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uReindustrialization'
by Scott Olmsted

he pages of the nation's bus-
iness journals are all abuzz
with a new word. Lcading
economists have inserted it
into their vocabularies faster

than they dropped 'Keynes'. The Presi-'
dent has used it to label the economic
center pieee of his te-election campaign.

The word is "reindushialization",
and what it means is that all these peo-
ple are suddenly aware of just how seri-
ous is the houble with American indus.
t4r. Never ones to miss an opportunity,
a consensus of business, labor, and
government leadets is calling for sub-
stantial changes in govetnment policies
that promise to affect every pocketbook
and every tax retum.

There is no doubt that major seg-
ments of the economy ate in trouble.
As Time magazine teports, "Auto-
mobiles, steel, and rubler are all oper-
ating at Depression levels, plagued by
a$ng plants, declining productivity, en-
trenched labor unions, restrictive
govemment regulations and fierce
foreign competition." As reported by
Bustneas Weeh, the rate at which Ameri-
cans save is a pitiful 67a, compared to
l4Vo in l4rest Germany and 207o in Japan.

. hoductivity has begun to decline after
decades ofsteady advance, and R&D has
dropped significantly as a ftaction of
GNP.

So what is the solution ptoposed by
those who would 'teindustrialize"
America? The recommendations include
tax cuts to stimulate economic develop.
ment, reduction of govemment regula-
tions, establishment of new govemment
agencies for tlte reconstnrction of in-
dustry, protection for declining indus-
tries, and a "Japan, Inc." approach to
cooperation among business, labor, and
government. As Busrness Week callsit,
'h new social contract!' must be written.

This is a mixed bag of temedies.
Some portions mean reduced govem-
ment intervention in the economy and
some portions mean mor?. Lct us take
the two classes separately.

REDUCING GOVERNMENT
INTERVENTION

Ttre keystone of this part is massive
tax cuts for business to 'ttimulate" in-
vestment. Since taxation is merely the
politicians' way of stealing fibm the
people, any tax cut ought,to be wel-
comed solely on moral grounds. But in a
putely economie sense we must object
to the use of the word "stimulate" to
describe the effect of a reduetion in the
tribute that the shareholders of com-
panies are required to pay tle'govem-

ment for the pdvilege of doing business.
A tax cut "Btimulates" investment in
tlre same way that temoval of weights
from a mnner'8 stroes tbtimulates" his
perfotmrnce.

Ihe tax cut proposal is redly a tacit
admission that by appropriating the pro
ductive efforts of industry, the govem-
ment has inhibited its ability to crrate
iobs, to adapt to changing circum-
stances, to innovate, to supply the cw-
rent and future needs ofconsumers, and,
in general, to carry out the tole that it
must play in a healthy economy. It is an
admission that govemment is less effi-
cient at all of these tasks when it directs
nesouroes than is the free market.

In the same way we must welcome
any reduction in economic tegulations
as a victory for consumers and workers.
By preventing the efficient f,ow of te-
sourres through the economy according
tp the decentralized price signals and
substituting the coercion of import
quotas, priee supports, outright sub-
sidies, antidumping measutes, and "Buy
American" rules, the eonsumer's dollar
buys less and the average workerb pay-
check is lower because they are pre-
vented from putting their labor and
earninp to their maximum advantage.

The bulk of the reindustrialization
package calls for massive government
intenention to support specific projects
and industries, and reduce private con-
sumption. A new Reconstmction Ft-
nance Corporation is envisioned, ih
duty to pump money into failing enter-
prises like Chrysler, [ockheed, or New
York Ctty, and "national priority" pro-
jects like synfuels. In addition, govem-
ment would seek out the most promising
industries of the 80's and 90's, such as
elechonics and telecommunications,
and then, by mea6 of tax policy and
trade measutes, encouragc investment in
those and away ftom declining indushies.

firese proposed policies are a mix-
ture of the unnecessaqr an.d the insane.
It is unnecesary to channel lesouroes
away finom declining industries and
toward expanding ones; the financial
markets can accomplish this quite well,
as they have done in the past. For the
government to push in the same direc.
tion would be to encourage owrinaest-
ment in those industries-nd produce
more unemployment and dismption
down the road as they lind the miukets
not large enough to support their plans.

The rcst of the policieo are a pnscrip-
tion for disaster. As William Nordhaus, a
former member of hesident Certer's
Couneil of Economic Advison, says,
"Beindustrialization is a Hula Hoop. On

.a deeper level, it is a pemicious idea
that basically calls for te+nforcing sick
industries."'

fire interventions called for would
punish the American taxpayer for the
past mistakes of business and govern-
ment,and cement into place uneconomic
enterprises at tbe cost of lost jobs and
.lpss takeiome pay. Ihey are an attempt
to enlist govemment subsidies by Amer-
ica's largest, wealthiest corporations for
their least efficient bqqiness ventures.
An RFC would become a drain on the
economy, taking money away'$om pro-
ductive worken and business and drop-
ping it down a rathole of perpetual
money-losen. Rather than aiding in tlte
rebuilding of American industry, these
schemes would hasten its decline into
a second-rate, unproductive, uncompet.
itive collection of economic cripples,
forever dependent on Uncle Sam to
soak up the rcd ink and keep more effi-
cient forcign competition from finishing
them off. -

The ptoblem is one of politics, not
economics. Intervention in,the economy
always impedes progress because suc-
cessful enterprises dont look to govern-
ment for help-unsuccessful ones do. As
Raymond Vernon of Hanrard Univer-
sity states, "The American political
prooess almost guarantees thatthe deci.
sions will be made not on economic
grounds."

Probably the grcatest danger from
the call for reindustrialization is that the
nation will adopt comprehensive na-
tional planning in which government
becomes not merely policeman and
meddler, but partner, collaborator, and
banker. This is the way that the Italien
and German economies went'earlier this
century, and it inevitably produded
debt.ridden, bureaucntic, and milita-
ristic societies. As John T. Flynn wrote
in 1944,'I|{ilitarism is the one great gla-
mour public-works project upon which
a variety of elements in the community
cen be brought into agreement.'

IYe have advanced much too far
down tltis road as things.stand nor, apd
the coincidence of Ronald Rcagan and
Jimmy Carter calling for higher military
budgets and Bnemess Weeh pitrlhingfor
mor" goyemment subeidies while de-
riding the fiee market as "outdated"
should make us all very uneasy. As Flynn
wrote, "Ihe test of fascisur is . . . how
many of the essential principles of fas-
ciim do you accept and to what extent
ar" you prepared to appty thoee fascist
ideas to American social and economic
life? Wben you can put your finger on
tle men or the groups that urge for
America the debt*upported state, the
autlrchial corporative state, ilre state
lent on the socialization of investment
and the bureaucrrtic government of in-
dustry and societ5r, the establistrment of
trhe institution of militerism as the great
glamdrous public-worts project of-the
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nation and tlre institution of impedalisn
under which it frroposes to alter the
forms of our goyemment to approactr
as closely as possible the untestrained,
absolute governmentthen you will
know you have located the authentie
fascist."

AI{SWERING ETZIONI
The man who thought up reindustri-

alization is Amitai Etzionira sociologist
and fotmerWhite House advisor. Etzioni
tecently defended his invention in a
short article in .ForDes (August 18,1980).
It is worthwhile to take some of his
main points individually and examine
them morB closely.

'The economy might require, for a
trraruitional period, gouernment mea-
sures to rein in priuate consumption."
firis is unneoessary if thdimpediments
to saving are removed. Number one
priority should be to stop inflation
by ceasing the expansion of the money
and credit supply by the Federal Be-
serve. The disincentive to save from ob-
senring the steady shrinking of invested
dollars is obvious and very serious.
Number two is the removal of all limits
on interest rates and all regulation of
monetary instruments. The terms of
loans and deposits should be strictly a
matter of private contract. With these
distortions on interest rates removed,
eonsumption would not have to be re-
strained. It would faII naturally to a
lower level as people saved more, ond
felt themselues better off for jf because
they chose it as the best of their atter-
natives. Number three should be the re-
moval of the bias in the income tax
punishing saving and rewarding con-
sumption. fire tax rate on a dollar of in-
come sirent today is less than tlat on a
dollar saved because the interest eamed
on the savings continues to be taxed. As
a part of a dtrstic reduction in taxation,
all taxes on interest and dividends
should be ended.

