacity of ownership then neither can that collection of individuals called society have such a capacity. To deny the right of individuals to own property is to deny the logical basis for all ownership. In practice, social ownership does not lead to popular control of property but rather to control of property by a social elite which proclaims itself "the voice of the people" and then exterminates anyone who challenges their authority.


The doctrine of social rights also conveniently neglects to define precisely who constitutes society and how conflicts are to be resolved when different social groups demand the right to control the same property. In fact, with rare exceptions, there is
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no such thing as a single "social or public" interest which is served by all policies and actions. There are rather a host of different "publics" and interest groups with differing interests and ends: Farmers want higher prices; consumers want lower prices. Defense contractors want more armaments; the rich want more limousines; the poor want better housing, Government workers want more bureaucracy; everyone else wants less.

When everyone is supposed to own everything there is no logical way to solve such conflicts; the different groups just fight it out in the political arena or in the streets. Only when the right of each individual to decide how to use his own property is recognized can such differences be peacefully and rationally settled.

Thus the doctrine of social rights inherently leads to conflict over "social allocation" of scarce resources, conflicts which can never exist if individual rights are recognized.


Ethically the doctrine of social rights requires the obliteration of liberty. When every individual can be properly sacrificed for what the powerful claim is "the social good", there can be no such thing as the right to liberty, property or life itself. If the individual may be properly subordinated to the ends of "society" (whatever that means), every individual ends up being a slave to the state.


The doctrine of social rights also fails to produce prosperity for a very simple reason: Regardless of what socialist and altruist theorists say should motivate people, the fact is that people are most highly motivated by what they perceive to be their own benefit. Stalin tried to substitute "labor hero medals" for monetary rewards to boost production. The result was the near collapse of the Soviet economy, quickly followed by a program of wage differentials greater than in the capitalist west. Most people plain will not work hard or efficiently when the fruits of their labor are confiscated from them and redistributed to the needy.


Finally the doctrine of social rights is politically insidious: It proclaims the common good of all men as a standard of value, but never defines just what that good consists of. This means that whatever group comes to power can define the good in any way it desires, in Soviet Russia it means most productivity going to build up a military apparatus. In Communist China it means breaking up families and regulating every waking moment of people's lives. In Cambodia it means herding everyone out of cities, including the sick and the old, and forcing them to work from sun-up to sun-down farming with primitive agricultural implements.
The Mixed Economy and Social Rights


Great Britain, Socialist Sweden, the United States and other mixed economy welfare states have fortunately not yet sunk to the level of brutality and poverty of China or Cambodia, but that is precisely the direction in which we are headed.


The signs of the coming collectivist state are all about us: Economic regulation is piled on top of economic regulation. Taxes skyrocket and productivity plummets. Moral crusades are launched to "protect people from themselves" by prohibiting drugs and drink and cigarettes and rock concerts. The benefits of working for the government become greater and greater while the rewards of productivity become less and less. Conflicting special interest groups fight ever-more ferociously for their "fair share" of "social wealth".


In the final analysis, social sacrifice means social victims and social beneficiaries; social justice means individual injustice; and social rights means individual slavery.


It is true that the doctrine of individual rights does not guarantee universal justice, universal economic success, or universal respect. But neither does the doctrine of social rights guarantee these things and in fact, it makes their attainment impossible.

Individual rights and political liberty are not a sufficient condition for freedom and prosperity, but they are a necessary condition for them. The free, prosperous and humane society has not, cannot and will not be attained by following the doctrine of social rights, however ethereal its rhetoric. Ideas often have consequences very different from their proclaimed ones. Only the doctrine of individual rights which begins with respect for the individual can achieve the end (? aims or ends? - J. Z.) of humanity and prosperity.

Published by Society for Individual Liberty, PO Box 1147, Warminster, PA.
Copies of this brochure may be purchased for 25 for $ 1.


As libertarians we say to the world: Wake up and cut the cord. There is a world of infinite 
pleasure, variety and adventure open to the person with the courage to be free.











Jarret B. Wollstein

_________________________________________________________________________________

The following information is dated. But it is one of the all too few cases in which an attempt was made to point out to the public the potential of microfilm publishing and reading, i.e., to improve our opportunities for freedom of expression and information. Thus I do reproduce it here. 

An enormous number of titles is being permanently offered in this format but it remains either unknown or unappreciated and transforming it into digitized texts is laborious or expensive. But sooner or later it will, probably, be done, largely with automated machines. But it would not surprise me if e.g. CDs and DVDs that offer these texts will become deteriorated before most of the microfilms will be. - All formats require replacement in time before they deteriorate too much. Even the modern print output that is still produced on pulp paper. - J.Z., 26.10.05.

Information at hand is an asset.

Information that's out of reach is a liability.

As computers process more and more information, storing that information becomes increasingly difficult, requiring expensive and cumbersome storage mediums. However, there is a proven storage technology that is often overlooked for bringing information under control easily and efficiently. That's micrographics.

Micrographics eliminates complex information handling problems. Its high capacity and low cost make it ideal for storing, retrieving, protecting and controlling the wealth of data accumulated in the micro-age office.

Today, direct transfer of computer data to microfilm connects the information user to stored information. This system is called computer-output microfilm (COM). A Realist COM reader — designed specifically to view COM — enables that connection to become the most efficient link in the information chain.

No other technology offers as much at so little cost.

With computers the user has three choices for storage or output of information: magnetic tape or disc, paper printout, and microfilm. However, microfilm offers benefits not found in the other technologies. For instance, microfilm has an information storage capacity 1.680 times that of paper and 100 times that of tape. Three thousand standard-size documents would require nearly 300 megabytes of computer storage worth several thousand dollars. The same information can be stored on COM for under $15.
Microfilm can be rapidly and economically duplicated. It is reproducible at 1,000 copies per hour versus the six-copy limitation on computer line printers. Microfilm can also be conveniently and inexpensively distributed. And there's long-term security in storing information on microfilm, which has a life span of over 100 years compared to little more than five years for magnetic materials.
(J.Z.: By now this information is partly outdated. But then computer hardware and software becomes dated even much faster and more thoroughly. while micrographics constitutes a highly developed and lasting technology. - J.Z., 19.11.05.)
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From PHOENIX FOUNDATION NEWSLETTER, P.O. Box 700, Carson City, Nevada 89 701,USA, 1976.
Last known address :Phoenix Foundation Bulletin (1980), P.O. Box 5084, 1007 AB Amsterdam, The Netherlands, Phoenix Foundation, Sec. Robert J. Doorn.
Like in Oliver's original book and in Doom's update, radical human rights are expressed only negatively or by implication. That does not make these statements any less interesting.

Unfortunately, the Australian Government and the Government of Papua-New Guinea played roles in suppressing this very promising secession attempt. - J. Zube, 2/1/1986
BRIEF SUMMARY OF NA-GRIAMEL FEDERATION CONSTITUTION
1. Government's only legitimate function is to protect against force and fraud, and to enable international communications, transportation and mail services, all of which shall be provided by private entities, but are required to have governmental approval by other nations.

(Force is defined as a physical act by one or more persons and/or entities which is destructive to the personal rights and properties of others. The threat to execute such an act also constitutes force. When force is willfully carried out, it constitutes a criminal offense. When force is carried out as a result of an accident, the person or entity found responsible may have to pay damages.

Fraud is defined as: a) a willful misrepresentation of a contract; b) any avoidable breach of a contract; c) any misrepresentation of a product, skill, or person to induce another person or entity to part with property, or to surrender a right.

2. Government shall not engage in any business enterprises, nor be involved in any welfare schemes.

3. Government shall not be involved in issuance of currency, coins, or stamps. These shall be provided by private persons or entities. Government shall only act in these matters in case of force or fraud.

4. The Federal Government shall consist of an upper house, called Senate, a lower house called Legislative Nasara, and a Federation President. Members of the Senate and Nasara shall be elected and paid by settlements consisting of 2,500 or more citizens desiring political unity in the Federation. The Federation President shall be elected in a general election by a majority of the voting citizens of the Na-Griamel Federation. Each settlement shall be organized in accordance with the procedures and customs chosen by its people, and each settlement shall be self-governing.

5. Government shall be prohibited from infringement on freedom of speech, freedom of religion, and freedom to conduct personal and business affairs by individuals, corporations, or other entities. Government shall only act in these matters if there is a clear case of force or fraud.

6. Government shall have no power to levy taxes, or impose import duties or use any other means of
coercion to obtain funds for its operation. Funds for governmental functions shall be provided for by:
1) Registration of companies, ships, and other entities when such entities find it desirable to have such registration with the government of the Na-Griamel Federation;
2) lottery;
3) any other non-coercive means which may present themselves from time-to-time.

7. Government shall not engage in aid, or hinder any business activities, nor shall government aid or hinder labor unions.

8. Citizenship shall be automatically granted to any locally born person. Citizenship may also be acquired by living within the Na-Griamel Federation boundaries for a specified time period (16 months to 2 1/2 years), provided that a check shows no past violations of individual rights and application has been made for citizenship. In addition, honorary citizenship may be conferred to deserving persons.

9. The Na-Griamel Federation shall not attempt to specify any particular philosophy, religion, or way of life to any person.

10. Police and court functions shall not be provided by the Na-Griamel Federation Government; these functions shall be performed by the local settlement Governments. The Na-Griamel Federation Government shall only act in these matters on request, when there is a dispute between two or more settlement governments.

11. Government shall not infringe on the customs and traditions of existing or newly formed settlements.

NOTE: There are many additional prohibitions on governmental activities, including a statement to the effect that the enumeration of such prohibitions are not to be construed as permission for other activities which may have been inadvertently left out of the Constitution.

The only activities permissible to government are those which have been described in the first paragraph of this summary.

There are also various provisions and clauses to enable efficient operation of the government and prevent proliferation of laws and establishment of a bureaucracy.
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________________________________________________________________________________I

I

INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS

All citizens and individuals residing in the Na-Griamel Federation shall be granted the following rights by the Federation:

a. not to be abridged by any governmental action

b. personal rights to be respected by all other persons, entities, and other corporate bodies in the Na-
Griamel Federation

c. this constitution shall consider as individual rights all the rights of any human being of either sex 
and any race, origin or beliefs, to his life and property, being material as well as intellectual 
belongings, including thoughts, beliefs, patented ideas, and copyrights.

1. Each individual shall have the right not to be restricted or hampered by any other individual while 
exercising his individual rights.


It is reiterated that each individual shall have the right to be free from any restraint and may 
exercise his individual rights freely as long as he does not violate the individual rights of 
another person.

2. Each individual shall have the right to his own life and to the product of his labor.

3. Each individual shall have the right to own private property and to enjoy the benefits of this 
property.

4. Each individual shall have the right to assemble with other individuals, for whatever purposes and 
at whatever time or place this individual may choose, provided that such assem-
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bly is on his/her property, or that he/she has permission to so assemble elsewhere.

5. Each individual shall have the rights of freedom of speech and publication.

6. Each individual shall have freedom to form associations, companies and corporations of any type.


Each individual shall have freedom from laws regarding:


a. marriage


b. marriage of different races


c. what are commonly known as conspiracy laws

7. Each individual shall have the right of inviolability of body and mind, e.g.:


a. being free from fetal experimentation


b. being free from corporal punishment imposed by law


c. being free from experimental medication or surgery


d. being free from brainwashing and other psychiatric tests and treatment imposed against this 

subject's will

8. Each individual shall have the right of freedom of choice or non-choice in matters of philosophy, 
customs, and religion.

9. Each individual shall have the right to be free of force or the threat of force.


No individual shall have the right to use or initiate force against any other individual, except 
to protect himself against unlawful force.

10. Each individual shall have the right to be free from any censorship.

11. Each individual shall have the right not to have his communications, such as telephone, telex, 
radio, etc., monitored by the government or any other person.

12. Each individual shall have the right of privacy in all postal communications.

13. Each individual shall have the right of freedom in media and communication.

14. Each individual shall have the right to own, as his righteous property, all natural resources that 
are found on the territory of which he is the legal owner.
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Each individual shall enjoy the same rights to such resources on all his properties, if he owns 
more than one.

15. Each individual shall have the right to a fair and speedy trial.

16. Each woman shall have the right to abort or to carry to term, according to her individual decision, 
and cannot be forced to have an abortion.

17. Each woman shall have the same rights to a child born to her as the begetter.


It is reiterated that both parents shall have equal rights over a child born to them.

18. Each individual shall have the right to undertake business without let or hindrance other than the 
individual's own ability and/or financial limitations.


Each contract, agreement, or treaty falsely or illegally drawn up shall be made null and void.

19. Each individual shall have the right to privacy, as in:

a. the right to be free from clandestine surveillance


b. the right to be free from communication monitoring


c. the right to carry on transactions without any governmental audit

20. Each individual shall have the right to refuse to serve as a witness in a court of law without 
payment. However, if the witness wants to receive payment, he has to apply for it in the 
respective court. However, reimbursement paid by a court shall not exceed the witness's 
average daily salary during the preceding year.

21. Each competent individual shall have the right to refuse to serve as a member of a jury in a court 
of law. Jury service shall be voluntary, whether the court in question pays for the service or 
not. The jury is not allowed to count among its members a relative or dependent of the party 
or one of the parties that shall be committed for trial.

22. Each individual shall have the right to practice any trade or profession without governmental let 
or hindrance.

23. Each individual shall have the right to marry as many persons of whatever sex as desired. Each 
marriage, divorce, 
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separation, or annulment must be registered by the local settlement. Any children shall remain 
the financial and moral responsibility of both parents.

24. Each individual shall have the right to be free from extradition to a foreign government unless the 
act allegedly committed is a crime under the terms of this constitution.

25, Each individual shall have the right to own, to keep, and to bear arms, regardless of type, 
condition, range, size, or any other characteristic of the arms in question, save that they shall 
be single-firing devices, designed for self-defense only.

26. Each individual shall have the right of freedom of movement within and outside the Na-Griamel 
Federation.

27. Each individual shall have the right to found a bank in due observance of this constitution and 
according to the bank law.


Each bank shall have the right to institute and issue media of exchange.

28. Each individual shall have the right of freedom to conclude a contract.


There shall be no law made to set an age of contractual responsibilities to any contract, but 
determination of such an age shall be left to the discretion of the parties and to the decision 
and discretion of the registering entities, if any are involved. However, no person is allowed 
to conclude any contract if he is not competent.



A contract is null and void in cases of coercion, error, or fraud.

29. Each individual shall have the right of self-defense. Self-defense is only allowed in case of direct 
danger, and such must be proven by the one who used the right of self-defense.

30. Each individual shall have the right of freedom from conscription, whether military or otherwise.
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31. Each individual shall have the right to be free from fraud and defamation of his good name, as 
well as being free from false information and improper propaganda by the Federal 
Government and/or any other individual and/or entity.

