Pan Gibbon
136.) HOW BARBARIANS SOLVED THE PROBLEM OF PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE

Edward Gibbon in his famous work "The History of the Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire", Vol. VI, chap. 38: The Laws of the Barbarians, reported:

"Yet the laws of the Barbarians were adapted to their wants and desires, their occupations and their capacity; and they all contributed to preserve the peace, and promote the improvements of the society for whose use they were originally established.

The Merovingians, instead of imposing an uniform rule of conduct on their various subjects, permitted each

people, and each family of their empire, freely to enjoy their domestic institutions (*69); nor were the

Romans excluded from the common benefits of this le​gal toleration (*70).

The children embraced the law of their parents the wife that of her husband, the freedman that of his patron; and, in all causes, where the parties were of different nations, the plaintiff, or accuser, was obliged to follow the tribunal of the defendant, who
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may always plead a judicial presumption, of right of innocence. A more ample latitude was allowed, if (as? - J.Z.) every citizen, in the presence of the judge, might declare the law under which he desired to live, and the national society to which he chose to belong. Such an indulgence would abolish the partial distinctions of victory and the Roman provincials might patiently acquiesce in the hardships of their conditions; since it depended on themselves to assume the privilege, if they dared to assert the character, of free and warlike Barbarians. (*70)

(69.) The Ripuarian law declares, and defines, this indulgence in favour of the plaintiff; and the same toleration is understood or expressed in all the codes except that of the Visigoths of Spain. 'There was such a difference between the laws that there were different laws not only in districts ‑ and communities but even in many homes. For it happened very often that, if there were five men together, none of them lived under the same law as anyone of the others.' - said Agobard, in the ninth century. He foolishly proposes to introduce a uniformity of law as well as of faith.

(70) 'We order that all business done amongst Romans has to be done according to the Roman Law'. Such are the words of a general constitution promulgated by Clotaire, the son of Clovis, and sole monarch of the Franks, about the year 56o. (71) This liberty of choice..."

We have here a practical example of exterritorial and autonomous communities of volunteers, existing peacefully together in the same country, though their subjects are members of different tribal communities with different laws.

Application of this experience to Australia would mean that the Labour Party, its members and voters, would be allowed to set up a separate State for themselves and that the people who are backing the Liberal Party would have an opportunity to live subject only to liberal or libertarian laws of their own choosing. (The splinter groups would naturally claim the same right.) Thus, the power struggle between the parties would be
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ended. The same could be achieved on the international level. Voluntarism and exterritorial self‑government permitted in East and West would give every side a chance to win rightfully and peacefully and would prove the wrong side to be wrong quickly and convincingly enough. I predict that all communist exterritorial experiments in the West would fail and that many of liberal associations would succeed, the more liberal, genuinely liberal or rather libertarian, the better. 

Would the totalitarians not permit? 

Ask yourself whether they could resist revolutionaries with such an aim!

Let us learn, even from Barbarians, as much as they have to teach us.
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