"&n ue rcally jtrstreleax reffiur@s
to the prilnte *ctor, or need. we guide
them a bit, choosing the areas wherc the
rrutntlra wtll fall?" fire question Etzioni
doesn't ask (nor answer) ls how we de-
cide where the "manna" will fall. If
the past is rny guide we must assume
that it will be guided to those with the
most political clout, i.e., the failing,
uniondominated auto airdsteel indushies.

But at a deeper level than just a cyni-
cal view of the process of govemment
tesouroe allocation, we must question
Etzioni's metaphor of manna for rc-
sources released from the chains of
tegulation and taxation. Though he
would like us to regard them as so many
pennies from heaven that the govern.
ment has caught and can now sprinkle
on the deserving, those resources are
really the properfy of those who created
them, and their taking by force of taxa-
tion-ftom workers and stockholders
alike-is the moral equivalent of robbery.

"It might be necewry to tilt in fauor
of productiue capacity." This is just the
other side of the "reining in consump-
tion" coin. If the rate of saving is in
fact below the rate that corresponds to
people's prefetcnces about present ver-
sus future consulnption, then therr will
immediately begn a tilt toward prc-
duetive capacity when the distortion of
govemment intervention in capital mar-
kets is temoved. Favoritism to particular
industries or firms is unnecessary and, in
the long nrn, bounterproductive, as it
is unlik6rly ttrat the govemment+pon-
sored investments are those that can be
sustained by consumen'choices in a
free market. The end rdsult will be
either more economic disruptim as
these firms fail, or losses to be made
up by the taxpayer.
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capacity cannot be achieued by a gou-
ernment policy that is merely passfue."
T?tis flies in the face of the fact that
America's industrial capacidr was orig-
inally built without a govemment "in.
dustrialization" policy'that'teined in
consumption" or "corrected the balance
between consumption and investment"
or "helped industry modernize." It was
a policy of almost total laissez.faire that
released the incredible forces of innova-
tion and productivity that lifted the
average worker from poverty.

THE FALSE PREMISE
The fallaeious premise behind the in-

terventionist aspect of reindustrialization
is the same one that has provided the
now-cmmbling foundation for govern-

ment economic piilicy over the last 50
yean. The premise is that, left to their
own choices about their own resources,

the actors in the economY will make
errors, and these.erron can be spotted
from the government's economic "eye'
in-thesky'l and corlected bY its
commands.

This simply ignores the economic
facts of life. No govemment agency can
possibly have more than a tiny fraction
of the knowledge possesed bY the
millions of participants in the economy.
The view one gets by taking in the "big
picture" in no waY qualifies one to
direct the actions of producers, con-
sumerri, and investors to their unani'
mous benefit. Only the market process'
sortingout the sustainable, lifecnhancing
enterprises from the unproductive, re-

sourcLdraining turkeys, is consistcnt
with the fact that each actor knows his,
or her, own situation best.

A REAL SOLUTION
A real solution to America's indus-

trial problems would recogtize these
facts about mluket processes and com-
petition and would, therefore, remove
the shackles that prevent them ftom
working-while, not coincidentally, re-
storingJustr'ce to the economic realm by
leaving individuals to consume and in'
vest the fmits of their labor, as is their
natural right.

A real solution would abolish the
government agencies that grant monop'
olistic privilpges to some at tlte expense
of othenJhe ICC, FCC, tr'IC, CAB,
DOE, and other sources of quotas,
price-fixing, and barriers to entry.

A real solution would abolish all
subsidies to business and agriculture.
These are measures which direet capital
to the least productive enterprises, foJ
which the ta:rpayer foots the bill.

A teal solution would abolish all
impediments to employment and im-
prove the status of the lowest income
groups at the same time-for there is
no conflict between the long.run in-
terests of business and labor. Measures
such as the minimum rvage, comPul-
sory unionism, and occupational licen'
sure simply prevent workers from bet'
tering themselves economically while a
favored few nap the benefits.

A teal solution would abolish the
Federal Reserve Board and its power to
expand the money supply. Malinvest-
ment and unemployment are caused by
the Fed's creation of money and tlre
subsequent effects on intercst ratps.
Such inflation feeds on itself-s more
and mote new money must be created
to offset inflationary expectations-and
has the power to utterly destroy the
curaency. A policy of sound money-
backing the dollar with gold-is neces-

sary to restoring confidence in it.
In sum, a re$ solution would dePo-

liticbe the economy. It wottld eliminate
the need for economic actors to demon'
strate the fulfillment of some non-
economic prcnquisite before enga$ng
in economic activity. It would
eliminate the power that officials hold
over millions of Americans in violation
of their rights to life, liberty, and
property.

It is no coincidence that the econ-
omy has detcriorated as govemment
intewention has grown. Those who
attempt to sugar-coat more government
intervention by calling it 'teindustrial-
ization" are simply proposing more of
the poison as a remedy. We should
reject their call for favon to the failures
and free up the system instead. Govern-
ment can't solve this problem, govem-
ment is the problem.

Scott Olmsted is editor of lte Stanford
Libertarian, and a nember of the
Student Board of Studenb for a Liber-
tarbn Society.
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The depression has hit Libertarian Vanguard..The fact of-
the matter is that, unless we raise a substantial amount of
money in the next month, we will have to close up shop.

We have cut our staff to the bone. As you can see, our
exoeriment with color has ended. This issue is late, and -
u'ni"rt we raise sufficient funds - the next issue will be iust
as late.

ln short: unless we get immediate and fairly substantial
rrppott from our read-ers, Libertarian Vanguard will cease

publication

Although our paid circulation has gone over the one thou-
sand ma;k, it is'clear that the newspaper cannot survive on
the strength of subscriptions alone. The only way.to ensure

the stabiiity of this publication is to ask for solid, ongoing
suDDort from those who see it as a tool for building a move-

,"nt. The way you can do this is to become a Libertarian
Vanguard Sustaiirer. Sustainers giYe I monthly contl:ibution

- in"exchange for ten gift subsiriptions, a copy of Murray
Rothbard's feft & Right, and a subscription to Cadre, the
newsletter which gives yori the inside story on the liberlarian
movement. (You"must contribute a minimum of $10 per

rnonth to getithe gift subscriptions.)

We have been fighting a losing battle witti skyrocketing
costs for over a yeai now-. As a last resort, we are going direct-
ly to our readers and supporters for the kind of help we

need in order to continue publishing. Many of you have

been with us since the first few issues; many of you have

made contributions to the newspaper before. We believe
that the kind of strong support we have received from our
readers, so far, means that our continuous effort to improve
the content and format of Libertarian Vanguard is making
real progress.

This newspaper is a unique voice. No other libertarian p.eri-

odical has ]ru'Utisfred the sort of comprehensive, up-to-date
analysis of international news which is our forte. We were

it',. iittt libertarian publication to blow the whistle on the
New Right, in a series of indepth articles. And what other
libertariln'!ournal deals with'issues of interest to blacks,
Chicanos, Mexicanos, gays, and other minority groups?

You may not always agree with our politics. But it must be

,iriti.J'ttlat, by uit in"g - and answerin-g.- the sort of qu.es-

tions raised in these pages, Libertarian Vanguard serves the

movement well.

How will the newly+mergent libertarian movement face the
cold realities of American war preparations, and .economic
deoression? Will we lose our bearings,and our battle-or are

wdequal to the task of upholding our principles, even if it
means going against the tide?

We believe that the answer to this question is linked to the
ability of this newspaper to survive. Let's be honest: every

majoi libertarian peiiodical is subsidized by a few-large con-
tributors. But we'believe that this is the legacy of the now-
distant past, when most libertarians could fit - and,.indeed,
did fit - into a space the size of Murray Rothbard's.living
room. Today, in 1980, our movement is growing fast; it can,
and one day will, support a monthly, or even a weekly news-
paper.