32. Each individual shall have the right to be free from taxation.
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or duties levied or set by the government, except as mentioned in this constitution.

33. Each individual shall have the right to construct privately owned roads, as well as utilities such as 
bridges, tunnels, viaducts, etc., or institutions such as gasworks, electricity supply works, oil 
stations, etc., but shall have to assume full responsibility regarding their supply, maintenance, 
continuity, and security.

34. Each individual shall have the right to have a name. Each individual must be registered at birth in 
the settlement in which he/she is born, within one week of his/her birth.

35. Each individual who is the owner of a parcel of land shall have the right to use its surface, 
surface soil, and subsurface water and minerals in any way that does not contravene the 
environment law.

36. Each individual who is a citizen of the Na-Griamel Federation shall have the right to possess one 
passport of Na-Griamel.

37. Each individual who is fully competent to elect in accordance with this constitution is allowed to 
vote for all the offices of the Na-Griamel Federation.

38. Each individual shall have the right to keep his Na-Griamel citizenship in case of foreign 
citizenship.

39. Each individual possessing citizenship of the Na-Griamel Federation shall have the right of self-
determination.

40. Each individual who is a citizen of the Na-Griamel Federation is allowed to participate in the 
elections if he is competent, in accordance with this constitution. Thus, for example, no 
individual who is condemned as a criminal by the Federal Government shall be allowed to 
participate in the elections. The same applies in elections for any other official post within the 
Na-Griamel Federation.

41. Each individual shall have the right to ask questions about any bills, acts, or items in the Nasara 
which are free for publication and as long as they do not concern public order or federal 
security.
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Further, every act shall be published in the Federal Paper. This Federal Paper shall be 
privately run.

42. Each individual can, by staking a claim, become owner of land that has not yet been registered as 
belonging to someone, or of a parcel of land whose owner cannot be defined through 
registration. In such a case, after a period of fifteen years, this individual shall become the 
rightful holder of the parcel of land. The rightful holder is entitled to the same rights as an 
owner and shall assume the same responsibilities as if he were the owner of the parcel of 
land.



If a parcel of land is not registered and no owner claims the proprietary rights, but 
several interested parties would like to acquire that parcel of land, the Settlement Board shall 
intervene and shall sell it legally to the highest bidder.



Right-of-way-easement clauses shall be included by the government in the sale of 
registered or unregistered parcels of land for which no owner has claimed proprietary rights in 
order to allow road building and/or utility systems installation.



Funds received by the settlements and/or Federal Government through sale of 
ownerless land shall be transferred directly to the Federal Budget.



Costs incurred by the settlements and/or Federal Government shall be paid by the 
buyer of the parcel of land.



In each individual sale of land, the right-of-way-easement clause shall be set up 

simultaneously with the registration of that same land.
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The above draft for a code of individual rights is from:

ROBERT J. DOORN: "A Blueprint for a New Nation, the Struggle of the Na-Griamel Federation. A comprehensive plan of government that may signal the return of the concept of individual rights the world over. With a foreword by Sir Harry Schultz. First edition 1979, Copyrights: Robert J. Doorn.

I have received the author's permission to microfilm the book but not that of the "vanity"-publisher: Exposition Press, Inc., 900 South Oyster Bay Road, Hicksville,N.Y. 11801.

Here I reproduce only its human rights section because that permission is still lacking. Human rights codes, after all, need all the publicity they can get in order to achieve their objective. And seeing how much pioneering work has already been done in this field, hardly anyone could claim any more that his draft would be entirely original.
Mr. Doom is secretary of the Phoenix Foundation, that tries to promote new country attempts everywhere: P.O. Box 5084, Amsterdam, The Netherlands.

This constitution is one of the very few that even proposes a large degree of monetary freedom. The government it proposes is extremely limited.









J. Z., 30.6.84.
P.S.: I have never seen it in a bookshop or in a library. Have you? - Is it still in print? It seems that copyrights do not do enough to assure the permanent availability of important texts. J. Z., 26.10.05.
_________________________________________________________________________________

realist 16288 Megal Drive, Menomonee Falls, Wisconsion 53051, USA

(414) 251-8100, TWX 910-160-3626

Computer-output microfilm:

Cost-efficient way to store

and distribute computer information.
Dear Information Professional:
Using a computer's memory to store information which is easily microfilmed is not cost-effective.    Assuming 75 percent compression and 10 bits per byte, 3,000 letter-size documents would require 300 megabytes of computer storage worth several thousand dollars.(*) The same Information stored on computer-output microfilm (COM) would cost no more than $12, and the entire file could be held in one hand.
In comparison with paper printouts, COM is much less bulky to handle and store, easier to duplicate and distribute, and far less costly. For example, one pound of microfiche equals 300 pounds of output paper; one cabinet of microfiche equals 100 cabinets of paper; and five minutes of COM printing equals at least 100 minutes of impact printing on paper. Inexpensively duplicated microfiche can be distributed in any quantity to remote locations at very nominal cost.
Realist's new C-1109 and C-1411 COM readers described in the attached brochure  have a cost less than l/10th that of the least expensive computer terminal. COM readers do not need to be as versatile as source document readers since computer-output microfilm has standard dimensions and image reduction. Image blow-back to only 3/4 size with the C-1109 is preferred by many users because the 14x 11-inch computer forms can be viewed comfortably on an 11x9-inch screen, resulting in a smaller, lighter, and less expensive reader. The full-size C-1411 reader has a 14x11-inch screen for those wanting a larger image.
Top quality and handsome styling fully compatible with other electronic office equipment are hallmarks of Realist's PREMIER FAMILY of micrographic readers. This family also includes companion lines for source document, reference document, engineering document, and portable applications.
To learn more about cost-effective COM readers, contact your local dealer or return the enclosed card.


Sincerely, signed: Gabriel Tawil, Division Manager.

(J.Z.: I do not know when I received this letter but I do know that "realist" produced some of the best microfiche readers and projectors on the market and at very reasonable prices, too. 

(*) Times change. Computer media have much improved since, while micrographics has reached a plateau in its development. Its ultra-fiche, for instance, although they could reproduce 6000 pages, were very sensitive to handling and required special and expensive reading machines.

But if this technology had been sufficiently used in time, all libertarian writings might have been made available, at least on microfiche, some decades ago. Computerized media have still not achieved that and to get a single book digitized, at least with the cheap software that I am using, still takes me days to weeks, while on my best day with microfiche I prepared 12 small books ready for automatic and computerized filming and duplication.

Microfilm allowed me to increase my annual page publishing output 189 times! 

Alas, I had all too few competitors towards that aim. I estimated that 300 like me could have done it. Microfilm was neglected by libertarians, just like they have now already neglected CD-ROMs for their writings, for all too many years! - J.Z., 05.)
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_________________________________________________________________________________
IF
WASHINGTON, JEFFERSON
MADISON, HANCOCK
AND MASON WERE
ALIVE TODAY
HERE IS HOW OUR

BILL OF RIGHTS

WOULD LOOK
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_______________________________________________________________________________________

Dear Fellow American:
There are very few of us now, who are not aware that our country is in serious trouble.

Most people have difficulty in determining what that trouble is, so are unable to start or

 support meaningful corrective action. These basic principles, the heart of our U.S. Constitution, 
are being ignored by our "leaders"
1. Every person must be free to do whatever he pleases with his life and property as long as he 
does not interfere with the right of his fellow man to do the same.
2. If there is no threat to life, liberty or property, government has no business in our affairs.
3. Government MAY have business in our affairs where there is a clear threat to life, or property.
4. Government has no right to spend tax money other than for the protection of life, and property.
These laws frame the true meaning of freedom and when applied to the tables below, will enable 

the average citizen to gain an understanding of the situation:

	WHERE  DO YOU  STAND?
	FOR
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	AGAINST
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Most of these goals are good, but must be achieved voluntarily, rather than through coercive laws.            
	Private Property
	free Enterprise
	Individual Freedom
	Religious Freedom
	Civic Freedom
	Business Freedom
	Freedom of Trade
	Freedom of Association
	Responsible Dissent
	Our Republic
	Democracy
	United Nations
	Foreign Aid
	Forced Segregation
	Forced Integration
	Progressive Income Tax
	Social Security
	Medicare
	Federal Aid to Education
	Urban Renewal
	Subsidized Rents
	Guaranteed Annual Wage
	Government Schools
	Unemployment Compensation
	Zoning and Planning
	Wage and Price Control
	Rent Control
	Minimum Wage
	Fluoridation

	SOCIALIST (and Communist)
	FOR
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
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	X
	X
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	AGAINST
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
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	AMERICANIST
	FOR
	x1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	AGAINST
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X


After you have indicated where you stand on the various issues, please check the square below which best describes where you stand on the Political Spectrum.  (Scanning it was not successful for me. - J.Z., 26. 10.05.)
This Universal Bill of Rights has been compiled, edited and expanded

by Andrew J. Melechinsky with the advice and support of Rabbi Marvin S. Antelman, Ralph J. Lombardi, Norman Rochon and numerous others. 

Suggestions for improvement are welcome. All or any portion of this publication may be reproduced with credit.
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PP 589 to 302 
THE UNIVERSAL BILL OF RIGHTS

PREAMBLE

This Universal Bill of Rights is promulgated under the authority of the Universal Supreme Law: the Law of God; the Law of Nature; the Law of the Constitution; and the Law of Common Sense.


The Highest Law is:

"Every person has an absolute right to do anything that is not a provable threat to others."

INTRODUCTORY PROVISIONS

Under the provisions of Article IV, Sec. 2, Article VI, Par. 2 and Amendments IX, X and XIV of the United States Constitution, this Universal Bill of Rights has the standing and force of Constitutional Law in the United States of America. It shall serve as a standard for all of the world.
(J.Z.: A totalitarian and territorialist claim. No constitution draft is good enough for that - unless it is unanimously accepted and even then it could not rightly bind the new and future generations. - J.Z., 19.11.05.) 

This Bill of Rights is supported by various provisions of the Constitutions of the several (United) States of America which, in turn, support and are supported by the Constitution of the United States of America. It is applicable in all courts.


We the People are the only possessors of police power, which we have delegated to the government for limited purposes of defense. So-called "police power of the state'' is abhorrent to a free society and will not be allowed to exist.

Legislative acts which violate this Bill of Rights are void; the Judiciary shall so declare them, and the Executive branch shall refrain from enforcement.


Where the meaning of this Bill of Rights is clear and unambiguous, there can be no resort to construction to attribute to the founders a purpose or intent not manifest in its letter.


Should the meaning of, or between, provisions of this Bill of Rights be not clear, the conflict can be resolved by the application of the following question: Is there a clear threat to life, physical safety, liberty or property? If not, the question must be decided in favor of no government action. If there is a clear threat, such threat must be confirmed by a jury; the jury may retroactively sanction whatever protective action was taken by the government; provided, any such protective action not so sanctioned must be penalized if harm to an individual results therefrom.


Where conflict remains, the resolution must favor the defendant individual.


Stated simply, as long as an individual does not threaten or harm others by his actions, no human agency has a right to bother him in any way.

This Bill of Rights has been developed by and on behalf of We the People in order to assert our rights; to prevent misconstruction or abuse of power by government; and to insure the beneficent ends of its institution.


No provision of the Constitution or laws of any Country or other geographic or civic entity shall ever be construed or applied in any way which would deny to any person or agency the protections enumerated herein.


The essential and unquestionable rights and principles herein mentioned shall be established, maintained and preserved, and shall be of paramount obligation in all legislative, judicial and executive proceedings.


No law-making body of any Nation shall ever pass a law contrary to the intent and words of this Bill of Rights. Any such contrary laws which may exist are null and void, and morally unenforceable.


This Bill of Rights is a BARRIER, to protect the individual against arbitrary exactions of majorities, executives, legislatures, courts, sheriffs, and prosecutors.


The individual is Sovereign.

NOTE: Many provisions herein are reprinted verbatim from individual (U.S.) State Constitutions, in the interest of historical accuracy. A certain amount of redundancy and irregular grammar can be expected. Where the word "man" or "men" appears it shall be understood to include women and children, as applicable. The placement of rights in specific categories herein for convenience, shall not detract from their application elsewhere.

ARTICLE I - GENERAL PRINCIPLES

1. The enumeration in this Bill of Rights of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny, impair, or disparage others, all of which are retained by the people individually. Permits or permission are not needed to exercise rights.

2. All rights and powers not herein enumerated, remain with the people.

3. All powers not unanimously granted to the government are retained by those individuals who elect to reserve such powers.

4. The provisions of this Bill of Rights are mandatory, prohibitory and sacredly obligatory upon all; and all laws contrary thereto shall be void.

5. This enumeration of rights shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people; and to guard against any encroachments on the rights herein retained, or any transgression of any of the higher powers herein delegated, we declare that everything in this Bill of Rights is excepted out of the general powers of the government; and shall forever remain inviolate; and that all laws contrary thereto or to the other provisions herein contained shall be void.

6. The body politic is formed by a voluntary association of individuals.
(J. Z.: Apparently, he would not allow any "voluntary community to deviate from his bill of rights, for its own affairs. This is something like a human rights imposition or even human rights imperialism. - J. Z., 27.10.05.)

7. There exists no hereditary entitlement to emoluments, honors or privileges.

8. All men and corporations are equal in rights; and no man or set of men are entitled to exclusive public emoluments or privileges under the law.

9. The right of complaint, and of the people peaceably to assemble to consult for the common good, and to make known their opinions, shall never be denied or abridged.
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10. The right of the people to revolt individually or collectively against any agency, including government, which seeks to suppress the rights guaranteed by this Bill of Rights, shall exist forever.

11. Zoning and planning laws, motor vehicle laws, building codes and other similar statutes are guides and shall not be used as a basis for prosecution unless harm or a clear threat of harm to life, liberty or property results from their being ignored.

12. It is a crime to claim a defense of "obedience to orders'' for violations of this Bill of Rights, except to produce evidence of public protest against such violations.

13. Treason against a government shall consist only in participating in active, unprovoked aggression against it. 
No person shall be convicted of treason without the testimony of at least two witnesses before a jury, or on confession in open court.

14. This Bill of Rights may be expanded and/or updated at any time by any person, in a manner not inconsistent with the principles enumerated herein. In the event of conflict the individual or the accused shall prevail unless and until a jury deems otherwise.

15. Simply stated, in any argument between an individual and the government, the individual wins.

ARTICLE II

GOVERNMENT RESPONSIBILITY

1. The sole object and only legitimate end of government is to protect each individual in the enjoyment of life, liberty, and property, and when the government assumes other functions it is usurpation and oppression. This protection shall be impartial and complete.

2. The rights enumerated in this Bill of Rights are inalienable and shall be preserved inviolate by the government.

3. All power is inherent in the people, and all free governments are founded on their authority, and instituted to protect their lives, liberty and property, equally and to maintain individual rights; for the advancement of these ends, the people have at all times an inalienable and indefeasible right to alter, reform or abolish the government in such manner as they may think proper.