Libertarian vanguard is the first step in the right direction.
Y;s;;tkn;l, *."have a long way to go and we are willing
to make the iourney.
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autonomy. However, the idea that
Iocal guerilla organizations will welcome
the lraqis as liberators begins to lose
plausibility as one takes the sebond
factorthe religous factorinto account

The Iranian revolution against the
Shah was, essentially, a nationalist
movement energzed by Shiite theology.
It is the minority Shiite sect of Islam-
fundamentalist, militaristic, and
generally unforgiving in practice-r,hich
poses the ehief thteat to the hegemony
of the majority, moderate Sunni sect.
Centered around disputes which can
trace their history all the way back to
the days of Mohammed, most divisions
in the Islamic world of the present day
stem ftom the fragmentation of Islam.
.Thus, because the majority of Iraqis
are Shiites, the Sunni-dominated Baath
party has observed the Ayatollah
Khomeini's dreams of exporting his
revolution with extreme displeasure.

lor-gqrlhs prior to the haqiinvasion,
Radio Teheran broadcast speeches
by Khomeini himself denouncing haqi
hesident Saddam Hussein as an ..in--

fidel", and calling for the Shiite
majority to rise up in arms. In this con-

-text, 
the war takes-on the aspect of an

haqi "preventative" first strike, aimed
at defusing a possible rcvolt at home.

, s we go to press, the Iraqi in'
/ vasion of the oil-rich hanian

/ A woince of Khuzistan (see

^A,i:"alil:?'ff l'*f#'"i':,H.
ply. Ttre price of gol&-always a baro-
meter of intemational tension-shot up
to over $700 an ounoe. Oil from both
Iraq and han has been completely cut
off. And, as the world watches uneasily,
the politico+conomic fabric of the
Persian Gulf is beginning to'unravel. '

CHRONOLOGY
In early September, an haqi strike

force seized ninety square miles north
of the vital Shatt al Arab delta area,
which is lraq's only access to the
Persian Gulf. The ensuing border
skirmishes following tltis development
started to escalate on September 17,
when{raving seized and held 90 square
miles of disputed tenitory-the Laqis
announced the cancellation of a 1975
treaty which partitioned the Shatt al
Arab re$on. The next day, the first
haqi violations of Iranian airspace were
reported. On September 20, the Aya-
tollah Khomeini called up several thou-
sands reservists. After a few more pte-
liminary skirmishes, thete was no
stopping it: on September 22,haqi air
units attacked ten Iranian airfields, in-
cluding the international airport in
Teheran. On the 23rd, Iraqi forces
began the seige of Abadan-the site of
the world's largest oil refihery. By
Septernber 29, Abadan was in flames.

Air strikes by both nations against oil
production facilities have brought the
re$or1 to an economic standstill. Al-.
though haq clearly has the mihtary
advantage--in addition to the advantage

of a surprise attack-lranian resistance
has begun to stiffen. Aftcr an initial
Iraqi thrust through Khuzistan, the
battle front momentarily extends ftom
Kermanshah in the north, to Dezful in
southwest lran, all the way down to the
point where the figris and the Euphrates
meet and merge.

As haqi forces bludgeon lran, again
and again, the Iranian govemment has
declared that it will never surrender so
much as an inch of territory. "\[Ie will
continue to fight," said lranian Presi-
dent Bani Sadr, who has.taken personal
command of the Iranian armed forces,
"until the last aggressor is driven from
our territory." The Iraqi government,
for its part, has agreed to accept outside
mediation-provided such mediation
tecognizes its territorial claims in ad-
vanee. A "good will" delegation from

lraqi 3oldlers

Islamic nations, led by Pakistan's
General Za, was rebuffed in Teheran;
Bagdhad, Iraqi President Saddam Hus-
sein made noises in favor of a ceasefite
lrovided tihe Iranians rccogni,z.ed dc
facto lngi control of Khuzistan, whieh
i-s 1ow apparently almost completely
fallen to Iraqi armed forc.es.

ROOTS OF TTIE CONFLICT
Frontier disputes dating back before

the days of the old Ottoman Empire
are a primary sourre of the present
conflict. Until the mid-1950's, the
balance of power in the region was
tilted in'favor of lraq. Supported by
Britain+t that time the big imperialist
power with the most local authority-
Iraq controlled the entire Shatt al
Arab alea, aeording to the tetms of a
1937 treaty. After the overthrow of the
haqi monarchy, in 1958, the balance of
powe'r began to shift. lhe rise of Shah
Reza Pahlavi as the US surrogate super-
power in the region led to the Shah's
demand that'the frontier be nioved
stream in the Shatt al Arab waterway.
In 1968-fter the socialist Baath party
came to power in haq-han formally
demanded an end to tlre 1937 pact.
Subsequmt border clashes were taken
up by the United Nations Security
Council. On March 6, 1975, agreement
was reached; with the Algerians acting
as mediators, Iraq gave up its daims t
to the Shatt al Anb, in return for an
end to lranian aid to Kurdish revolu-
tionaries in haq.

Two other factors figute prominently
in the cutrent war. First, there is the
indigenous movement within Khuzistan
(called Arabistan in haq) for some
measutre of autonomy, up to and in-
cluding complete independence. Ttre
much-publicized takeover of the Iranian
embassy in Iondon, during the height
of the hostage crisis a few months ago,
was the work of Arabs demanding
autonomy for Arabistan. Ethnically,
most Arabistanis are Arabe-as are most
haqis. haqi ambitions have been fueled
by the ongoing battle for Arabistani

SOCIALISM
fite haqi decision to press its teni-

torial claims by military means must be
seen in the con0ext of the Baathistttdeolory of dewlopment,"and its con-
sequenoes. Tlte fulminations of Radio
Teheran, although enuniiated in terms
of a relgious iilwil, tell on fertile soil.
Politicelly, the mling Laqi Baath party
is in trouble. fire failure of lraqi+tyle
socialisrn to meet consumer expee.

tations in a mral, agricultural society
undergoing state+ponsored forced
industrialization makes comparisons to
the Shah inevitable. Indeed, it appears
that tlte lraqis have overtaken their
Iranian nelghbors by means of ihvoking
the same measurcs more consistently. If
the Shah's version of state capitalist
development created huge disparities of
wealth, as well as a peasant flight to the
cities, tlen Iraqi state socialism produced
exactly the same rcsults-nly more so.

In 1958, after the overthrow of King
Nuri.Said, the legacy of British colonial.
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ism was still largely intact. A latifundist,
neo-feudal system of land ownership
was enforced on the peasantry by the
Same bureaucracy which had adminis-
tered the rcgon in the name of the
British Empire. Even after the "Revolu-'
tion" of 1958, in which the "Free
Officers" staged a military coup against
the monarchy, this basic apparatus re-
mained largely intact. These military
men were heavily influenced by the
National Democratic Party, a "Fabian"
socialist group generally left-of-center.
The rise of the "Free Officers" further
deepened the divisions between urban
and rural areas, as Iraq became depen-
dent on imports for food. Clearly, oil
was the.wave of the future; the ques-
tion was{row was that "black gold" to
be mined, and by whom?

After a ten-year struggle between
'tnoderates" (who wanted a severely
limited private sector) and 'tadical"
Baathists (who pushed for unlimited
expansion of the publlc sector) the
Baathists won out. Ttrat struggle involved
a three-way fight between the NDP, the
Communists, and the Baath party, pre-
sided over by one General Qasaam and
the Army. After fint uniting with the
Communists against the Baathist/Nas-
serite threat, Qassam excluded the Beds
from his govemment and denied Com-
munist demands for elections and an
end to censorship. The Baathist advo-
cates of Iraqi "Nasserism"-rmed with
Pan.Arabic slogans,. Iike'locialism
befote unity", with a leftist coloration-
gradually increased their influence in
the highest levels of the state apparatus.
The-.Baathist coup against Qassam-
cerried out with the help of the ClA, in
February of 1968--yas the culmination
of a decade-long trend toward the ex-
pansion of the public sector in direct
proportion to the expansion of
the oil industry. fire July 1964 nation-
alization decree transferred, ovemight,
the largest and most profitable business
entcrprises to the public sector. hivate
capital was rooted out of productive
investment. The result was ehaos, and
economic patalysis.