(J.Z.: He does not state whether all "voluntary governments" (I/6) or "free governments" are to have a territorial monopoly or not. Without exterritorial autonomy for them they would neither be "voluntary" nor "free" ones. Usually, he writes only of one government for all and one constitution and one bill of rights for all. The usual spleen of territorial and monopolistic legislators and constitution-makers. - J.Z., 27.10.05.)

4. Public officials shall not be immune from prosecution for violations of this Bill of Rights whether or not perpetrated in the performance of their duties.

5. No judicial, executive or legislative immunity shall exist, and any government official who claims immunity shall be deemed to have committed a crime.

6. All persons in government positions, elected or appointed and regardless of official capacity, are public servants and subservient to each non-government individual.

7. Defenses through trial by jury shall be available to government officials, in the same manner as to all other
persons.

8. To justify its existence, a government must be prepared and anxious to preserve, protect and defend the life, liberty, property and other rights of all persons, equally.

9. To justify its existence, a government must guarantee that all persons shall have access to a justice system in which all immunities enumerated in this Bill of Rights shall be protected.

10. All government agencies shall abide by and be subject to this Bill of Rights and/or shall be 'subject to penalties for failure to do so.

ARTICLE III

OBLIGATIONS OF PUBLIC OFFICIALS

1. Decency, security, and liberty alike demand that government officials shall be subjected to the same rules of conduct that are commands to the individual.

2. All government officials, elected or appointed, must take an Oath or Affirmation to, and be bound by the laws incorporated in this Bill of Rights.

3. All officials at all levels of government are bound by the United States Constitution and all federal, state, county and municipal statutes which conform thereto, as well as the State Constitution of the jurisdiction wherein they work and reside.

(J.Z.: In other words, territorial rule and jurisdiction are to continue! - J.Z., 26.10.05.)

4. It is more important for the government to obey the law than it is for the people to do so.

(J.Z.: No notion of "personal law" and laws and governments by individual free choice! - J.Z., 26.10.05.)

5. Government may not prohibit or control the conduct of a person for reasons that infringe upon freedoms guaranteed by this Bill of Rights.

6. Magistrates and other officials are trustees and servants of the people and at all times accountable to them.
7. The benefits of a free government can only be maintained by a firm adherence of all public officials to justice, moderation, temperance, frugality and frequent recurrence to fundamental principles.

8. Disobedience or evasion of this Bill of Rights may not be tolerated, even though such disobedience may promote in some respects the best interests of the public.

9. It is a crime for any agent or agency of government to interrupt a sovereign citizen in the exercise of free speech.

(J.Z.: Policeman: Dear sir, sorry to interrupt, but you ought to know that this building is on fire and that you and your listeners ought to evacuate it, right now! - Would this policeman be treated as a criminal? - J.Z., 27.10.05.)

ARTICLE IV

OBLIGATIONS OF INDIVIDUALS

1. All men have a natural, inherent and inalienable right to enjoy and defend their lives and liberties; to acquire, possess and protect property; to worship or not worship according to the dictates of their consciences; to assemble peaceably, protest against wrongs and claim redress of grievances; to communicate freely their thoughts and opinions, being responsible for the abuse of that right.

2. All persons have the inherent right to the enjoyment of the gains of their own (lawful) industry.

3. All men when they form a social compact, are equal in rights; and no man, or set of men are entitled to exclusive emoluments or privileges from the community.
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4. All men are, by nature, equally free and independent, and have certain inherent rights of which, when they enter into a state of society, they cannot by any compact, deprive or divest their posterity, namely; the enjoyment of life and liberty, with the means of acquiring and possessing property and of pursuing and obtaining happiness and safety.

5. By nature, complete equality cannot exist; nevertheless all persons are entitled to equal rights, opportunities, and protection under the law.

6. In their inherent right to liberty and to acquire property (the pursuit of happiness), all members of the human race are equal.

7. Parents and guardians have the right to act for children to the extent that the children do not yet possess the maturity to act for themselves.

8. The individual owes nothing to the public as long as he does not trespass upon rights of others.

9. One need not be a criminal to claim rights.

10. There shall be no distinction between persons because of race, color, religion, ideology, sex, physical handicap, circumstance or condition whatsoever (other than individual incompetence as determined by a jury) in the application of this Bill of Rights.

11. The right of private discrimination cannot be condoned or condemned by the law.

12. Mentally incompetent persons may not be imprisoned, nor deprived of life, liberty or property unless shown to be a clear threat to others, to the satisfaction of a jury.

13. Generally, adults found by a jury to be mentally incompetent shall be treated by the law in the same manner as minor children.

ARTICLE V

RIGHTS AND PROHIBITIONS

SECTION ONE - FREEDOM AND FREE ENTERPRISE

1. Firms, corporations and other voluntary associations have the same rights and liabilities as persons under this Bill of Rights.

2. Members of a corporation shall not be deprived of their liberties or property, unless by a trial by jury as in other cases.

3. Absolute and arbitrary power over the lives, liberty and property of free men exists nowhere in a free society, not even in the largest majority.

4. A person may not be bound by any law to which he has not assented, as long as he is not a clear threat to others.
(J.Z.: That clause, consistently applied, should have led the authors to "personal laws" and "personal constitutions" and exterritorial autonomy for voluntary communities or "panarchism". - J.Z., 19.11.05.)
5. Every member of the community has a right to be protected by it, in the enjoyment of the rights enumerated herein.

6. Where rights secured by this Bill of Rights are involved, there can be no rule making or legislation which would abrogate them.

7. There can be no sanction or penalty imposed upon one because of his exercise of basic rights.

8. No person shall ever be required to surrender one basic right in order to assert another.

9. Slavery shall not be allowed to exist, anywhere.

10. Involuntary servitude shall not be allowed to exist, except for the purpose of requiring an aggressor to compensate a victim of his crime, whereof the aggressor shall have been duly convicted. Taxes for "welfare" are a form of involuntary servitude.

11. The right of persons to work, shall not be denied, or abridged on account of membership or non-membership in any labor union, bar association or other such organization.

SECTION TWO

LIMITATIONS OF GOVERNMENT

1. Public employees shall not have the right to strike. Because all public employees are presumed to be engaged in the protection of life, as well as liberty and property; any person accepting such employment must be willing and shall be expected to waive the right to strike as a condition of employment.

2. No person or agency, including government, shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the immunities (rights) and protections of this Bill of Rights.

3. No person or agency, including government, shall deprive any person of life, physical safety, liberty, property or any other rights guaranteed by this Bill of Rights, without the sanction of a jury.

4. No person or agency, including government, shall ever deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of all rights guaranteed by this Bill of Rights.

5. There shall be no nobility or titles of nobility created by law.

6. Except where funds are donated, no government employee shall be paid at a rate higher than his counterpart on the non-government job market.

7. No person shall be entitled to a government pension unless he shall have been engaged in a function directly concerned with the protection of life, physical safety, liberty and property in which his life shall have been under threat; such as a soldier or a policeman.

8. Government pensions must not be paid with involuntary tax dollars.

9. Government subsidies are not allowed except when funds are donated for specific subsidy purposes; such funds to be used for the administration as well as implementation of the specific program.

10. All government agencies are prohibited from sponsoring gambling activities except for the purpose of raising funds for the protection of life, physical safety, liberty and property under this Bill of Rights.

11. There can be no restrictions on voluntary private gambling. 

(J.Z.: There are to be no restrictions on … ? - J.Z., 19.11.05.)
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12. The right of emigration and immigration of all persons shall not be infringed or restricted in any way.
13. The use of passports and other identification must be voluntary on the part of each individual.

14. Importation or exportation of any product or service related to the sustenance of life shall not be infringed or restricted in any way.

15. Competition with government activities is an inalienable right and may not be prohibited or restricted.

16. Opening and closing hours of private activities may not be decreed.

17. The right to bring suit against a government is inviolate; and no judge or any other official shall be immune from suit.

18. Governmental entities shall have no immunity from suit for injury to person or property.

19. Government immunity violates the common law maxim that everyone shall have remedy for an injury done to his person or property.

20. Immunity fosters neglect and breeds irresponsibility, while liability promotes care and caution, which caution and care is owed by government to its people.

SECTION THREE

PROHIBITIONS AGAINST GOVERNMENT COERCION

1. There can be no infringements of activities related to individual procurement of the necessities of life, unless such infringement is clearly authorized by this Bill of Rights.

2. It is a crime for any person or agency to confiscate property or other possessions of any other person or agency, without the other's consent or the unanimous consent of a jury.

3. No person can be held responsible for any debts incurred by any legislative or other government body, unless he has affirmatively and consciously agreed, in advance, to shoulder such debts.

4. No person or agency, including government, shall issue currency which is not redeemable in coin of value or other universally recognized medium of exchange with intrinsic value of its own, such as gold and silver.

(J.Z.: Does a goods- or service voucher, redeemable in goods or services, have an "intrinsic" value, as a rightful claim to goods or services or amounts its "intrinsic" value, as opposed to its purchasing power, only to that of paper scrap? - J.Z., 27.10.05.)

5. No government agency will initiate or impose any policy which would result in inflation; a devaluation of a unit of currency. Currency must be kept stable.
(J.Z.: No notion of legal tender and that even the soundest competitive currency is not absolutely stable in its purchasing power, e.g. not during natural catastrophes. - J.Z., 27.10.05.)
SECTION FOUR

INDIVIDUAL LIBERTIES

1. Every person has a right to keep and bear arms and this right shall never be questioned.
(Mass murder devices? - J.Z., 27.10.05.)
2. All persons have and shall retain the right to keep and bear arms without restriction; but shall be responsible for any abuse of that right.
(J.Z.: So everyone is entitled to keep e.g. an H-bomb, as long as he is responsible with his single life, after he has murdered, say, a million people with it? - J.Z., 27.10.05.)
3. No person shall be disturbed in his private affairs, or his home invaded, without his own consent or the authority of a jury decision.

4. No part of the property of any individual can be taken from him or applied to public uses, without his own consent.
(J.Z.: No even if he is a convicted criminal and his dishonest acquisitions should be taken from him to at least partly indemnify his victims? - J.Z., 19.11.05.)
5. The right of property is before and higher than any constitutional sanction. Private property shall not be taken for private use without the consent of the owner nor for public use without just compensation being first made therefore; and not in any case until after a jury shall have agreed unanimously that such taking is vital to the protection of the lives, liberty and property of everyone, including the owner.

6. There is no right of eminent domain.

7. No soldier shall ever be quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner or lawful occupant.

8. No person shall be harmed in his life, physical safety, liberty, property, or other rights by any other person or agency as long as his actions are not a clear, provable threat to others.

9. The claim and exercise of any right cannot be converted to a crime.
(J.Z.: Smoking in a powder magazine? - J.Z., 19.11.05.)
10 The right of individual privacy is essential to the wellbeing of a free society and shall not be infringed without the showing of a compelling state interest to the satisfaction of a jury.

11. No Bill of Attainder shall be passed or enforced.

12. No Bill of Pains and Penalties shall be passed or enforced.

13. A person may not be penalized for ignoring a Bill of Attainder or a Bill of Pains and Penalties.

14. A person may not be penalized for ignoring any law, statute, ordinance, regulation or custom which would tend to deprive him of his rights (immunities) as enumerated in this Bill of Rights.

15. Retroactive laws, punishing acts committed before the existence of such laws and by them only declared criminal, are oppressive, unjust, and incompatible with liberty, and therefore no ex post facto law shall be enacted, or enforced; nor any retroactive oath or restriction be imposed, or required.

16. All persons are entitled to at least the immunities secured to all other persons, everywhere.

17. No person can be subjected to any liabilities prohibited by this Bill of Rights.

18. No person shall be bound by a judicial or quasi-judicial decision of an administrative agency; nor shall he be subject to the same person for both prosecution and adjudication; nor shall he be deprived of the right to judicial review.

19. A person may not be deprived of (or restricted in) his right to do as he pleases with his own life, liberty or property, so long as he does not become a clear and provable threat to the equal rights of others.
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20. Except in self defense, including defense of rights, the use of armed force against other persons is prohibited.

21. No person shall be bound to obey any law, statute, ordinance, regulation or custom which is contrary to this Bill of Rights.

22. Every person shall be free to speak, write or publish or otherwise communicate his sentiments on any subject and shall be responsible for the abuse of that right; but, the truth by itself shall be sufficient defense in any charge of libel or slander.

23. No person can be held permanently to a contract which requires waiver of basic rights and to which he would not have agreed had he known such waiver was involved; provided only a jury can cancel such a contract and the burden of proof must be on the person claiming relief.

24. Service in the military shall be voluntary. No person shall be compelled to bear arms.

25. No man shall be compelled to send his child to any school to which he may be conscientiously opposed.

26. No person shall be imprisoned for debt or tort except in cases of fraud, absconding debtor, libel judgment, slander judgment or where no other means of redress is available; but in no case shall any person be imprisoned for debt unless opportunity is provided for retiring the debt through a voluntary work program.

SECTION FIVE

RELIGIOUS LIBERTIES

1. The civil and political rights, privileges and capacities of no person shall be diminished or enlarged on account of his religious belief.

(J.Z.: Even for religions which believe in child sacrifices? - J.Z., 27.10.05.)

2. The rights of conscience shall never be infringed; nor shall any man be compelled to attend, erect or support any place of worship, or to maintain any ministry against his consent, nor shall any control of, or interference with, the rights of conscience be permitted, or any preference be given by law to any religious establishments or modes of worship; nor shall any money be drawn from the treasury or appropriated for or applied to any religious worship, exercise or instruction, or for the support of any ecclesiastical establishment.

SECTION SIX

TAXATION

1. The only lawful mandatory tax is a poll tax, for those who choose to vote. A person may not be compelled to vote.

2. There is no other right of mandatory taxation.

(J.Z.: So voluntary communities are not to be allowed their various tax and voting systems? - J.Z., 27.10.05.)

3. No subsidy, charge, tax, impost, or duty, shall be established, fixed, laid or levied, under any pretext whatsoever, without the consent of the people, individually and any taxation shall be equal and uniform.

4. There can be no tax on the necessities of life.

5. Taxation is based on voluntary assessment and payment, not upon distraint.

6. Tax monies may not be used to compete with private enterprise 
7. To lay with one hand the power of government on the property of the individual and with the other to bestow it on favored individuals, is none the less robbery because it was done under the forms of law and is called taxation.

SECTION SEVEN

PROPERTY AND COMMERCE
1. No government shall control water or any other natural resource.

2. No government shall own land, buildings or other property not in active use.

3. Private property shall not be taken for private use unless by consent of the owner, except for public ways of necessity, after a jury shall determine that such taking will alleviate a clear threat to the lives, liberty and property of all; private property shall not be taken or damaged without just compensation.