Although rhetorically committed to
fighting "imperialism"-which, in lraq,
means the state capitalist parhrenhip
between colonial govern'ments and big
oil companies-the Baathists have
sttonger links to the oil companies (all
except Exxon) than even their mole
'lro.lYestern" successon. Although
the Baath regime flirDed with the Soviet
Union in tlre early ?0's-contracting for
the development of the oil-rich North
Romailia province{he Baathists werr
and ate extreme anti4ommunists- The
price of CIA support for the 1968 coup
had been the physicat annihilation of
the Iraqi Communist party: ICP leaders
were hung in public disptays of
unabashed brutality. But this slaughter
reflected only internicine warfare be-
tween rival managerial elites and ide-
olo$es. Whereas the ICP was eager to
dircct the program of forced indus-
hialization for the benefit of the Soviet
Union, the nationalist Baathists and
other Nasserite formations (like the
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between the Ayatollah in Qum and the
hesident in l4rashington [or, for that
matter, the Baathists]in the rush to
choose sides between Khomeini and
Carter--tadical Libertarians choose the
side of the Kurds, the Azerbaijanis, the
Baluchis, the Thrkomens, and all the
oppressed people of Iran [and haq].
ltre fight for autonomy in han [and
haql is the key to the radical Liber-
tarian position on the Iranian crisis-
as well as the key to the future of a
free han.

"Any bteakdown of the Lanian [or
Iraqil state into smaller parts is ob-
jeetively a good thing; the revolt against
the Shah was also a revolt against
state+entralized, stafe+nforced'tnod-
ernization" programs and land theft by
the governnient on a grand seale in the
name of '!rogless." Any attempt by
Khomeini [or hesident Hussein] to do
what the Shah couldn't pull off-that is,
maintain an unwieldy ship of state by
means of centralized state authority-
will meet the same fate; uttnr defeat.

The battle for te$onal autonomy is
the context in which demands for basic
democratic rights must be made, in
han [as well as in haq], at t}!s point; as

dissident minorities rcalize g6x6 6r",
have a common interest in defending
religious and cultural divenity, the ex-
tension of that principle to politics will
not be so difficult. That is why the
Ubertarian Party (Badical Caucus) $ves
qualified, critical support to the hanian

.. rryolutionary movements for autonomy
, and baqic democratic righls; in the hope' that a pluralistic society in Iran will

prove fertile soil for the gowth of an
Iranian libertarian movement. [1/80:
p. 4; "Khomeini Clings to Power."]

IIIE FIGHT FOR AUTONOMY
It is 4ot enough for Libertarians to

simply i,oppose US military intervention
abroad, and to call for offieial US

"neutrality". Libertarians ate not, and
can never be, 'heutral" when it comes
down to issues such as these. In the con-
text of the present world situation-
where a brushfire war somewhere in the
Third World can quickly escalate into
a war between the superpowenrwe
.cannot abstain from history in the
making. Objectively, somebody is serving
the interests of the two superpowrs in
the Persian Gulf region-and, convets€ly,
somebody else is serving the interests of
local autonomy and nonalignrnent.
It is instructive to obsene that the

Kurdish Democratic Party-which has
fought a protracted military struggle
against both haq and Iran for decades-
is now fighting the haqi army along-
side Khomeini's "Revolutionary"
Guards. The inabilityof theweak hanian
central government to control.outlying

, regions makes rule from Teheran pref-
erable to lraqi domination-where the-
iron hand of Bagdhad's cenhal planners
would make short shrift of automonist
sentiments. On a higher level, haq's
ties to both superpowe$ must be con-
trasted, sharply, with lran's fierce oppo-
sition to both the US and the USSB.
Ihamatizing once again tlre fact tiat a
given rugime's foreign policy can and
must be judged *pamtely from its
domestic policy, han's even-handed
opposition obiectively seryes the
intercsts of nonalignment and peace. In
an epoch characterized by superpower
contention on aworld scale-in a world
dominated by two Biants, locked in
combat-ny tendency which aims to
break that political monopoly can be
supported. Independence from the
superpowers is a program which, il
implemented, could breah that
monopoly-and abolish the system of
nuclear terrorism which enforces the
world statist peclnng order.' Finally, the conuenience ol this war, es

a pretext for US intervention, cannot bti
ignored. Certainly-what with the taking
of the 50 American hostages, the
"Carter Doctrine", and the upcoming
Presidential elections-the Iraqi invasion
couldn't have beei. scheduled more
propitiously, as far as our own hard-
Iiners are concemed. Probably the Iraqi
Army is doing a better job than the CIA
might have done. Indeed, the CIA has
openly admitted opprating a clandestine
radio station in lraqi tetritory which
does nothing but exhort the Iranians to
overthrow their present govemment. In
addition, an anny of several thousand
pro.Shah hanians, led by deposed haniart
Army officen, is now poised on the
Iran/haq border. Led by General
Oveissie-who ordered the death of
several thorsand anti-Shirh demon-
straton in the stteets of Teheran, in
November of 1978these forces are
reportedly financed by hincess Aslraf,
the deceased Shah's sister.

The outbreak of war in the Persian
Gulf- war which threatens to involve
the US--echoes a recent column by Jack
Anderson, which purported to reveal
a "top secret plan to invade han." On
August 18, Anderson's column reported:
"The tentative invasion date has been
set for mid-October. Sources say the
president has assessed the political con-
sequerices and has concluded the in-
vasion would be popular with the
electorate." Anderson goes on to claim
that his assistant, Dale Van Atta, "has
seen documents so secret that tlte code
word used to classify them is itself
classified. A 'cover plan'has been
devised," says Anderson, "to disguise
the true intent." The next day, in a
follow-up column, Anderson goes into
mote detail: "For planning purposes,
D-Day has been set in October on the
eve of the election. Deceptive cover
plans and alternate plans have been
devised. These alternate plans have in-
terloeking elements, which would ex-
plain the'military preparations without
betraying their true purpose. For
example, the Saudi Arabian rulers ate so
woried about an hanian+tyle revolt
!!at they have asked the US for military
support. Carter has secretly agreed to
the request . . .But top secret docu-
ments identify Carter's real target as

han." (8/19/80.)
Jordan- close ally of the US-has just

joined Egyptian Plesident Anwar Sadat
in openly extending both moral and
material support to Iraq. President
Carter has decided that the Sa[dis
need a few morc planes, and 96 mort
US pilots. ff Anderson is right, and
Carter is counting on a mid-Qctober
blitz to save him at the polls, then cer-
tainly the Iraqi invasion is a perfect
ttcover".

But one needn't have access tc "top
secrtt" documents in order to under-
stand the fact that the "nation" of Iran
is an arbitrary construct, programmed
to self-destruct as a matter of coune.
Carved out of tJte old Ottoman Empir,e
by the Western powerc, it arbitrarily
binds separate peoples togetherthus
fueling age-old disputes which, in the
Middle East, go back to t&e wars be-
tween the many sons of Mohamme&,

The victory of the tevolutionary move-
ments for regional autonomy requires
the downfall of two t5lrannies, one
after the other. First, haq-in alliance
with several US client states, like
Jordan and Erypt*rnust be defeated.

If ttre Kurds and others can exact the
right price from Khomeini- mora-
torium on domestic ttpttssion, some
measur? of local autonomy-then a
united front against the immediate
haqi threat is the right road to take.
As for tlte tyrant Khomeini; tet him
arm the Kurdish rebels in his holy war
against lraq. In doing so, he seals his
oun doom.

borders over autonomous peoples. Ttre
nation+tates "Laq" and "han" arr
completely arbitrary constructs, carved
out of the remnants of the region's
colonial legacy. The Kurdish people
have been fighting both the kanians and
the haqis fol decades; and they are just
one of many national minority goups
within both nations fighting for their
independence. Both han and Iraq play,
on a micro-political scale, roles iden-
tical to those assigned to the two big
superpowers, the US and the USSR, on
a worldwide scale. These people dre
seeking independence not only from
local tyrants, but also from Washington
and Moscow.

The danger of US military interven-
tion in the Persian Gulf region has
never been gleater. As of this writing,
the haqi army is driving eastward. The
conquest of Khuzistan is virtually com-
plete. Most Arab nations are siding with
the haqis-rnd Iran has stated that, if
aid to their enemies in Baghdad doesn't
stop, they will widen the war. ESpt,
which has the largest arrhy in the Middle
East, has pledged to defend any and all
Arab nations against what it tcrms
ttlranian agrgssion"--and has, repeatedly,
called for US military interrention.