4. All navigable waters shall remain forever public highways, free to all persons, without tax, impost or toll; and no tax, toll, impost or wharfage shall be demanded or received from the owner of any merchandise or commodity for the use of the shores or any wharf erected on the shores with tax monies, or in or over the waters of any navigable streams.

5. There can be no toll or other charge for the use of any public highway, bridge, building or other public enterprise.

6. Though perpetuities and monopolies can be contrary to the genius of a free state, corporations shall enjoy the same rights and incur the same obligations as individual persons.

7. Licenses are evidence of monopoly and may not be required by law.

8. No distinction shall ever be made by law between aliens and citizens as to the possession, enjoyment and descent of property, and all other natural rights.

SECTION EIGHT

MISCELLANEOUS

1. Any civic body which claims to represent the general populace, is prohibited from holding secret sessions.

2. Any secret vote, including an election, which could result in violations of this Bill of Rights, is automatically invalid.

3. The doctrine of non-resistance against arbitrary power and oppression is absurd, slavish and destructive of the good and happiness of mankind.

ARTICLE VI

EXECUTIVE RESPONSIBILITY

1. Any government which claims the loyalty of the People must abide by this Bill of Rights and must be divided into three distinct departments: The legislative, executive and judicial, and no person or collection of persons charged with the exercise of powers properly belonging to one of these departments shall exercise any powers properly belonging to either of the others.

(J.Z.: No other arrangements to be permitted within voluntary communities that are only exterritorially autonomous? Conventional representative democracy to become universally imposed? - J.Z., 27.10.05.)
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2. This Bill of Rights is mandatory, prohibitory and obligatory on all three departments of government.

3. Any governmental official who implements or supports in any way a law or statute which is contrary to this Bill of Rights shall be subject to prosecution.

4. It shall be the responsibility of the Executive department to see that violators of this Bill of Rights are prosecuted.

5. It is a crime for any Executive Officer to implement or enforce any law or statute in such a manner as to violate this Bill of Rights.

6. The Executive Officer is expected and required to resist and oppose any usurpation of power on the part of the Legislative or Judicial branches of government.

7. The Executive Officer is expected and required to invoke all laws and prosecute all cases in which the Legislature or Judiciary become a threat to individuals in violation of this Bill of Rights.

8. There can be no time limit for prosecution of public officials, including judges, for violations of this Bill of Rights.
Public officials who continue to violate the provisions herein, after they have been presented with a copy, shall be subject to additional penalties upon conviction.

ARTICLE VII

LEGISLATIVE RESPONSIBILITY

1. This Bill of Rights is superior to any ordinary act of the Legislature; the Bill of Rights and not such ordinary act, must govern the case to which they both apply.

2. All laws which are repugnant to this Bill of Rights are null and void.

3, It is a crime for any legislator to propose a law or statute which is contrary to this Bill of Rights.

4. All acts of a Legislature contrary to natural right and justice are void.

5. The Legislature shall make no law abridging, curtailing or restraining the freedom of speech, or of the press.

6. The Legislature is expected and required to resist and oppose any usurpation of power on the part of the Executive or Judicial branches of government.

7. No legislature shall make any law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof.
No preference shall be given by law to any sect or mode of worship, nor shall any person be rendered incompetent to hold office or serve as witness or juror because of his religious belief.

8. No religious test shall be required as a qualification for any office or public trust.

9. No special privileges or immunities shall ever be granted by the Legislature.

10. The social status of persons shall never be the subject of legislation.

11. Individual legislators who vote in favor, are liable for all debts incurred in violation of this Bill of Rights.

12, It shall be unlawful for any legislator to propose the circulation of currency which is less than 100 % redeemable in gold, silver or other universally recognized medium of exchange which has intrinsic value of its own.
(J.Z.: But are private payment-, value standard-, clearing and credit communities to be free to do so and to practice their own currency system for the benefit of their members, even if their medium of exchange and their value standard are not universally recognized? - J.Z., 27.10.05.) 
13. The Legislature may not authorize the trial of the issue of mental incompetence without a jury.

14. No law shall delegate to any commission, bureau, board or other administrative agency authority to make any rule fixing a fine, imprisonment or any other penalty as punishment for its violation.

15. Any law, statute, ordinance or regulation "passed" by any Legislature which is contrary to this Bill of Rights is null and void from the time of its enactment. Such a law or statute is as inoperative as if it had never been passed.
(J.Z.: In other words: No exterritorial autonomy for communities of volunteers will be tolerated! - J.Z., 27.10.05.)
16. Any law, statute, ordinance or regulation "passed" by any Legislature in violation of this Bill of Rights imposes no duties, confers no rights, creates no office, bestows no power or authority on anyone, affords no protection and justifies no acts performed under it.

17. The Legislature shall make no law setting government standards for professional behavior and no law, statute, ordinance or regulation establishing mandatory public licensing shall be passed or enforced.

18. The Legislature shall make no law restricting the right of any person to work at a rate of compensation agreeable to himself and his employer.

19. The Legislature shall make no law fixing prices or otherwise regulating the market.

20. The Legislature shall make no law abridging the right of the people peaceably to assemble or to claim a redress for grievances. This right includes the right of remonstrance.

21. The Legislature shall make no law restricting the right of fishery and access to shorelines.

22. There can be no law or enforcement of law which would impair the right of the people to gamble; there can be no law which would impair other activities in which there is no involuntary participant.

23. There can be no law or enforcement of law, which would impair the obligation of contracts, including marriage contracts.

24. The right of the citizens to opportunities for education should have practical recognition. The Legislature shall suitably encourage education by means not at variance with this Bill of Rights and without the expenditure of tax monies.

25. The Legislature shall make no law which would shift the burden of proof from the accuser to the accused. It is the responsibility of the accuser to overcome the presumption of innocence enjoyed by all.
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26. Votes on legislation which might have an impact on We the People shall be by roll call and shall be recorded.

ARTICLE VIII

JUDICIAL RESPONSIBILITY

SECTION ONE

JUDICIAL PROCEDURE

The Judiciary is expected and required to resist and oppose any usurpation of power on the part of the Executive and Legislative branches of government.

2. After a charge has been ignored by a grand or petit jury no person shall be held to answer, or for trial therefore.

3. All courts shall be open and every person, for an injury or wrong done to him in his person, property, immunities, privacy, or reputation, shall have remedy and right and justice administered without sale, denial, delay, or prejudice.
This includes his movable and immovable possessions.

4. In no instance shall any accused person before final judgment be compelled to advance money or fees to secure the rights herein guaranteed.

5. No court shall be secret. Justice in all cases shall be administered openly, promptly and without delay.

6. Ex parte (one-sided) actions are prohibited, except in cases of default or where habeas corpus proceedings might be delayed in cases of unlawful prosecution.

7. No statutes, rules, or court decisions shall ever be a bar to justice.

8. No person shall be liable to be transported out of a district for trial for any offense committed within the same, without his consent.

(J.Z.: Only territorial and monopolistic jurisdiction seems to be envisioned. - J.Z., 27.10.05.)

9. It is the right of every person to be tried by judges (and jurors) who are as free, impartial and independent as the lot of humanity will admit.

(J.Z.: No arbitration arrangements to be permitted? No professional judges without juries, for those, who prefer this system? - J.Z., 27.10.05.)
10. The jury acts not only as a safeguard against judicial excesses, but also as a barrier to legislative and executive oppression. The jury is designed to protect Defendants against oppressive governmental practices.

11. The jury has an unreviewable and unreversible power to acquit in disregard of the instructions on the law given by the trial judge.

12. The common law right of the jury to determine the law as well as the facts remains unimpaired. The jury will be reminded of this right (and obligation) in each case.

13. Justice in all cases shall be administered openly and without unnecessary delay.

14. The right of the Writ of Habeas Corpus shall never be suspended. Judges, Magistrates, Justices of the Peace, etc., must consider and respond to all such writs, freely, without delay and without cost; at any time of day or night.

15. The right to record public proceedings is inalienable.

16. The judicial branch has only one duty — to lay this Bill of Rights beside the statute which is challenged and to decide whether the latter squares with the former. The only power the court has is the power of judgment.

17. When any court violates the clear and unambiguous language of this Bill of Rights, a fraud is perpetrated and no one is bound to obey the court.

18. It is the duty of the courts to be watchful for the rights of all persons against any stealthy encroachments thereon.

19. All oaths or affirmations shall be administered in the mode most binding upon the conscience and shall be taken subject to the pains and penalties of perjury.

20. In all courts persons of all persuasions may freely appear in their own way, and according to their own causes themselves, or if unable, by their friends.

SECTION TWO

RIGHTS OF ACCUSED

1. All Defendants are entitled to free access, without cost, to the transcript or tapes of all proceedings.

2. The accused shall have the right to full voir dire examination (interrogation) of prospective jurors and to challenge jurors peremptorily. There shall be no limit to the number of challenges for cause, if cause is shown.

3. Every person is presumed innocent of any wrongdoings until he is pronounced guilty by the unanimous decision of a jury of his peers.

4. In matters in which principles are involved, there shall never be any restriction on the right of trial by jury.

5. There can be no abridgement of the right of the accused to present to the jury any and all evidence and testimony which might induce a vote in his favor. So-called rules of evidence can apply only to the prosecution and (possibly) to the accuser.

6. Any person accused of violating or disobeying any order of injunction, or restraint, made or entered by any court or judge shall, before penalty or punishment is imposed, be entitled to a trial by jury as to the guilt or innocence of the accused. In no case shall a penalty or punishment be imposed for contempt, until an opportunity to be heard by a jury is given.

7. No person shall ever be arrested, detained or punished, except for violations of this Bill of Rights.

8. Waiver of basic rights must not be presumed.

9. Courts must indulge every reasonable presumption against waiver of fundamental rights, and not presume acquiescence in the loss of fundamental rights.
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10. When any person has been arrested in connection with the investigation or commission of any offense, he shall be advised fully of the reason for his arrest or detention, his right to remain silent, his right against self incrimination, his right to assistance of counsel and his right to court appointed counsel. In all prosecutions, an accused shall be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation against him. At each stage of the proceedings, every person is entitled to assistance of counsel of his choice (including himself) or appointed by the court if he elects not to choose his own. The legislature shall provide for a uniform system for securing and compensating qualified counsel for this purpose.
(J.Z.: As if only one court system were just and possible and as if this one would have to be imposed in all cases, even among volunteer communities which have different notions on justice regarding their own affairs. - J.Z., 27.10.05.)
11. The right of the people to be secure in their persons, against searches, seizures, or invasions of property, shall not be violated, except by the authority of a proper warrant, signed by a judge after jury authorization.

12. The right of the people to be secure in their houses and businesses against searches and seizures shall not be violated except by the authority of a proper warrant, signed by a judge, after jury authorization.

13. The right of the people to be secure in their papers and possessions against searches and seizures shall not be violated except by the authority of a proper warrant, signed by a judge, after jury authorization.
(J. Z.: 11-13 could easily become combined.)
14. Any person adversely affected by a search or seizure conducted in violation of this Bill of Rights shall have standing to raise its illegality and to claim redress and damages in the court in which the case is prosecuted or in any other appropriate court.

15. The people shall have a right to be secure against invasions of privacy or interceptions of communications by eaves-dropping devices or other means.

16. No warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by Oath or Affirmation, charging violations of this Bill of Rights and particularly describing the place to be searched and the persons or things to be seized.

17. No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous crime, unless on indictment of a Grand Jury.

18. No person shall be required to answer for a misdemeanor, infraction or other lesser crime or offense, unless on indictment of a Petit Jury.

19. The accused shall be entitled to a copy of the indictment, before arrest.

20. No finding of probable cause shall ever be issued before the accused shall have been given an opportunity to respond to the charges and to the evidence.

21. No person shall, for the same alleged crime or offense be put twice in jeopardy of life, physical safety, liberty or property; except for his or her own motion for a new trial after conviction.

22. No person shall after acquittal, be tried for the same offense. Any finding of innocence or non-finding of guilt by any jury, shall constitute a final action.

23. Any dismissal or finding of innocence (not guilty) by a judge shall constitute a final action.

24. No person shall in any case be compelled to give evidence or testimony against himself in any manner. The same right shall apply to private agencies.

25. No person shall be deprived of life or physical safety without due process, including the unanimous consent (judgment) of a jury of his peers.

26. No person shall be deprived of liberty without due process including the unanimous consent (judgment) of a jury of his peers.

27. No person shall be deprived of property or other rights without due process, including the unanimous consent (judgment) of a jury of his peers.

28. In all civil cases the right of Trial by Jury shall remain inviolate, as in criminal cases, without regard to the amount in controversy. This right includes all controversies concerning property.

29. Whenever an attempt is made to take private property for a use alleged to be public, the question whether the contemplated use be really public shall be a judicial question and determined as such by a jury, without regard to any legislative assertion that the use is public.

30. In all prosecutions, criminal or civil, the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial by an impartial jury of the district wherein the alleged crime or offense shall have been committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by law and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation.

31. The accused shall have reasonable time to prepare a defense and must be brought to trial within three working days after announcing his readiness for trial; otherwise the prosecution shall be in default and the accused shall not again be placed in jeopardy under that charge.

32. The accused shall enjoy a right to change of venue, whenever fair treatment is not assured.

33. In all prosecutions, criminal or civil, the accused shall enjoy the right to be confronted by his accuser and by the witnesses against him and the accuser and witnesses must be required to be present in court whenever the accused is required to be present in court.

34. The accused shall enjoy the right to meet the witnesses in their examination face to face and to have compulsory process on application by himself, his friends, or counsel, for obtaining witnesses in his favor.

35. In all prosecutions, criminal or civil, the accused shall have compulsory process for obtaining evidence in his favor.

36. In all criminal and civil prosecutions the accused shall have a right to prosecute or be heard by himself or counsel or both. The court shall be obligated to see to it that the accused shall have counsel available for his defense. Should the accused be not satisfied with counsel provided by the court, he shall have the option to hire counsel of his choice with no restrictions on the right of such counsel to defend the accused in a manner agreeable to the accused.
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37. In all prosecutions, criminal or civil, no person shall be barred from prosecuting or defending before any tribunal, by himself or counsel of his choice.

38. Such counsel need not be licensed or otherwise approved by the government.

39. Bail or imprisonment may be allowed where a person is accused of the commission of a felony while on probation or parole, or while free on bail awaiting trial on a previous felony charge except where the proof is evident or the presumption strong that a clear threat to life or property would thereby occur.

40. No accused, who has not previously failed to appear for trial, shall be required to post bail, unless in the case of a capital crime, it can be proven to the satisfaction of all of the Grand Jury members that the accused is not likely to appear to answer to the charges.

41. No person shall be interfered with in his normal pursuits and no vehicle shall be required to pull to the side of any road or highway, except to alleviate a clear threat to life, physical safety, liberty or property.