The immediate butressing of Saudi
Arabian defenses with four AWAC
Boeing 707.type aircraft, which would
detect any incursion into Saudi airspace
within minutes, wa$ announced on
September 80-long with the fact
that Secretary of $ate Muskie is con-
sulting with Iraqi officials on the terms
to be imposed on Iran, apparently, by
force of atms.
firis violation of our alleged "neu-

haliff'indicates the rtd position of the
US in this conflict. the timing of the
haqi invasion seems far from coinci-
dental; in an election year, at a time
when the hostages and the availability
of oil, not to mention the 'lost-Vietnam
syndrome", are big isues, the likeli-
hood of direct US Military involvement
has incrcased a hundred.fold.

fire Libertarian Party Radical Caucus
(LPRC) opposes US military interyen-
tion ih the war, and calls for cutting off
all US aid to Middle Eastern countdes,
from Saudi Arabia to Israel. We demand
that the US abandon all bases in the
Persian Gul( including those in Oman
and Bahrein. We call on the American
people to reject the so+alled "Carter
Doctrine"-which will lead us into war
faster than you can say "Vietnam".
Conjuring up the bogeyman ofthe "So-
viet threat"-as our warhawls are at-

tempting to do{oes not conform to
the facts. In fact, the USSR has worries
of its own: in Poland, in Afganistan,
in tlre Soviet Union itself. After all, they
didn't intervene when tens of thousands
of haqi Communists were killed in the
Baathist coupand they would rtaP
even less by intenening now.

No, the ultra+onsenative Kremlin
bureaucracy is not about to send the
Rpd Army into the oil fields. If such a
danger exists, then a far more likely
scenario is that it will be the US Army-
or Saudi and Egyptiad surogates-
which will 'lrotect" its 'qvital intercsts"
in the region.

fire attempt by the US to play the
role of the grcat peace-mtker in this
situation is just a gossamer-thin cover
for its obviotts pretensions to hegemony
over the entire Penian GuIf. fite
moment the movements for revolu-
tionary autonomy begtn to make gains,
the US will move to cntsh them. Ttris is
the essence of the war danger, as well as

the central issue confronting the peo-
ple of the Middle East, and that is why
we strted in the January 1980 issue of
Libertuian Vangwrd:'In the stntggle

Arab Natignal Movement) wanted the
same progam for differcnt reasons.
After the Baath victory, the state
monopoly Iraqi petroleum company's
share of the Eoss national product
jumped to over 6Mo. Nl economic
power was given over to a twoperson
committee, consisting of hesident Hus-
sein and Minister of Planning Adnan
Ilamdami. These two men not only
direct the oil sector, but have ultimate
authority over economic planningin an
eeonomy in which the private sector is
weaker than in Poland. The source of
all high-level employment is the haqi
state apparatus. [n large.scale manu-
facturing, the public sector employs
6Mo of all unskilled workes, 79o of.
all skilled worker!, and 937o of all
technicians and highly skilled experts.
The public sbctor also accounts for
84Vo of. those in senrices, and 68.2Vo of.
those in administration and marketing.
This burgeoning state apparatus is

guided by the official'line of the Baath
party, summed up neatly by Hamdani
himself: "The Baath party is not just a
ruling party; it has an ideology based on
rapid development of the economy in
a limited amount of time. For tltis we
need large revenues." The growth of
the Iraqi managerial elite-identical, in
outlook, origins, and compoeition to its
counterparts both East and West-was
ensured by a govemment decree which
Eraranteed govemment jobs to all
university graduates. Ttade unions set
up by the state exist.to co-opt worker
discontent. the haqi burtaucracy,
bloated beyond the point of no retum,
is notoriously comrpt, inefficient, and
entrcnched.

Thtee factors'thrreaten the current
hegemony of Iraqi socialism: 1) The
growing disparity between town and
countryside; 2) the growing dispadty
between the bureaucracy and the
maiority of people and; 3) Ttre divi-
sions along religious grounds, between
Shiite majoriff and Sunni minority,
which Khomeini has attcmpted to
exploit.

The forced industralization scheme of
Iraq's central planners-based on tfre
fortunes of the state oil monopoly-
clearly calls for.the reacquisation of
lands lost under the 1937 treaty with
Beza Pahlavi, in tlre eyostof the
Baath pady leadership. Apparently,
the technocratic drcams of the new
managerial elite have not been realized
fast enough. Rapid, forced industriali-
zation efforts by the state-gged on by
the big Western oil companies{tas led
to the rapid depopulation of the lraqi
countryside, and a povefishicken pea-
santry. A subsequent dependence on
food imports parallels the Polish di-
lemma (see "[s fite Red Tide T\rming?"
elsewhere in this i*sue.) In spite of
Baathist nationalist rhetoric, haqi so-
cialism means delivering the fate of the
nation to the interests of foreign states
to a deEee unparatleled in haqb history.

This war of conquest, initiated by the
Baath leadership, serves to divert the
attention of disgruntled elements within
haq awqy from the failure of socialism-
while seeking to $ve their nationalistic,
neo-Nasserite rhbtoric some real sub-
stance.

SI.JPERPOWER CONTENTION &
..THIRD CAI\{P " DEVELOPMENT

Iran's thteat to close the Straits of
Hormuz-the key to the West's oil
supplies-lns raised the specter of US
intenention. For this would be a direct
dhatlenge to the Carter Doctrine, which
claims that the US has a 'tital interest"
in the Persian Gulf re$on in, one as-
sumes, the same way it has a ttvital

interest" in the oil fields of Texas.
Pressure for a- quick settlement--*hich
would leave haq with its conquests
largely intactis being applied by
Doth superpowers. fite USSB has re-
fused to step up sales of spare parts to
the haqi armed forces, and has de-
nounced the invasion as being only 14

the interesls of the US. fire US has
declared itself officially neutral, but
that was fully expected in an electiron
year. Privately, the Western powers are
discussing the possibiliW of a joint
mititary force which would intewene to
keep the Shaits of Hormuz gt! of
Ira4ian hands. What really wonies
Washington, however, is the possible
brcak-up of lran into separate nations.
this, our Oold Warrion assert, would be
an open invitation for the Soviets to
come marching in.

In fact, the roots of the crigis lie in
the arbitrery imposition of precolonial
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events have
the sweep, and drama,
of flrction; in and of
themselves, they are
political metaphors,
which can chart the
flow of history in

Such is the
case with the recent

events in Poland-where, for seventeen
days, a general strike threatened to topple
the Communist Party ruling class, as the
world watched in stunned admiration. It
was the suddenness of the revolt which
startled the West--and it was the grim,
stubbom determination of a well-organized
mass movement, and of the Polish oppo-
sition, which caught the West, not to men-
tion the Kremlin, completely by surprise.
Thd world-historic importance of the
Polish upsurge is everywherc felt, and no-
where adequately explained. Yet it is the
key to understanding the present balance
of. world forces- Like lightning at mid-
night, the Polish explosion illuminates the
intemational landscape; for a single mo-
ment, frozen in time, the real contouts
of the world statist system are visible for
all to see.

quite obviously, the strikers were not in-
terested in abolishing the "dictatorship of
the proletariat", only in, somehow, making
it more efficient. Although the political
demands promulgated by the Interfactory
Strike Committee stole the spotlight, it
cannot be denied that mass support for the
strike naterialized because Polandls planned
economy is on the brink of disaster. Un-
able to command whole industries iirto
edstence, the PLIWP high command is
heavily in debt to Westem banks; eight out
of every ten dollars earned through exports
is owed to international bankers. Thus,
most food is exported-and food for home
consumption is heavily subsidized. It was
the inability of the regime to continue
those subsidies which led to price hikes*
and a nationwide rebellion.

Although, in most cases they were un-
aware of it, the Polish workers were not
only protesting the economic failure of the
present regime, but the ideological failure
of I\tlarxism as a social system. The economic
conditions which provided the context of
the strike--an acute shortage of consumer
goods--are certainly not limited to the
Polish 'torker's state." In fact, Polish
housewives spend an average of three and a
half houn per day waiting on line for
various items-an ugly everyday reality not
only in Poland, but throughout the Wanaw
Pact nations. The PLIWP central planners
care not one whit about the needs and
wants of the consumen; it is only in a
laissez-fahe economy that, in line with the
objective laws of the free market, pro-
ducers musf reflect the values of consumers.
If a Polish central planner decides that
capitalintensive industrialization and the
development of high technology products
for export is the way to go, he need only
take political factors (such as the policy of
the Kremlin, and of the PIJWP) into con-
sideration. Purely economic information
cannot be transmitted in a socialist
economy; that is, prices are merely edicts,
made according to the whim of the mana-
gerial elite and their masters in the Kremlin-
Managers and bureaucrats fixated on the
requirements of a five-year "plan" are, for
all their "scientific" prctensions, merely
Eoping around in the dark. No "central
plan" can take into account the nearly
infinite, entirely subjective faetors which
go into the concept of the "economy" and
the "market"-there are too many variables.
Under such an irrational system, shortages
arc ineuitable. Poland, Cuba, the USSR
itself--all of them are dilapidated monu-
ments to what used to pass for the most
exalted idealism. Today, that "ideal" is'
a threadbare wreck. Whether or not it will
drag ihs last, embattled adherents down
with it, along with a third of the world's
surface, is now an open question.
The economic pattern of forced induy

trialization and rapid economic develop-
ment, and the accumulation of a large debt
--tesulting in "austerity" for the peopleis
a policy which both the PUWP and the
Shah of lran sought to implement, at great
cost.