SECTION THREE

JURIES

1. The right of trial by jury shall be and remain inviolate and shall extend to all cases at law.

2. There can be no Equity jurisdiction to which all parties have not consciously and voluntarily agreed.

3. In all trials, the jury, after being informed of the law by the judge, shall have a right to determine, at their discretion, the law and the facts. The jurors shall be informed of their right to interrogate witnesses.

4. The jury and/or judge must disregard all "laws" which do not conform to this Bill of Rights.

5. Jury service shall be voluntary.

6. All guilty verdicts must be unanimous to be valid.

7. No person shall be convicted of any crime but by the unanimous verdict of a jury in open court. This right may be voluntarily waived; if conscious and recorded.

8. In all trials the members of the jury may not retire or consult with one another before reaching a decision, but must publicly cast a ballot into a suitable container; such ballot to be secret. The ballots must be withdrawn and read one at a time, in public, and the trial shall end in an acquittal at any time that one ballot is withdrawn on which the single word, guilty, does not appear.

9. Any person who serves on a jury which convicts (or finds against) the Defendant, shall be ineligible for further jury duty unless acceptable to both prosecution and defense.

10. The highest court shall be a jury of not less than twelve persons, randomly selected, who shall have demonstrated a knowledge of the principles of law contained in this Bill of Rights.

11. The right to be heard in all criminal and civil cases in this court of last resort, by appeal, error, or otherwise, shall not be denied.

12. No jury shall consist of less than twelve persons.

SECTION FOUR

PUNISHMENT AND APPEAL

1. Capital punishment shall not be allowed if the state can achieve its legitimate goals of deterrence and punishment through such methods as frontal lobotomy or life imprisonment. Upon conviction of a capital crime in which a sentence of frontal lobotomy would be imposed, the defendant may elect a death sentence in lieu thereof.

2. Neither banishment nor whipping, as a punishment for crime, shall be allowed; nor shall any person be abused in being arrested, while under arrest, or in prison.

3. The penal code shall be framed on the humane principles of reformation and prevention.

4. No person confined in jail shall be treated with unnecessary rigor. The erection of safe and comfortable prisons and inspection of prisons and the humane treatment of prisoners shall be provided for.

5. Indefinite imprisonment is prohibited, except upon conviction for a capital crime.

6. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor shall bail be required before conviction; except by the authority of a Grand or Petit Jury, unless the bailee is clearly a threat to life, liberty or property.

7. In any imprisonment for protective custody or probable cause, the inmate has an inalienable and unrestricted right to be visited by friends and counsel.

8. Excessive fines shall not be imposed.

9. No law shall subject any person to euthanasia, to torture or to cruel, excessive or unusual punishment.

10. The law must treat euthanasia and abortion in the same manner as all other forms of murder.

11. The Defendant's right of appeal shall not be restricted until he has exhausted all avenues of appeal and then been convicted a second time by a jury.

12. Any person appearing before the Supreme Court on appeal shall be presumed innocent and shall be released if the Court fails to act or if any verdict against him is not unanimous.

13. The right of appeal to the Supreme Court shall not be abridged in any way.

14. The announcement by a defendant of an intent to appeal, acts as an automatic stay of execution of sentence.
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15. Certiorari (required forwarding of appeal) shall be mandatory for all defendant appellants.

16. In any court action in which a person shall have been convicted on the basis of evidence which was obtained through the violation of any of the rights enumerated in this Bill of Rights, sentence may not be imposed until the person, who violated the said rights shall have been tried, convicted and sentenced. Such evidence must not be suppressed.

17. No conviction shall work corruption of blood or forfeiture of estate.

18. All costs of all court actions shall be borne by the court, unless a jury shall determine other liability based on this Bill of Rights.

19. In any case, no person shall be compelled to pay costs except after conviction on final trial.

20. In no instance shall any accused person before final judgment be compelled to advance money or fees to secure the rights herein guaranteed.

21. Persons inconvenienced by government agents or agencies, if not convicted or held liable by a jury, will be entitled to compensation for all losses.

22. It is a crime for any judge to fail to dismiss any charge based on a law or statute which violates this Bill of Rights.

23. It is a crime for any judge to impose a punishment for contempt of court without the authority of a jury decision.

24. Judges have no immunity from prosecution for their judicial acts which violate this Bill of Rights and may be punished criminally for deprivation of rights.
SECTION FIVE

MISCELLANEOUS

1. No person shall be imprisoned for the purpose of securing his testimony.

2. No person shall be detained, without his consent, as a witness in any prosecution; nor any longer than may be necessary to take his testimony or deposition; nor be confined in any room where criminals are imprisoned.

3. No person shall be compelled to testify in matters of conscience. No human authority can in any case whatever control or interfere with the rights of conscience.

4. No person shall be rendered incompetent as a witness, in consequence of his opinions on matters of religion.

5. The power of Grand Juries to inquire into the willful misconduct in office of public officers, and to find indictments in connection with such inquiries, shall never be suspended or impaired by law.

6. No Grand or Petit Jury shall return an indictment without offering the accused an opportunity to respond to the evidence against him.

7. Grand and Petit Jury hearings shall be private unless the accused shall deem otherwise.

8. All persons shall have direct and easy access to grand and petit juries for the purpose of securing indictments for violations of rights.
CONSTITUTIONAL REVIVAL
29 FAIRFIELD ROAD, ENFIELD.

CONNECTICUT 06082

We offer the following freedom-promoting materials:
U.S. Constitution, with Court Watcher information
$ 1.00
U.S. Constitution, with Universal Bill of Rights
$ 1.50
Universal Bill of Rights
$ 1.00
Constitutional Revival Packet
$ 1.00
Anglo-American Jury, by John Kelly (flyer)
$ 1.00
You Can Fight City Hall and Win (Pamphlet)
$ 3.00
The Big Bluff, by Marvin Cooley
$10.00
Packet of Defensive legal writs based on Constitutional arguments
$25.00
(Quantity prices upon request)
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Robert Anton Wilson, co-author the bestselling ILLUMINATUS! trilogy, in one of the sequels: "MASKS OF THE ILLUMINATI", first published in Great Britain by Sphere Books Ltd.,1981. Copyright: Robert Anton Wilson, 1981,
Sphere Books Limited, 30-32 Gray's Inn Road, London WC1X 8JI, price in Australia: $5.95, page 174:
"Jones began rummaging in his bookshelves and produced a parchment of recent printing. 'This," he said, "is a document of the lodge to which I refer. It now calls itself the Ordo Templi Orientis — the Order of Oriental Templars — and is the owner of record of the Mysteria Mystica Maxima bookstore at 93 Jermyn Street. All members of the Ordo Templi Orientis must sign three copies of this document It is the concise summary of the beliefs of the false Masonry which we in the Golden Dawn are pledged to oppose and vanquish." He handed Sir John the parchment, which read:

There is no God but Man.

Man has the right to live by his own law.

Man has the right to live in the way that he wills to do.

Man has the right to dress as he wills to do.
Man has the right to dwell where he wills to dwell.
Man has the right to move as he will on the face of the earth.

Man has the right to eat what he will.

Man has the right to drink what he will.

Man has the right to think what he will.
Man has the right to speak as he will.
Man has the right to write as he will.

Man has the right to mould as he will.

Man has the right to carve as he will.

Man has the right to work as he will.
Man has the right to rest as he will.

Man has the right to love as he will, where, when and whom he will.

Man has the right to kill those who would thwart these rights.

"But this is anarchy!" Sir John exclaimed. "Exactly," Jones said. "It is a declaration of war
against everything we know as Christian civilization."
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THE INDIVIDUAL-RIGHTS AMENDMENT
to the Constitution of the United States of America

Article 1: No person, group of persons, or government may initiate force, threat of force, or 


fraud against any individual.

Article 2: Force may be morally and legally used only in self-defense against those who initiate 

or threaten physical force against any individual.

Article 3: No exception shall ever exist to Articles 1 and 2.
Frank S. Ward, Amendment Coordinator
The Neo-Tech Center 557 California Street, Boulder City, Nevada 89005
Send a postcard or note to keep updated on the progress of the Individual-Rights Amendment.
No contributions please.
Sponsored by I & O Publishing Company
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THE FOUNDATION STONES FOR INDIVIDUAL FREEDOM
THE SEVEN RIGHTS OF HUMANITY

All Humans have the right to:

1.  THEIR OWN LIFE AND THE PURSUIT OF HAPPINESS.

2.  SUPPORT THAT LIFE BY PRODUCTION AND FREE TRADE.

3.  OWN PROPERTY, BOTH REAL AND PERSONAL.

4.  FREE SPEECH AND WRITTEN WORD.

5. WORSHIP FREELY AND WITHOUT HINDRANCE.

6. BEAR ARMS IN DEFENCE OF THEIR LIFE OR PROPERTY, FROM EITHER INTERNAL 
AGGRESSION OR FOREIGN INVASION.

7. ACT, WITH CAUSE AND REASON, AND TO BE HELD ACCOUNTABLE FOR THE 
EFFECTS.

Any human who exercises these rights must naturally accept the corresponding responsibilities, which are:

THE SEVEN RESPONSIBILITIES OF HUMANITY

1.  THEIR EXERCISE OF THE RIGHT TO LIFE AND PURSUIT OF HAPPINESS DOES NOT INFRINGE UPON ANOTHER HUMAN'S RIGHTS.

2.  THEIR EXERCISE OF THE RIGHT OF PRODUCTION AND FREE TRADE DOES NOT INFRINGE UPON ANOTHER HUMAN'S RIGHTS.

3.  THEIR EXERCISE OF THE RIGHT TO OWN PROPERTY, BOTH REAL AND PERSONAL, DOES NOT INFRINGE UPON ANOTHER HUMAN'S RIGHTS.

4.  THEIR EXERCISE OF THE RIGHT OF FREE SPEECH AND WRITTEN WORD IS NOT PREJUDICIAL TO THE TRUTH.

5.  THEIR EXERCISE OF THE RIGHT TO WORSHIP FREELY DOES NOT INFRINGE UPON ANOTHER HUMAN'S RIGHTS.

6.  ANY ACT OF SELF DEFENCE IS CONSCIOUS, DIRECT, AND EQUAL TO THE CIRCUMSTANCES.

7.  THEY WILL AT ALL TIMES ACT WITH CAUSE AND REASON.

In order that the Seven Rights of Humanity be recognised and the corresponding responsibilities be accepted, it is necessary to have limitations on government.

THE SEVEN LIMITATIONS OF GOVERNMENT

1.  CONGRESS SHALL ENACT NO LAWS THAT NEGATE OR LIMIT A HUMAN'S RIGHT TO LIFE OR PURSUIT OF HAPPINESS.

2.  CONGRESS SHALL ENACT NO LAWS RESTRICTING THE PRODUCTION OR FREE TRADE OF ANY HUMANS.

3.  CONGRESS SHALL ENACT NO LAWS DETRIMENTAL TO THE OWNERSHIP OF PROPERTY, EITHER REAL OR PERSONAL.

4.  CONGRESS SHALL ENACT NO LAWS THAT NEGATE OR LIMIT THE RIGHT OF FREE SPEECH, OR THE WRITTEN WORD.

5.  CONGRESS SHALL ENACT NO LAWS THAT HINDER A HUMAN'S RIGHT TO WORSHIP AS CHOSEN.

6.  CONGRESS SHALL ENACT NO LAWS OBSTRUCTING A HUMAN'S RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS IN DEFENCE OF THEIR LIFE OR PROPERTY.

7.  CONGRESS SHALL ENACT NO LAWS THAT DIMINISH A HUMAN'S RESPONSIBILITY FOR HIS OR HER ACTIONS.

The Seven Rights, Responsibilities and Limitations of Government are taken from:

"Freedom or Perish". © Frank Johan, 1983 Published by Amaranth Publishing Co., P.O. Box 446, Brookvale, NSW, Australia, 2100.

(J.Z.: All human rights drafts are meant to be published as widely as possible, rather than being restricted by copyrights. That fact should be self-evident. - J.Z., 27.10.05.)
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A New Magna Charta

Reproduced from: "COMMON SENSE", P.O. Box 93, Indooropilly, Qld. 4068, No. 28, May 1983


"When I see that the right and the means of absolute command are conferred on any power 
whatever, be it called a people or a king, an aristocracy or a democracy, a monarchy or a 
republic, I say there is the germ of tyranny, and I seek to live elsewhere, under other laws."









Alex de Tocqueville 1835.
The Opposition, the Media and the Law


A study of the rhetoric and the performance of Australian federal governments over the last decade shows there is no opposition in parliament to the concept of unlimited government.


As ex liberal MP, John Hyde said:


"The policies which have for seven years guided the Liberal government have essentially 
been those of socialist parties the world over and our economy now shows it".


When Liberal MP's run TV ads and leaflets that boast how much the government is spending in their electorate we can be sure there is no real opposition to big government in parliament.


The media also will need a complete shakeout if it is to provide critical comment and informed opposition to the dictatorship of the majority in Canberra.


This looks unlikely because much of the media appears to have slipped into the control of its staff who are largely propagandists for the planned state and the handout economy. Every night most current affairs programs are dominated by "Look at this terrible thing — the government orta do something".


And if the legal profession can provide no effective opposition to retrospective legislation it is clear they have largely lost sight of concepts such as the rule of law.


The imperial court has no opposition. We must do it ourselves.
_________________________________________________________________________________


"In its original form, democratic government meant limited government. It was a society 
where 
the government did not administer the affairs of men, but rather administered 
justice among men 
who administered their own affairs."









Walter Lippmann.
_________________________________________________________________________________

A New Magna Charta


Democracy is in danger because thoughtless people in parliament, in the media, in the legal profession, in the unions and in business have allowed the notion to develop that the majority can do no wrong. They have granted unlimited power to a body whose wisdom and justice is not equal to that power.


The dark age dogma of the divine right of kings has been replaced by an equally monstrous modern myth that anything is morally acceptable as long as a majority in parliament says it is "in the national interest."


A confrontation between the people and the parliament is overdue. We have a people overburdened with oppressive laws, and a lawless parliament. It is time to present a new Grand Charter which will govern the government.


The people who will rally to support this new Magna Charta are the victims of the current transfer society, the consumers and the net payers of tax. But they must rally soon, while they still have the means and the numbers to do it. The tax consumers are already more numerous and may even control more resources.


Who will raise the standard?


Any group which claims they can lead us out must first prove they know the way.


That would seem to rule out the liberal and National Parties who have been leading us in circles for seven years. It also disqualifies the Labor Party who, with the quiet assurance of a somnambulist, is striding deeper into the swamp.


Many people hoped the Democrats might be the longed-for alternative. However their guiding principle is "The majority is always right." They are thus part of the problem, not part of the solution.