Although Jimmy . Carter, Zbigniew
Brzezinski and the Shah himself did not
notice the vulnerability of the Peacock
Throne, one cannot attribute the same
blindness to the Shah's Polish counterparls.
After a certain point, the PTIWP leader-
ship couldn't capitulate fast enough; cny-
thittg to prlevent an open confrontation be-
tween socialism and its victims.

Tfie *Settlement'
n August 31, in the
city of Gdansk, Mr.
Lech Walsea,'\rearing
a crucifix over his yel-
low turtle-neck shirt,
used a footJong red
and white pen, a sou-
venir of Pope John
Paul II's visit here last

year, to endorxe the documents before
Mr. Jagielski etll[P chief negotiator)
signed," according to the iVeu Yorh Times.
Thus, for the time being, the foundations
of Polish socialism--although shaken-are
still intact. In spite of unprecedented
conoessions granted by the Gierek regime,
the hegemony of the PTIWP is unbroken.
While the Polish people were promised that
censorship would be significantly relaxed,
food would be made more readily avai-
able, and special privileges for bureaucrats
would be abolished, it is clear that these
sort of expectations tnay very well feed the
cycle of discontent and open deflance.
Ttre Polistr regime can only go so far;
politically, it cannot afford to let the
Polish "liberal opposition" take the ideo-
logical offensive. [f the Poles can look for-
ward to their very own "hague Spring",
then they will have a while to wait. Eco-

Strlking coal miners stand outside the of the Mine

Bachground
was the fourth time,

less than three
, tlat the Po-

Communist state -

to crack. With
new rebellion,

crack widens-this
threatening to
the spirit of

revolution to embittered Czechoslovakia,
and perhaps the rest of the Warsaw pact
nations as well.

In June of 1956, thousands demonstrated
in the Polish city of Poznan for better
working conditions and pay raises; ap-
parently there is such a thing as a "red
sweatshop" in this sort of '\rorker,s para-
dise." Fifty workers were shot, hundreds
more imprisoned. In December of 1970,
food prices skyrocket. Mass demonstra-
tions erupt in the Baltic ports and other
areas; 200 are shot by police units--and
Wadyslow Gomulka tumbles from power,
to be replaced by Edward Gierek; who
annuls the price hikes. Six yean later,
Gierek decrees price hikes--and is faced
with a revolt even more widespread than
that which toppled Gomulka. Each time,
after making largely illusory,,eoncessions,',
the political bureaucracy and the new
Polish managerial caste, defeated the
strikers by alternately threatening them
with the prospect of Soviet intervention
and co.opting their largely economic
demands.

This time, however, the Polish insurgents
made their demands explicitly political:
not only did they demand pay raises and
better working conditions, they also de-
manded the right to organize unions ftee
from government control, an end to
censorship, and the freeing of political pri-
sonels. From the day the Gierek regime
raised rireat prices, on July 1; to the date
the Interfactory Strike Committee and
the regime sigrred an agreement (August B0),
more than 350,000 Polish workerc went on
strike. The strike movement spread from
ltrIanaw, then south to Lublin, where
80,000 workers declared a general strike.
The army was called in, ostensibly to
"maintain essential supplies.', It was then
that the Polish Communist leadership (in
Poland the party is catled the polistr U;ited
Workers Party (PIfWP) set up a commission
to deal with the workerc demands. For the
first timei the government<ontrolled press
makes a reference to the rebellion; two
weeks later, virtually every taxicab driver,
bus driver, and garbageman in lllarsaw was
on strike. Then, on August 14, workets
took over the Ienin Shipyard, in the Baltic
port of Gdansk-and the PUWp hierachy
began to remember the fate of a man
named Gomulka. Gierek returned, rather
quickly, from his vacation on the shores of
the Black Sea. At this point, the general
strike had acquired an explicitly political
character--something which, after only a
month and a half of unrest, placed the
curtent revolt lightyears ahead of the three
previous eruptions. After initial attempts at
isolating the leadenhip failed--nobody
listened to the huge government propi-
ganda campaign ttre PlIl4rP launched, and
the striken wete merely emboldened by
the arrest of Jacek Kuron and seventeen
other members of the Committee of Social
Self-Defense (KOR/KSS)--the Communists
agreed to negotiate with the strikers.

The list of demands drawn up by the
strike leadetship makes it clear that this
was nothing more than an attempt to
somehow 'hefonn" the socialist system;

nomically, the regime is in no position to
guarantee a chicken in every pot-or even
every other pot, for that matter.
fire Silesian coal minen--+rho figure sig-

nificantly in the nation's economy-were
granted whatever they wanted. What they
wanted most of all was an end to the "bri-
gade" system. Under this system, the
workers are divided into four brigades,
three of which work eight-hour shifts in
one day. Thus, the mines are worked
around the clock-so that Poland can ex-
port record arnounts of coal, its main
source of hard currency. The abolition of
this system is seen as a victory for the Ro-
man Catholic Church-r,hich didnt like
the fact that minen had only one Sunday
off a month--as well as for the workers.

The most sigrrificant concession granted
by the Communists-nd, therefore, the
hardest for the Kremlin and PIIWP loyalists
to swallow-is undoubtedly the right to
form independent trade unions, in compe-
tition with the "official" unions. Initially,
the PTIWP negotiator argued for reforming
the existing trade unions. To this, [rch
Walsea replied: "I think therr's been a mis.
understanding. IrYe are talhng about nesr
unions and you are talking about modern-
izing the old ones. That's turning the cat
around by its tail." The governmeht then,
reluctantly, accepted the new unions, but
argued that their concerns must be narowly
economic. The settlement that was finally
rcached defined the function of the new
unions as "defending workers rights". Ac-
cording to the Nerp York Times, they have
the right to 'lublically express an opinion
on long-term national planning issues that
effect workers, such as budgetary alloca-
tions, and to run their own study centen
and print their own publications." To in-
dicate just what the new unions are up
against, the Tines goes on to quote a re-
tired PIMIP official: "You must never for-
get just how strong the party is. It's all very
good to fight it when you have thousands
of worken Wing up the country and the
whole world press watching every move.
Bdt what happens aftenrard, when things
settle down? How is the pressure to be
resisted day after day, the kind of pressurc
that grinds you down?"
lt is indeed possible that free-or quasi-

fiee{rade unions could provide an organi-
zational basis for a genuine political op-
position, which already exists to a large
extent in Poland. Of courre, hundreds of
thousands of people do not spontaneously
exhibit the level of organization and deter-
mination shown by the Polish people. Ttre
Polish "liberal opposition"-a various lot,
lumped together by the Western press by
the all-purpose "dissident', label-was ob-
viously the rcaI motive fotce behind the
spirit of Gdansk. But can such an oppoei-
tion force resist the ovenrhelming author-
ity of the PtIilP? fire real question is: does
the "liberal opposition" have the ideo-
lo$cal, as well as organizational stamina to
tesist "the kind of pressure that grinds you
down'?
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th€ Polish of Katowice, for th6 Communlsts to ln. of the government broadcastofthe sernon,
and claimed that dignificant portions of the
Cardinal's remarks had been censored.
"But an examination of the texts," says
the New Yorh Times, "did not show any
major discrepancies in tone. The most sub-
stantial material omitted from the broad-
cast appeared to involve remarks on the
failure of the regime's anti-religion cam-
paig1r." (9i23l80)

That the Cardinal chose to pontificate on
the virtues of toil at the height of a general
strike--a strike which, ironically enough,
included among its demands a provision
requiring that the Church be given access
to the state-controlled media-{id not
warm the hearts of the more politicized
opposition elements. "It was clearly a mis-
take," says Jecek Wejroch, a writer for the
Catholic monthly Wtez. It did not corre-
spond to the mood. Reaction to it was very
bad among the workers. The aim appeared
to be getting people back to work, but it
was not the right moment."