Undoubtedly there are people in all of these parties as well as significant organised groups outside parliament, who understand the problem and know the solution. However it does not appear that they will have the time or the energy to mount a campaign which will rally the people unless they can present a clear, consistent, exciting vision of the free society. This is unlikely to be achieved from inside any of the existing parliamentary parties without decades of time wasting and soul destroying debate and compromise.

We need an upheaval and a cleansing so that the good men from all parties can join with 
their real friends.


Together, with a new platform to stand on, a new banner to raise, and a new leader to 
follow, we could achieve miracles.

Of these, the platform is of critical importance. It's guiding principles must be clearly stated, internally consistent and not able to be changed by a bunch of future vote seekers.

The following charter could provide such a beacon to guide the new movement through the minefield of future policy debates.
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THE NEW CHARTER OF FREEDOM

Preamble
Government exists to protect the rights and freedoms of every citizen. This is its essential function.
In return for such protection citizens have a duty to respect the equal right of others, and to take responsibility for their own actions.
No laws or regulations should infringe any of the following rights and freedoms.

* * * * * * * * * * * *
Charter
1. The right to live in peace and privacy, protected from aggressors, invaders and polluters.

2. Freedom of religion and worship.
3. Freedom of movement and assembly subject only to published traffic regulations and respect for the rights of property owners.
4. Freedom of speech and the freedom to publish and broadcast subject only to conditions imposed by owners and operators of public places.
5. The right to withdraw capital or labour subject only to the terms of any mutually agreed contracts.
6. Sanctity of contracts and the right to buy, sell or dispose of any property or service subject only to restrictions on fraud or misrepresentation.
7. The right to offer or hire labour on any mutually agreed terms.
8. The right to choose whether or not to be a member of any union, association or scheme.
9. Freedom of choice in the use of state and private services, and no laws, taxes or subsidies which discriminate between state and private organisations.
     10. Freedom from arbitrary, discriminatory or retrospective legislation.


Here is a platform to stand on. 




All we need now 




Is a banner to raise 





And a leader to follow. 






Who will stand with us? 







Viv Forbes.
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NOTES from FEE
May, 1983
The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc.

Irvington-on-Hudson, New York 10533 Tel. (914) 591-7230
When Wishes Become Rights

Federal deficits mount as the consequence of increasing claims against welfare programs of all kinds. This growth of government spending and intervention in 1983 leads me to review and repeat some ideas I offered on the subject in The Freeman of November 1964.
Reflect on the "backward" countries in the world; the "distressed areas" in the U.S.A.; the many individuals who are poverty stricken, lame, blind. Then add all the unfulfilled desires and yearnings of 235 million Americans, ranging from better food, housing, clothing, medicine, hospitals, mink coats, and automobiles to colonizing outer space. What a field for the would-be philanthropist if all these wants were within his power to fulfill!
Let us imagine that you have been offered a magic power to satisfy everyone's material wishes with no effort on your part. Suppose, for instance, that you had Aladdin's lamp and could call up a genie that would confer any good or service on anyone you might choose to help. If you could thus satisfy desires for material things with neither cost nor effort on the part of anyone, would you be willing to assume the role of Aladdin and bestow benefactions like manna from heaven?
Perhaps you are among the very few whose answer would be an emphatic "No!" There are those few who would immediately sense the consequences of such reckless "humanitarianism": no more farming; the closing of all factories and stores; trains and planes coming to a stop; students no longer studying; a heaven on earth - a veritable Shangri-La! No more problems; all obstacles overcome for mankind! These few know that when there is no exercise and flexing of the faculties, atrophy follows as a matter of course and our species disappears - all because everyone is granted riches for nothing more than the wishing!
If this sort of magic were only half practiced would the result still be bad? "Yes!" answered Benjamin Franklin. "If man could have Half his Wishes, he would double his Troubles." We may infer from this that if a man's objectives could be achieved for nothing more than wishes, no good would be served, deterioration would ensue Struggle, earning one's spurs, conscious effort calling on one's potentialities and bringing them into use are essential to survival — to say nothing of progress. This is crystal clear to a few. But not to the many!
A majority of Americans, today, would accept the magic lamp. For it is obvious that most per sons who would gratify a wish at the expense of others would more readily do so at no expense to others. Such wishers are among us by the millions, all in pursuit of something for nothing-effortless wish gratification.
These many Americans have found their magic lamp in the Federal political apparatus, and what a genie! Aladdin's lamp evoked a genie of supernatural powers; but this modern genie is a composite of quite ordinary human beings and,
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as a consequence, it relies on the earthly ways of humans. Even so, we must never sell it short; it is unbelievably clever.
Aladdin's genie performed only on call; it responded to wishes when requested. This modern American version, on the other hand, displays zealous initiative in that it:
1. invents wishes for people.
2. persuades people that these wishes are their own and, then, actively solicits their
gratification;

3. convinces people that these wishes are among their natural rights, and
4. casts itself in the role of "helper."
Mythology in its heyday never came up with a genie to equal this.
Golden goals for people to adopt? It was this genie, not the people of the Tennessee Valley, that initiated TVA with its below-cost pricing. It was this genie that conceived "social security," the Peace Corps, and so on.
Further, the genie insinuates its golden goals into the minds of people as wishes capable of fulfillment. The genie appears in nearly every community of the nation and in many countries of the world selling its wishing wares. Federal urban renewal projects are promoted far more by the bureaucracy in Washington than by local citizens. Federal largesse is urged upon the citizenry. Of course, the reason is clear enough: urban renewal is an integral part of the numerous Federal "full employment" projects required as cover-ups of the unemployment caused by other Federal policies.
But it would hardly do for this genie to gratify wishes were the performance attended by any sense of guilt on the people's part. So, how does the genie dispose of this hazard? Simple! It transmutes wishes into "rights," and remains above suspicion in this legerdemain. Do you wish a restoration of your decaying downtown? Very well; that wish is a right. Do you wish lower rates for power and light? Presto! The wish is a right. Do you wish a better price for your tobacco, a better job, a better education than can be had by your own efforts in willing exchange? These wishes are now your rights.


Labor unions with their right-to-a-job concept and businessmen with their right-to-a-market idea (outlawing competition) are dealing in the same category of false rights. Indeed, this can be said for all of socialism — without exception!
When people say they have a right to a job or to lower power and light rates or to an education or to a decent standard of living, they are staking out a claim to the fruits of the labor of others. Where rests the sanction for this claim? It simply comes from the notion that a wish is a right.
The absurdity of this wish-is-a-right sanction comes clear if we reduce the problem to manageable proportions: a you and me situation.

Do I have a just or rational or moral or ethical claim to use your income to provide a "living wage" for me? Do I have a valid claim to use your income to erect my school and staff it with teachers, or finance my church and supply clergymen?
Most people victimized by the magic transmutation of wishes into rights will, in this you-and-me situation, answer the above question in the negative. What escapes them is that the problem is not altered one whit by adding one person or a hundred or a million of them. And, if it be contended that numbers do matter, then, pray tell, what is the magic number? A majority? Must we not infer from this majoritarian cliché the indefensible proposition that might makes right?
In any community in the land may be found people pointing with pride to some "necessity" the local citizens could not or would not finance, explaining that it was made possible "with the help of the Federal government."
The modern American genie, lacking supernatural powers, cannot bring down manna from heaven. Being earthly, its manna is earthly in origin. Having nothing whatsoever of its own, its "gifts" must, perforce, stem from what is taken by coercion from others. It cannot be otherwise.
The questions posed are: Do these "gifts" qualify as help? Is this genie, in fact, a helper? Are the "beneficiaries" really helped? If we can answer these questions in the negative, we come out from under the genie's spell.
290
Help is a social term. At least two persons - the helper and the helped - are implicit in its meaning. There cannot be one without the other. The extent to which one is helped is measured precisely by the nature and amount of the helper's contribution. What is received by the one is what comes from the other.
Property taken without consent is correctly branded as ill-gotten. If passed on to another, the other receives ill-gotten property. Nothing is altered by the transfer. According to moral law, as well as the law of the land, one who takes property without the owner's consent commits a crime. When such property is passed on to and accepted by another, the other is adjudged an accomplice to the crime.
Property taken without consent cannot be given, for to give is conditioned on and presupposes ownership by the giver. I cannot give that which is not mine. Thus, the genie's largesse cannot qualify as gifts but only as loot.
Loot is not help, one who loots is not a helper, and one who accepts the loot is not really helped.
Power to tamper with the volitional faculties of others is, in fact, a dangerous possession. Nor does it matter whether this power be used to restrain these faculties, as in private or political dictatorship, or exerted to relieve the need for the exercise of these faculties, as in private or political welfarism. However strong the compulsion in most of us to modify or improve the lot of other people, if we would avoid causing more harm than good, we must confine ourselves to those aids that stimulate the renewed exercise of the volitional faculties in others. This suggests a rejection of all power to impose, leaving instead a reliance upon ingathering or drawing power - that magnetic, attracting, emulating force, the power that derives from such self-perfection as one may achieve.
I must not, in picking to pieces the notion that wishes are rights, leave the impression that wishes, of and by themselves, are proper objects of scorn. On the contrary, wishes, hopes, aspirations are among the most important forces motivating human progress, evolution, emergence. At issue here is only the means of their gratification.

We who reject illusory schemes are not denying the good life to others but merely pointing out that these political nostrums can lead only to desolatory dead ends. No good end can be reached by choosing a wrong way.




                   Signed: Leonard E. Read
As we uncover more and more wrong ways, the right way begins to take form. It is the greatest gratifier of human wishes ever come upon — when allowed to operate. It is as morally sound as the Golden Rule. - It is the way of willing exchange, of common consent, of self-responsibility, of open opportunity. It respects the right of each to the product of his own labor. It limits the police force to keeping the peace. It is the way of the free market, private property, limited government. On its banner is emblazoned Individual Liberty.
Additional copies of this May 1983 Notes from FEE available on request. Should you order 20 copies or more and wish to pay for them, the printing cost is about 10 cents each.
Use order form.
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Bureaucracy

Now available in paperback
by Ludwig von Mises
This 1944 classic clearly distinguishes between bureaucratic management and profit management.
The author does not condemn bureaucracy per se. He shows where it is useful and necessary. But then he sets out in bold relief where bureaucracy is a disaster— when it substitutes government action where private enterprise ought to prevail.
The long conflict between individualism and collectivism continues to divide mankind into two hostile camps. Today many advocates of omni-competent govern​ment are less sure of themselves. Thus, at long last, this prophetic look at the contrast between bureaucratic and business management could have its day.
This 138-page paperback, published by the Center for Futures Education, also is available from The Foundation for Economic Education. 

138 pages, $6.95 Use order form

_________________________________________________________________________________
Organized Against Whom?

The Labor Union in America
An attractive, sturdy paperback
by Clarence B. Carson
Now available under the auspices of Western Goals is the story of The Labor Union in America. - Organized Against Whom? Several chapters were carried as Freeman articles in 1980 and 1981. In addition there is a new introductory chapter on "The Enigma of Unionism," a chapter on "Organizing Government Employees," and a concluding, convincing appeal for "A Free Market for Labor."
Altogether, an explanation of the failure of coercive union intervention, - the failure to promote the interests of the least affluent of workmen, the failure to serve consumers efficiently, and therefore, the failure to meet the test of free and open competition.
A valuable history for employees as well as employers, students as well as teachers of labor relations.
110 pages, $5.00 Use order form

Readers of The Freeman will recognize Dr. Carson as the expert regular contributor in American social and intel​lectual history. Many of his articles have been assembled and expanded in books such as:

The World in the Grip of an Idea 

The Rebirth of Liberty

Throttling the Railroads

The War on the Poor 


The Flight from Reality
The Fateful Turn

Order from: The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc.
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On
Rejecting Human Rights
by Tibor R. Machan

"reason", May 1973

It is commonly assumed by those who believe in individualism that it is in one's self-interest to respect the rights of others. Is it possible that one can espouse individualism, yet at the same time assert a case against human rights? In analyzing this question, REASON Associate Editor Tibor R. Machan, Assistant Professor of Philosophy at State University College, Fredonia, New York, offers his views on the paramount significance of human rights.
Not much more than a year ago a new attack on human rights has been launched, this time from a very unlikely source. Most people are aware of the usual rejections of human rights: they are social and political principles by which capitalists gain but workers suffer, they cannot be proven to exist, we never never agree on what human nature is, they restrain the law so that it cannot serve a growing society, etc., etc. Most of those who deny that there are human rights clearly reject individualism and egoism. That is just their point against human rights — if a legal system implements them and if governments protect and preserve them, people will be able to seek after what they want, without having to pay dues to everyone.
But the most recent attack is different. The only thing close to it in political thought is Max Stirner, a thoroughly subjectivist individualist. The idea is that a consistent individualist, acting in terms of ethical egoism, has to reject that his actions ought to be guided by considerations of what others have a right to. That would be, the argument runs, to violate one's ethics — not to act only on the basis of what is in one's best interest. To yield to the edicts of human rights would be to concern oneself with what is in the interest of others.
EXAMPLE PRESENTED
The argument is given support by the following example: suppose I encounter a drunk in a dark alley, sprawled on the ground; the drunk is loaded with cash and my interest would at this time be well served if I could purchase something for which I do not have the money; I know the drunk cannot prevent me or retaliate; is it not clear that it is in my self-interest to take the money and simply disappear? It must be.
To look at this a bit more closely it would be nice to have a detailed argument to refer to. Unfortunately the people who have advanced these views have not put out anything quite cogent enough to grapple with. I have seen little two-page essays here and there, found myself under attack at this or that meeting I attended for defending human rights, and have heard of private lectures being given proclaiming that human rights are "spooky" or "mythical." In view of this, my own tactic will be to take on just the above and give a very brief defense of the compatibility - no, interdependence - of human rights and ethical egoism. (A far more extensive discussion may be found in my forthcoming book on human rights as well as in Professor Eric Mack's paper, "Egoism and Rights" in THE PERSONALIST, Fall 1972.)
In brief when the argument we just encountered denies that it is in one's self interest to act in terms of what the moral/political principles we call human rights require. If we recall that those who advance the argument are anarchists, this makes a bit better sense. For anarchists there cannot be any political principles — for a consistent anarchist, politics is immoral. So political principles must be flawed — or designed to serve the goal of evil.
IMPORTANCE OF "CONTEXT"
The example which supports this argument already shows the rejection of politics. No mention is made of the political context — the broad context of life in which one's encounter with others, drunk or not, must be understood, in order to formulate the sort of conduct which will benefit oneself. If, for example, the drunk has his money marked and chemically identified with me after I take it, I will not likely be able to learn if he can retaliate. If he has an army waiting just around the block — or just a very big and nasty dog sitting nearby watching over the master — my rational self interest is far from being served by my move to take the money he has on him. Whatever the wider social, technological, economic circum​stances are will have to figure into the answer to "What is in my best interest concerning that money sticking out of this drunk's pocket?" Let me enlarge on this a bit.
To act rationally toward others, we need to know something about them. We would be well off to know that others are agents and can acquire things on their own, without having to hurt anyone. This will inform us of the fact that people get attached to what they have acquired — first discovered, created, traded, etc. From all this it seems quite reasonable to conclude that if others are rational, they will act to insure what is theirs, to protect against those who would take it either by accident or intentionally. As we proceed to act towards others in the most rational way available to us — based on numerous valid generalizations and lots of details — the above data will make a difference to what is or is not rational action. Rational people will guard against potential threats to either life or acquired items, property. They know that people are free to be irrational, to evade that something belongs to one, another thing to another. So they will do the best to make the effects of such irrationality as minimal as possible, given the circumstances.
It is true that in many societies people do not do this systematically. Some don't do it at all. In some places like communes, there is such closeness among people that no help from outsiders is ever needed to secure decent conditions, to insure against violations of self interest. Mutual self interest is very directly tied to the self interest of individuals. (But even though, most communes fail even more dismally than larger societies.) 
GENERAL APPROACH TO LIFE
Now if we reconsider the example, what is its problem? Once we know that in society people will, on the whole, act to ensure against those who will not abide by the fact that this belongs to one, that to another person, the drunk's money won't even appear to be so accessible to me. Granted I may not be caught. Granted that even if the drunk or his friends catch me, I can fight back successfully. Yet, as a generalized approach to life, I am better off living by taking only that which no one has claimed or someone is willing to part with to me.
Human rights identify social conditions that are good for people because they are people. Their human
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nature requires them. In this human rights are standards of conduct derived from the nature of man - only they pertain to a social context. They are politically basic - as certain principles are basic in physics but not in metaphysics, or basic in organic chemistry but not in chemistry as such. Human rights are not ethically, only politically basic.

There is no politics for anarchists. So these standards are inconsistent for them, what with their commitment to anti-politics. The concession that human rights are standards of political conduct would lead to the question: how do we best insure that we abide by them, so that we can engage in the purposes of human community, peaceful, mutual development of our lives in each other's company (division of labor)? 
Well, we could organize and hire some people to supervise the venture. If people do not abide by the requirements that make it possible (and to their interest as well as ours), we remove them for a while, throw them out of the community, etc. And the agent that will do it will have to be kept extremely good at his job so he does not, like a bad doctor, injure the client more than help him.

Just how people might do this is precisely the issue of political theory (Cf. IN DEFENSE OF POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY by Jeffrey H. Reiman. a Harper Torchbook that responds to Robert Paul Wolff's IN DEFENSE OF ANARCHISM). But an anarchist cannot admit that this is possible. So he needs first to deny that human rights exist around which such a scheme might be organized.

"LIFE BOAT" CASES

Obviously there will be occasions when the standard of political viability must be violated. Political principles, those standards by which we ought to conduct ourselves in a human community we joined voluntarily, derive from more basic ethical standards. The principle of justice toward others as the best means by which to establish mutually beneficial relations among men, derives from the most basic human value of rationality. And when the conditions do not exist where justice could exist, it becomes pointless to say that there are cases when justice must yield to some other values. In short, the "life boat" cases of ethical and moral dilemma simply tell us that human rights are inapplicable, not that they have to be violated on moral grounds. Obviously if one cannot do something, it is silly to ask him to; it is especially silly to identify it as his moral responsibility.

One of the advantages of a contextual approach to human understanding and knowledge is that we can justify by it our confidence that people have the capacity to respond rationally to unknown, unanticipated situations. So while we cannot generate principles for "life boat" cases, that is just their point: they are the stress cases, the borderline cases, which all fields of knowledge from physics to ethics exhibit; neither need we say that they are unmanageable. 
People are active agents, capable of generating answers to questions that have not arisen before. Only passive beings require some ready-made formula for every eventuality - some instinct, commandment, authority. The egoistic ethics that gives rise to the political theory of a free society, and human rights, has nothing much to do with that - even if some people - labeling themselves libertarians say to the contrary. (We all have to make our considered judgments as to whether to accept when someone identifies himself as this or that. Surely he has the capacity to make a mistake about that, too.)

A final note. Among those who reject human rights are some calling themselves anarcho-capitalist or capitalists. That self-identification makes no sense, With the rejection of human rights - and property rights -must go any adherence to capitalism, free market economics, laissez-faire or the like. Without the general standard of human rights, how would one identify what belongs to whom, whose privacy includes this property, what may someone trade off as he wishes, etc. All these essential aspects of what makes capitalism viable get wiped out with human rights gone!

The fact is that in human history, human rights theory came up with the best solution to man's political problems. It answered the question: By what standards of conduct can a human community be successful? To reject this in the name of self-interest is a travesty. [r]
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Human Rights and Human Liberties

A Radical Reconsideration of the American Political Tradition
Tibor R. Machan

Human Rights and Human Liberties presents a much needed, timely justification of the unique tradition of American politics. It is not an apology for the current pragmatic, unprincipled political goings on. Tibor Machan, a student of the philosophical underpinnings of American political traditions, has developed a detailed theoretical defense of freedom of individual choice.


The major tenets of the theory Machan defends are the principles of human rights. The rights to life, liberty, and property, and the freedom to engage in conduct that will make these secure are essential to living a moral life within a human community. But Machan, unlike earlier defenders of human rights, does not assume some vague notion of morality. He develops the view that the only sensible, coherent, and ultimately tenable moral position amounts to a variety of egoism. The egoism Machan defends is the classical egoism of Greece, especially of Aristotle. Each individual ought to aspire to the life of a morally aware human being, that is, each person, wherever and in whatever epoch, should live rationally, according to the highest dictates of reason, within the context of his or her situation and capacities.


The human rights identified by Machan as essential to a good human community are the conditions that make a morally dignified life possible for everyone. Machan is not defending group rights, special interests, class purposes, or the like. The community in which human rights are protected and preserved does not ensure happiness for all; it ensures only its peaceful pursuit. So Machan is not defending some Utopia; he wants only the best possible political organization. Nor is Machan concerned to secure universal justice by political means. Only the political aspects of justice, namely laws that protect human rights, can be secured by way of politics. Attempting to make politics carry the full burden of justice must lead to devastating injustice.

Human Rights and Human Liberties is a defense of the free society, not of some unattainably perfect society. It is a defense of liberty at a time when many of our citizens are in the grips of ideologies which aim at total statism. Machan sees the solution to our political problems in the reduction of the state to its only proper function: protection and preservation of conditions of morality in a human community. This, then, is an important book, a desperately needed antidote to the anti-human, anti-individualist trends that dominate our times. It is a defense of the individual's moral autonomy against those who would debase individuals for alleged higher goals.

Nelson-Hall Co.

325 W. Jackson Blvd.

Chicago, Illinois 60606

U.S.A.

Jacket design: Design Marks - Copyright © 1975 by Nelson-Hall Inc. -  Manufactured in USA
(J.Z.: Did TRM, who has written much on the subject in general terms, try to draft a human rights code of his own? - J.Z., 27.10.05.)
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NATURAL MORAL LAW

by Fred Foldvary


One of the fundamental questions of ethical philosophy is, as Robert Nozick put it, "If there are ethical facts, what kind of facts are there, (and) what makes them hold true?"(l). Morality is universal in human society yet no universal morality has been accepted by humankind. Central to the concept of freedom or liberty is the question of whether there exists a rational and objective moral standard, or whether there are only personal value with which to come to some type of social and political agreement.


The three basic moral possibilities are, 1) Authoritarianism) 2) Relativism; 3) Naturalism.


By authoritarianism is meant here the concept that some Authority, such as the Bible or some Leader, is the unquestioned source of moral standards because the Authority exists on some higher or greater level then the humans who must follow it. Religions have been the chief examples, often basing their moralities on some divine revelation or prophet which then is followed without question, and moreover imposed on people by force. Islamic Iran is one of the clearest examples of this today, though in a milder form it forms the basis of much of the world's law, including that of the U.S. In a different form authoritarianism forms the basis of law in the Soviet Union and similar countries, where the Marxist-socialist ideological dogma has replaced the older religions and is imposed because it is declared to be the truth and not because a consensus or majority wishes to have it. Tradition, where coercively imposed, can be an authority, where something is right just because ancestors have done it that way and no one may do otherwise.


Relativism, along with its cousin nihilism, denies any authority. It says there are no absolute or objective values in nature, and that one cannot derive moral statements from natural facts. There are only individuals with their own values, who in a society come to various political and social agreements on questions of right and wrong. To some extent relativism is in force in the United States and other countries, where many matters are resolved by "community standards," by majority vote, or by the arbitrary whims of those in charge without any claims to divine or other authority.


Naturalism as used here agrees with relativism that there is no objective reason why any authority should prescribe morality. But it denies the relativistic view that morality is therefore arbitrary and relative. It claims that a rational moral standard can be derived from the nature of humans, that there is something in our nature that gives rise to a natural ethic that can be dis​covered by reasoning.


Some American law, such as freedom of speech inscribed in the First Amendment, has been drawn from a natural rights perspective. But the Supreme Court has then said that free speech can be restricted by "community standards," and those standards are often drawn from the prevailing authoritarian views. Thus naturalism has often been subverted by allowing relative and authoritarian morals to overlay it.


Without a rational and natural ethic, concepts such as liberty or rights become arbitrary and devoid of any fixed meaning. Without it, there is no objective basis for determining proper laws. Without it, society is left with the rule of force, since nothing is then inherently right or wrong.


But the need for a natural ethic does not by itself create it. Many philosophers have attempted to devise a rational ethic, but they have generally suffered from two problems:

1) The derivations have been vague and unstructured.

2.) There has been no specific yet comprehensive formulation of rules of right and wrong.


It is beyond the scope of this article to examine the various moral constructs by philosophers such as Plato, Locke, Mill, Spencer, Rand, Rothbard, Nozick, Gewirth, and others. I will instead reshape ideas from them and add some of my own, from my book The Soul of Liberty, to derive a rational ethic.


Before deriving it, we must place natural law in an overall philosophical framework. For example, some would say that it is impossible for humans to really know anything, so there can be no knowledge of morality. If nothing is real, then morality is not real either. Without digressing in a philosophical discussion about "how we know what we know," let us simply agree that the world we perceive represents practical reality, so that if John pushes Ralph out the window, it really happened, we can know it, and John's push caused Ralph to fall.

The Derivation

The first step in finding something is knowing what it is we are looking for. What do we mean by a rational ethic? What does it involve? As I see it there are seven criteria that this ethic must satisfy. These criteria are both necessary and sufficient to establish the ethic. If a given ethic satisfies all of the
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criteria,  it is then, by definition,  the ethic that naturalism claims exists.  The ethic must be:


1) Comprehensive. One must be able to apply the ethic to all possible life situations, without 

exception.


2.) Universal. This means the ethic must apply to all persons everywhere, without exception.


3) Objective. By this I mean the ethic must be independent of any personal or cultural ethical 

views. It must not depend on any consensus, agreements, or authorities.


4) Absolute. It must be fixed, permanent, and unchanging. It cannot vary over time or space, 

unless 
fundamental human nature changes.


5) Rational. It must be self-consistent and not contradict any observed facts or truths. It must 

be logically derived and constructed.


6) Natural. It must stem from the real-world premises, including widely agreed truths about 

human nature.


7) Unique. There can only be one naturalistic ethic, so one must show that the ethic excludes 

any others.


Just as a mathematical proof must begin with axioms, a philosophical construction must begin with agreed upon premises. 

These are the three assumptions upon with this presentation is based:


1) Humans are individually different. This means two things: individuality and independence. Individuality recognizes that every human has a unique personality, with unique tastes and desires. Independence means that each human is self-controlling, with one's own will. We are not part of one mass mind, as ants might be.


2) Humans are equally human and morally equal. Humans have a common genetic base which gives them an equal human nature. All human races can interbreed. Unlike bees where the queen, workers, drones, and soldiers have special biological status, humans have no biologically mandated roles, aside from child-parent and male-female reproductive requirements. The differences in strength, intelligence, and talent do not detract from the basic nature of all humans in having the self-conscious awareness to be able to guide their actions and make reasoned choices. This equality in nature gives humans a moral equality, in that there is no objective reason for giving any one set of humans moral authority over another set.


3) Humans do what they believe is best for themselves and what they love.  There is a basic egoism in man in that he seeks to satisfy his needs and desires. People seek to promote their well-being rather than reduce it.


These premises are assumptions to be accepted as self-evident by ordinary observation, rather than having to be proved. If one does not accept them, then one may well end up rejecting natural moral law. One has to start somewhere.


Besides the 7 criteria and the 3 premises, there are two definitions that we need to establish as we begin the derivation of natural moral law (NML).


We will begin with the individual human and ask, what is "good" or "evil" for him or her? 
Let us define "personal-good" as that which an individual deems to be beneficial or agreeable, and "personal-evil" as that which he deems to be harmful or disagreeable. According to the third premise humans will seek what they see as "good" and will shun what they see as "evil". The prefix "personal" emphasizes that we are defining good and evil at the level of the individual person. Good and evil are not abstractions existing by themselves. By our first premise, each individual will see good or evil in his own unique way.


The second premise gives these individual perceptions an equal moral standing. One person does not have any objective moral basis for dictating good and evil to another (though in some cases we may have to guess at what another may have wanted, such as assuming a murder victim did not wish to be killed).


We can now formulate a first conclusion for NML: acts which only affect oneself are prescribed by NML as morally neutral. NML cannot call acts you do only to yourself good or evil, because only you can determine whether the acts are personal-good or personal-evil, and no one else has the moral authority to do so.


This leaves us with acts that affect others. Let us begin with those that are personal-evil to some individual.

(Those acts which are neither personal-evil nor personal-good to anyone are, by default, morally neutral for NML).

Let "injury" be defined as "an act which leaves someone less well off than he was before". The injury constitutes a personal-evil to the person it happened to.

Now let us divide injuries into two types, harms and offenses. An "offense" is an injury that is dependent on the views of the victim for its effect. Its disagreeableness depends on his personal, cultural, and religious views, biases, opinions, prejudices, and attitudes.
For example, if someone is upset by the sight of nudity, it is an offense because his reaction depends on his personal views and values. Others may not be offended by the same sight.


Those injuries which do not depend on such personal ethical views will be called "harms". For example, if someone stabs you with a knife, the injury depends on your physical pain rather than your religious and political views. It is a harm.
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One of the criteria for NML was that it must be objective, i.e. independent of cultural and personal views. In essence, the derivation of NML starts with a set of acts falling in personal-good and -evil categories and then excludes those which do not agree with the criteria or the premises. Thus NML excludes offenses from those acts which it can prescribe as evil, since these are not objective. Only those injuries which coercively harm others can be called evil by NML.