The Church and the Communist hierarchy
have one thing in common-fear of Soviet
intewention. lndeed, the entire Polish
drarna was enacted in the shadow of the
Kremlin. That the mass movement refused
to brake, and, instead, pressed its demands
all the harder, is proof that this policy of
obligatory gradualism is wpong, even in the
face of the Red Army. In fact, the Red
Army did not intervene--and it was due to
the uncompromising stance of the strike
leadership, and the rank & file, that was
undoubtedly a major factor in the Soviet
decision not to intervene. The affair in
Afghanistan would have paled in com-
parison to a civil war in Poland, and this
undoubtedly occuned to the Soviets.

KOR, does not take a position on thc
direction this reform should take. We are
eonvinced that only a country-wide discus-
sion can decide this." This sort of vague
agnosticism aside, KOR goes on to defend
the small foothold the private sector has
managed to maintain. KOR declares:
"Given that the immediate cause of the
present tension is the situation of the
food market--especially the market for
meat-we must put a stop to the policy
that brings about the tndiuidual farmer's
banhruptcy (the princtpal food producers.)
hiuate ownership of land must be guaran-
teed with freedom to buy and sell land. All
forms of agricultural production (family
farms, cooperatiues, and state farms) must
be dealt with in the same way, as regards
supplies, xles, prices, credits, taxes, and
the right to recource to justice." (Emphasis
added.)

Where Lech Walsea stands is much less
clear. Although he has obviously been very
much influenced by the KOR leadership,
his ties to the Church are mirch stronger.
And, as of now, he has mueh more of a
mass base. Walsea's strategy is obviously to
work within the system; the agreement he
signed, in Gdansk, explicitly acknowledges
the political supremacy of the PUWP and
the subordination of the economy to the
state. Ideologically, he is a bridge between
the "liberal opposition" goups like KOR
and reform-minded elements within the
PlIWP--the purely managerial section of
the Polish ruling caste which seeks to run
the system more efficiently, with the least
amount of trouble. This wing of the PUWP
was manifested in a doeument published
last May by a shortJived discussion group
called "Experience and ihe Future". In
this document--endorsed by 140 scholars,
scientists, industrial managers, among them
51 PUWP luminaries-Poland's ills are
cataloged and blamed on official corrup-
tion, a rigid educational system, and an

economic caste system which elevates
PUWP officials and managers far above the
status of an ordinary citizen. This liberal
faction of the PUWP was, in fact, propelled
into power by the Polish events-and, as

the crisis reached its climax, the hard-
liners fell by the wayside. First, the Cental
Committee lost three members, including
the head of the trade union secretariah
then, hime Minister Babiuch was dis-
missed. Now, Gierek himself is gone, due-
the authorities claim-to "health problems."
Conservative, but basically pragmatic, the
new PUWP leader, Stanislaw Kania, was
formerly the chief of internal security.

The "llberal'
Opposition

sought to protect the people from the com-
missars; yet, in principle, it is committed
to peaceful coexistence with a regime
which would like nothing better than to
relegate the Church to museums and his-
tory books. Indifferent to a constant
barrage of anti.Catholic government propa-
ganda, over 90Vo of the Polish .people have
strong cultural and religious ties to the
Catholic Ctrurch. This fact alone-the fact
that a rival center of Polish life exists, in
competition with the PIJWP-is enough
to make the Church the focal point of the
"liberal opposition."

.A group of Catholic intellectuals grouped
around the weeklv T\Eodnich Powszechny-
is representative of the Catholic opposition.
Tim Garton Ash, writing in the British
Spectator, dishes up a little slice of lit'e:
"Here [in the offices of Wgodnich Pow-
vechnyl the leaders of ZNAK, the move-
ment of Catholic intellectuals, sit cease-
lessly arguing beneath pictures of four
popes, Mary Queen of Poland, and Franz
Joseph, last Emperor of Austria. 1p.22i
9179.1"
firetu are four openly Catholic ZNAK

supporters in Poland's entirely decorative

'larliament", who speak out for freedom
of religion.

But the position of the Church is, in the
final analysis, ambiguous at best. It is true
that Polish Catholicism is a powerful
force which, historically, has served as a
locus of anti4ommunist sentiment. But the
conduct of the Church as an institution,
within the socialist str'fi$ quo, is another
matter entirtly. In fact, the Polish Primate,
Cardinal Stefan ltYyszynski, attempted to
put a brake on the rebellion at the very
moment when the supremacy of the PTIWP

itself was being challenged by a united
front against the Polish New Class. It is
significant that, in an unprecedented action,
the governmenttelevision station broadcast
a sennon delivered in late August, in which
the Cardinal states: "We must constantly
multiply the effort of work, consolidate
its moral level and the feeling of vocational
responsibility so as to have proper order."
That the Communists were using the

Church to get the workers back to work
was-and is--hard to deny. The Church
later denied having prior knowledge

, the Committee
Social Self-De-
, originated in
aftermath of the

76 revolt, when
were being
by the se-

police. Since then,
gh it has at-

tracted a small working-class base, it has
made.steady headway in the Polish intel-
lectual "underground", Poland's very own
counterculture. KOR consolidated, really;
around necessity rather than ideology; a
fact which is, altemately, both a strength
and a weakness. Born in the midst of a
tremendous political upsurge, KOR focused
on opposition to censorship. Coordinated
by KOR cadre, the so+alled "Flying Uni-
versity" was developed-a clandestine al-
ternative university, organizing lectures and
systematic cou$es on ,a wide variety of
subjects, all of it free of the Polish thought
police. this intellectual black market
would be an amazing achievement in an
allegedly "free" counky like the US-
that it exists in Poland, of all places, is
breathtaking. ?hl's is an example for all
fteedom-loving people everywhere to fol-
low; clearly, these people, unlike many
libertarians, know how to build a move-
ment-not with slogans learned by rote.
but through the power of ideas in action.
Although KOR is lightyears away from
libertarianism, the "Flying University" is
a genuinely libertarian institution, and a
powerful force for revolution. Born of
necessity, its very existence gives substance
to the anti+tatist movement, and simul-
taneously seeks to objectively expand the
embryonic private sector which exists on
the fringes of Poland's socialist economy.
Thus, it is fighting on two fronts for the
future liberation of Poland.

Through the mimeographed newspaper
Robotnih [the Worker], through various
K0R-inspired youth groups, KOR's in-
fluence spreads. The Pcasant Self-Defense
Committees-which, according to the Neur
Repuilic, "challenged the government's
continuous and insidious efforts to penal-
ize the individual peasant and force him to
join state collective farms (comprising only
20 percent of the entire agricultural popu-
lation)"-werr a KOR project.

KOR's politics are eclectic and unformed
--understandably cautious, that is, like the
first crocuses forcing their way up through
half-melted snow. For example, the KOR
declaration rpleased on July 11, attacks
"an irrational economic system" which it
dares not name. It denounces "the pricing
system, which runs contrary to all eco-
nomic laws, but has been maintained for
decades . . ." But KOR backs off: "There
must be radical changes in the economic
system and the way in which decisions
conceming the entire society are made.
fite Committee for Social Self-Defense.

The Real Balance
Of World Forces

1

TIDE

Church & State

he red tide is turning.
The cracls in the so-
called Cornmunist
monolith have widen-
ed into huge fissures.
In spite of efforts to
seal off the rest of the
Communist bloc na-
tions from the dizzy-

ing euphoria of the events in Poland, it is
all to no avail. The spirit of Gdansk - the
spirit of revolution, a revolution against
socialism, which will one day reach into the
Soviet Union itself - cannot be censored
out of existence. The "Red Menace," which
our rightwingers would have us believe is
the main danger to world freedom, can't
even control its own subject peoples - yet
they say the Kremlin is strong enough to
attempt world conquest. They tell us that
the Soviets are ready to gobble up the Mid-
dle East, not to mention Westem Europe -
and yet, the Kremlin is helpless in the face
of two rebellions right on their borders.
How long can these old-fashioned Cold
Warriors close their eyes to the fact!?