There is another class of acts that NML must exclude from calling evil - these can be called "incidental injuries". These are injuries which are committed upon others without any intent to injure, but as an effect of pursuing one's own affairs. For example, if someone sets up a grocery store across the street from yours, and your profits are reduced as a result, you may claim to be financially injured. Moreover, it is an objective harm, not a mere offense (as it would be if you objected to the type of business, such as gambling). Can this then be called an evil act by NML?


The second premise gives our desires an equal moral standing. Thus the first grocer could prevent the second from setting up a competing business, the second one could claim to be injured by being prevented from being able to make a living on equal terms. Thus the injuries, in effect, cancel out. The basic principle is that any injuries that are merely the effect of people pursuing their own lives are incidental and indirect, and not included in the scope of evil for NML. Only direct injuries are included. Note that this does not exclude negligence from harms, nor unintentional but direct effects such as pollution, from NML harm.


There is one more class of harms that is excluded from NML's evil - hypothetical harm. Suppose you walk around with a knife. Someone could claim that the knife is a potential threat that constitutes a type of harm. But you could counter that not carrying the knife would leave you defenseless and in danger of harm, thus one potential can cancel out another. Moreover if potential harm is outlawed in general, we would suffer the harm of losing all our liberty. Since no one is actually harmed by the act of carrying a knife, NML must exclude hypothetical harm from its prescription for evil. There are borderline situations, such as a ticking bomb, in which a hypothetical act poses such a present danger that it can be considered an actual harm, but the principle in general gives the benefit of the doubt to not restricting.


Let us now turn to acts which affect others in a beneficial or agreeable way. We can define a "benefit" as the opposite of an injury, i.e. a benefit is an act which leaves another better off, from his viewpoint, then he was before. A benefit must, for NML, be independent of the personal ethical views of the benefactor or third parties. Only the person receiving the benefit can determine whether it is in fact good. So forcing another to do something against his will but "for his own good" is no benefit.


There is nothing to prevent a personal-good from also being an NML good. But does NML compel us to do good, to be benevolent? If it were to do so, the failure to do good would be morally wrong. But so far NML has only prescribed acts which harm others as evil. Thus there is no rational basis for including the failure to do good. Moreover, compelling people to do good would constitute the harm of restricting their freedom of action.


We can now formulate NML as a set of our statements, which, to give them a name, I call the "universal ethic"(2):


1) Harm is a direct, actual injury independent of personal ethical views.


2) A benefit is an act enhancing what the recipient deems to be his well-being.


3) All acts, an only those acts, that coercively harm others are evil (with the exception of self-

defense).


4) Acts that benefit others are morally good, but not obligatory.

Consequences


If a natural morality exists, then natural rights exist. For, as John Hospers wrote, "a right is the reverse side, as it were, of an obligation not to interfere with its exercise"(3).

In other words, the right to property means that others may not harm me by destroying, stealing, or trespassing on my property. Natural rights are just a different way of expressing natural morality. We can say, "I have a right to live" instead of "it is 
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morally wrong for you to murder me".


Liberty or freedom consists of the right to do whatever does not harm others. The key to liberty is the definition of harm, since often governments have defined it to mean "doing anything the rulers don't like". The concepts of harm versus offense, and incidental and hypothetical acts are vital in understanding what liberty is.


The question of how to implement NML in our personal and social lives is a political one. Should there be a central government? How shall disputes be resolved? Who decides when harm has occurred? How do we best defend ourselves against the harmers?

Ultimately, each individual has an equal moral responsibility for deciding these questions, but exactly what form the social response is depends on the social agreements of the families, communities, and larger areas involved. Thus the implementation of NML is fluid and complex while the ethic itself is fixed and simple.


NML by itself cannot answer all moral questions completely since these often depend on secondary premises. For example, is abortion moral?

NML prescribes that it is morally wrong to murder a person, but to answer the abortion question we must first determine the secondary premise of whether the embryo is a person. Thus while NML comprehensively applies to all human behavior, to settle many specific questions we sometimes need to discover the facts or settle secondary premises, just as in a court case we can know the law but still need facts to be able to say "guilty" or not. Thus in applying NML to questions such as national defense, economics, political involvement, etc., NML is the basis framework within which secondary premises and facts can be weighed.


The basic moral imperative in the "universal ethic", that one should not coercively harm another, is compatible with the Randian notion of not initiating force, but is also both broader and more precise. "Harm" seems more comprehensive than "force", and is also a more exact moral notion.


Having derived and constructed the "universal ethic", does it in fact conform to the 7 criteria for NML?


1) Comprehensive. All human conduct is included since all acts are prescribed as evil if they 

coercively harm others, good if they are benefits to others, and otherwise neutral.


2) Universal. All persons are covered.


3) Objective. By excluding offenses from evil acts, leaving only harms defined as 



independent of cultural and personal views, NML become objective.


4) Absolute. As long as the three premises bases on human nature hold true, NML will not 

change. It is thus fixed and permanent .


5) Rational. It is internally consistent and does not contradict anything in the observed world.


6) Natural. The premises are based on human nature, not on cultural or religious assumptions.


7) Unique. Another formulation could differ from the universal ethic in 4 ways: designating 

other acts as harmful, other acts as good, denying that some harms are evil, and 


denying that some benefits are good.


Designating other acts as harmful would either contradict the premise of equality or destroy objectivity.

Similarly, designating other acts as good would make them based on personal views or deny equality. Denying that some benefits are good would contradict the first premise of each person determining what is his personal-good, as well as the premise of equality.
Denying that some harms are evil would likewise contradict the first two premises.
Therefore the universal ethic uniquely formulates NML, and NML, by satisfying the criteria, exists as moral truth.


Of course, the above has been a very brief presentation of NML, but I have attempted to show the outlines of how a naturalistic ethic can be discovered.
There is a relationship between natural moral law and the relative or authoritarian moral views of cultures and persons. NML basically provides the framework for government, whether it is the family, community, or a country that is governing itself. That framework just tells its members not to coercively impose themselves on others. Within this moral framework, the members are then free to pursue their own cultural and personal values.
Thus NML does not replace our relative and authoritarian views, but simply tells us that they may not be made into universal and coercive law.
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Introducing the Libertarian Alliance
Principles:


1. The right of all persons to life, liberty and justly acquired property.


2, The voluntary exchange of all goods and services.


3. Each individual's liberty to pursue his or her chosen lifestyle and to promote it by peaceful 

persuasion, but not to impose it forcibly on anyone else.


4. Elimination of coercive intervention by the state, the foremost violator of liberty.

c/o Alternative Bookshop, 3 Langley Court, Covent London WC2E 9JY, UK, Tel.01-240-1804.

For life, liberty and Property

_________________________________________________________________________________

The Libertarian Alliance, LA
is an independent, non-party group, brought together by a shared desire to work for a free society. The Libertarian Alliance is pledged to fight statism in all its forms, to present libertarian alternatives through pamphlets, leaflets, media coverage and in every possible way.

A libertarian society cannot be brought about by hobbling a few politicians or conducting an advertising campaign. The roots of the state are buried in thousands of years of history and libertarians recognize the importance of a sustained intellectual assault on the foundations of statist ideology - whether it be conservative, fascist or socialist.

For this purpose the Libertarian Alliance also conducts discussions, debates, lectures, seminars, and publishes a quarterly journal, "Free Life".
________________________________________________________________________________
OUR ENEMY THE STATE

A brief introduction to some libertarian views

CENSORSHIP is a device used by all governments to mould their subjects as the politicians think fit, and to stifle the free flow of information which might enable people to organise against their rulers. Among prominent forms of censorship in Britain are the laws forbidding or regulating: obscenity and indecency; publication of "state secrets"; radio and TV broadcasting; sedition; blasphemy; incitement to racial hatred; advertising (e.g. of cigarettes, legal and medical services). (In opposing these attacks on free speech, we of course do not necessarily like all the views which the government suppresses.)
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TAXATION is a form of expropriation which began with pillage and conquest. The politicians' defence of taxation is that in exchange we get certain "essential services" which only the state can provide. However, the politicians are reluctant to test this proposition, either by permitting us to opt out of both tax payments and supposed benefits, or by permitting private concerns to compete with the state. Furthermore, history displays examples of every one of these services (e.g. roads, money supply, law and protection) being provided by voluntary co-operation, without state interference.

CRIME consists of those individual actions which aggress against others: theft, assault, fraud, rape, murder. Law should protect potential victims from aggression, and where possible ensure that the aggressor makes restitution to the victim. If there is no victim, there is no crime. Therefore many present-day "crimes" should cease to be regarded as such (e.g. prostitution, drug-taking, all consenting sexual practices).

INFLATION is not caused by trade unions, big companies or foreign speculators, but entirely by the government, which prints money to pay its bills instead of sticking to the "honest thieving" of taxation. The newly-printed money must drive up prices, whereupon the government conducts a dishonest campaign to "fight inflation", fomenting strife and division in the community.

The currency crank Lord Keynes popularised the theory that inflation can cure unemployment, but his theories are now discredited. Inflation may lead to more employment in the short run, but then has to be dosed in bigger and bigger quantities to maintain the same level. After a few years of inflationary boom, there must be a recession or slump, with unemployment higher than it was to begin with.

THE WELFARE STATE is a gigantic swindle perpetrated on the worker, who is taxed far more for the supposedly "free" benefits than (s)he would have to pay to get similar benefits by private insurance. Nationalized social security, as any nationalized industry, treats its customers like dirt and expects them to be grateful.

IMMIGRATION CONTROLS are absurd and callous attempts by governments to prevent innocent individuals from crossing "national frontiers", even if (in some cases, as with the Vietnamese boat people) it costs them their lives. The injustice to the immediate victims is obvious. What is not so obvious is the massive economic misallocation and waste caused by the penning up of populations in regions where their abilities cannot be put to best use. The abolition of government controls over migration (preferably along with the abolition of all other interference with free trade) would result in an enormous expansion of production for the benefit of the world's people.

TRADE UNIONS should be voluntary associations (like chess clubs, charities, churches or business corporations), free to run their internal affairs as they choose, e.g. as "democratically" or "undemocratically" as they please. Bargaining between employers and employees should be "free", and if they happen to prefer it, "collective". It is nobody else's business: no one can possibly know what the wages of particular groups of workers ought to be. Trade unions cannot cause inflation, but inflation and "incomes policies" can aggravate industrial strife. Trade unions ought to be treated by the law just like any other voluntary association, without privileges or special disabilities .

SOCIALISM is an imaginary system of society, long since shown to be unworkable by Ludwig von Mises, F. A. Hayek, Paul Craig Roberts and others. Although socialism (or communism) is strictly impossible, the idea is dangerous because it encourages people to put more power in the hands of the state. In reality, the struggle today is between the corporate state ("mixed economy") and the free market.

INCOMES POLICIES are, superficially, cosmetic operations by governments to suppress the symptoms of their own inflationary actions. They are actually also attempts to impose the rule of bureaucrats and politicians on the people, by implementing the preposterous idea that the rulers can know what everyone's income ought to be. Incomes policies were tried in ancient China and Rome, and many times since. They have never "worked" (i.e. stopped the effects of inflation on prices) and they never will. By partially paralyzing the essential workings of the price system, they sabotage production and impoverish the people.

CONSERVATIVE, LABOUR AND LIBERAL PARTIES stand for the present corporate state. All of them advocate increasing government regulation and harassment of the people on behalf of organised interest-groups .

301

______________________________________________________________________________

THE STATE

LIFE, LIBERTY, PROPERTY AND HEROIN

by Brian Micklethwait

A good summary of libertarianism is the list of principles on the from of the Libertarian Alliance's introductory leaflet: "Our Enemy the State" -

1. The right of all persons to life, liberty and justly acquired property.


2, The voluntary exchange of all goods and services.


3. Each individual's liberty to pursue his or her chosen lifestyle and to promote it by peaceful 

persuasion, but not to impose it forcibly on anyone else.


4. Elimination of coercive intervention by the state, the foremost violator of liberty.

The leaflet goes on to expound libertarian ideas in more detail, by taking sides in arguments already raging. Libertarians are against State censorship, taxation, the Welfare State, immigration controls, socialism, incomes policies and political parties. Inflation and Trade Unions are a matter of taste: people should be allowed to trade in the currency or join the Union of their choice. We are also against crime, provided that it is crime, that there is a victim whose rights have been violated. (Injecting harmful drugs into yourself is not, or ought not to be, a crime. Only you suffer.)

Retaliation?

Some say that free trade will only work if everybody else agrees to it as well. We should only stop subsidising British coal, it is said, if the Germans and Poles stop subsidising theirs.

Also, people worry that if our shirt-makers are better paid than in Taiwan, a free market would be unfair and wreck our shirt industry and our economy generally.

Fallacy

Neither criticism is valid. Each individual, region, nation and continent has advantages and disadvantages compared to others. Some regions have abundant rain and sun, making it easy to grow fruit. Other places have politicians who are extra-generous to coalminers. Neither fact justifies our politicians in giving compensatory gifts to our fruiterers or coalminers.

(Should I get a government grant to compensate me for my small biceps?)

No. The unfettered market pushes us all towards what we do best, away from that which would require a government grant to be profitable.

Hong Kong is surrounded by the vast slave state of Red China. Hong Kong-ers didn't wait for freedom to erupt all over China before giving it to themselves. A policy of retaliatory economic intervention would have been a self-inflicted version of the alien meddling that now, alas, awaits Hong Kong and is already wrecking its economy. Should we, in the name of fairness, do that to ourselves?

If others give us coal for half of what it cost to dig up, that's their problem! We should take it and leave ours in the ground for when cheap coal becomes hard to come by. Cheap foreign coal will meanwhile be one of our advantages.

(With my puny biceps but quick mind, I shun coalmining and instead write articles on my mighty computer.)
Bright Tories
Despite libertarian reservations about party political activity, libertarian ideas are spreading among the younger, brighter members of the Conservative Party, and especially among the Federation of Conservative Students.

Candour

Marc-Henri Glendening was recently elected the Chairman of FCS.  While the post was being argued about just before the vote, Glendening was asked about legalising heroin. His opponents hoped he would either deny having said anything about heroin (which would have made him a liar, for he had) or else that he would equivocate in an embarrassing, vote-losing manner. Instead, he repeated that for the state to prevent people from injecting drugs into themselves is a violation of their personal liberty. His candour, clarity and chutzpah actually won him crucial votes.

Conservatives (notably Edwina Currie MP) are now complaining in strangulated back-stage whispers about these crazy new ideas.  "Will the Conservative Party be wrecked by its own Militant Tendency?"

From "The Cambridge Liberator", Issue 1, August 1984, page 8, with photo and advertisement left out. Contact : Andrew M. Fox, Pembroke College, Cambridge, Cabs. CB2 IRF, UK. One year, 5 issues, 3 Pounds.
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