The fact is, the Red empire is receding.
Communism is a paper tiger. The Polish
events are symptomatic of a worldwide
trend, a metaphor for the emerging balance
of world forces. Nationalist revolutions, as

in Iran, are a threat to the interests of botft
superpowers. Increasingly, the US and the
USSR find the political interests of their
respective ruling classes conuerging. Both
have a strong stake in maintaining the
delicate status quo; both have a roughly
equal interest in making sure the Poles
don't overstep certain bounds.

It was not thl Red Army which re-
stored "order" to Polandit was the
Western bankers. This privileged class of
corporate statists-who, for all intents
and purposes, function as an arm of
Westem state capitalist govemments-
most definitely did nof want to see the
Polish upsurge get "out of hand." This
is the "liberal", "rcasonable" faction of

(continued on page 12)

pposition to the
Communist tyranny
in Poland is centered,
primarily, in the Ro-
man Catholic Church.
In the Lenin Shipyard
in Gdansk, priests said
Mass daily; religious
artifacts and makeshift

shrines adorned the strike headquarters;
and it is no accident that l,ech Walsea
signed the final agreement with the Red
hierarchy brandishing a foot-long pen
which was a souvenir of the Pope's recent
visit. Historically, the Church has always

t
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SLS N8tlonal Dlrector Mllton Mueller (ronolng, at left, leadr an unluccogsful effort to blr Wllllam.on Even (rttndlng. rlght) from runnlng for
Student Board at ths roc6nt SLS Natlonal Conventlon.

,Tt :;Jtri"If?:1"3il:ffi
, Society{reld in Ann Arbor,
, at the Univenity of Michi-
- gan, August l4{rarnatized

tlte dilemma of a libertarian movement
in crisis. Tte crisis was, literally, de-
lined in terms of black&white-for .

once. All 95 registprcd delegates rrceived
two draft propcals for an SLS state-
ment of principles: tlre "official" onb
authored by the present National Of6ce
staff, anfl the other authored by Mutray
N. Bothbard, BilI Eyers, Eric Garis,
Justin Baimondo, and George H. $ni0l.
In terms of content and style no two
statements could have been further apart
and yet still remain within the para-
meters of our movement.

Members of the Libertarian Party
Radical Caucus (LPRC) have been
active in SLS, almost from its very in-
ception. Both Bill Evers and Muray
Rothbard werie among the founders of
SLS; in addition, Eric Garris and Justin
Raimondo served on the National Office
staff. SLS memberc also active in the
LPRC have been instrumental in building
chapters from San Francisco State to
New York University.It was the LPRC
fraction in the SLS National Office
which succesfully initiated Liberty, the
SLS neivspapeH)ver the initial objec-
tions of the ptesent leadership. LPRC
memben spear-headed the May lst anti-
draft actions, which dwarfed-toth in
size and scope{he National Office's
much-heralded "National Resistrnce
Committee", which made a largely
non-existent effort, to mobilize a
substantial number of pickets around
post offices during draft registration.

The organizational problems which
have wracked SLS, from time to time'
have always thteatnned to eclipse the
real political differpnces developing, not
only within SLS, but within the wider
libertarian movement.

The draft statement of principles sub-
mitted by the SLS National Office
typified the careless, unserious approach
of tfe present leadership to libertarian
theory. The mechanicat attitude of tle
National Office bureaucracy toward
poli^tics, and ideas in general-which
do*nplays theory, worships pule "8c-
tion", and wants only to know whether
an idea is catchyenough to "sell"{oes
much to explain why it took the present
"leadetrhip" nearly tuo yecls to come
up with a statement of.principles. In
spitc of efforts by IJRC memben
working in the SLS National Office to
get out a comprehensive statementin
19?9-xplicitly anti.inteltectual prej-
udices carried the day. A year4atet-
after LPBC members were purged from
the National Office [see Libertarisn
Vangtrcrd; 12179;p. lU tbe leadership
decided it was time to hold a National
Oonvention. Shortly belore the Conven.
tion, they had dashed-off a propoced
statement-f,awed beyond rcpair.

F'illed with vprboee paens to somethi'g
celled tthumaniEtrra'{ vrgue, undetined
0etm which can, and does, mean any-
thing to anyone{he Nationd Office
&aft proposal was nrit, however, merely

innocuous. For dl of SLS National
Director Mlton Mueller's rhetoric aboui
'torging a strategic vi8ion", therc was
not o single mentbn ol the special
oppression minority Soups suffer in
this country. Instead of offering a solid
progam--a proEam that the advocates
of "action nou)!" could ocl on{he
leaderchip explici0y attempted to keep
the linal draft of tlre statement as
general (i.e. vague) as possible. In this

way, the penchant of the leadership for
iumping on iust any old bondwagon-
and their contempt for theory, educa-
tional activities, and cadre-buildingis
justified and explained. The white,
middle-and-upper.cllass college students
-who have been targeted, not only by
the SLS bureaucrats, but by other
elements in our movement<re sup-
posedly sitting ducks for this kind of
washed-out "liberal" pap. Third world '

students-who have heard a lot ofpro- r
mises--ane rightfully skeptical of the un-
defined. Of course, as their behaviour
on the Convention floor demonstrated,
the National Office bureaucrats have al-
ready written off the poesibility of re-
cruiting firird lflorld students.

ON IIIE CONVENTION FTOON
the floor fight over which draft pro-

posal would sewe as a working docu-
ment was intpnsified by the effort on
the part of tlte Nationat Office to de-
pict the LPRC as interested only in
"disrupting" the Convention. "We did
come up with a final statement," writes
Milton Mueller in StrS Action, "but too
many important issues went undiscussed.
The problem was compounded by the
last minute submission of a completely
new Statement by the nadical Caucus:."
It was clear at the Convention that the
leadership did not expect a comprc-
hensive contribution to tlre debate to
emerge from anywhete within SLS.
That such a challenge did arise was
clearly perccived as a thr"at, as the most
recent issue of SZS Cctrbn (the SLS in-
ternal "discussion" bulletin) makes per-
fectly obvious. In the "offtcial" conven-
tion Reportin an issue of,SLS Action
devoted slmost eutirely to polemics

directed at thg LPRC-?d hominen
attacks ar6 the order ol the day. Ac-
cording to the "official" line-and in-
sofar as the hundrBds of SLS members
who couldnt fly out to Ann Arbor that
weekend know-the LPRC was mo-
tivated by '?etty personal vendettas".
that issue of SLS Actionqhich
doesn't even prctcnd
other than a National

to be anything
Office

Tno interclated, but fotmally-separate
issues werc the fools ol the conven-
tion, and they were: l)What ideas will
SLSembody? 2) What form will &e or-
girnization tate?

Since the National Office is deter-
mined to attract upper-middle class
'liberd" types from the anti-nuke
movement, no matter what the price,
they have to play at "democracy".
Of coune, real power is vestcd in tloee
who are paying the bills--rcprcsented
by a '?olicy board'..In spite of at-
tempts by the SLS hieralchy. to put a
"democratic" face'on bureeucratic
maniputation and outright deception,
tle text of a memo from SI,S Sec4tary/
Tleasurer Tom Prlmer to 'lolicy board "
members Bill Even, I{alter Grinder,
David theroux and Ed Clark tells the
real story: "In order to complete the
paper work on SLS, I need 910 ftont
each of you. As soon as I get the 910 I
will forward it to Robert Dondlinger in
Wichita. I will be sending letters out
soon inviting a number of students to
serye on a ttudent board of directors'
which will make policy recommenda-
tions and participate in the organi-
zation. ultimate decision making power
will rest with the stock holders and
lolicy board', however. "
fitis memo-widely cireulated among

the delegates{rad a rcal impact. Only
by making some concessions to the
LPRC proposal on organization did the
National Office head off what threat-
ened, at times, to tum into an open
rebellion of the majority. Thus, the
motion to delay voting for seats on the
Student Board until a Constitution was
unitten-delineating the extent of that
Board's power--{as nairowly defeated.
Bsentially, the National Oflice did not
come to the Convention with a solid
proposal on organization. LPBC sup-
porters narrowly missed winning appro-
val of a propoeed stmctue plan which
would have mzde Liberty editor an
elective office, in addition to the Na.
tional Director and two other full-
time Nationa! Office spots. Eventually,
a compromise was reached: tlre National
Director is to be etected by the member-
shlp, while the Student Board has
veto power ovef all SIS policies.

In rrtrospect, it lools as if the Nationrl
Office types wish they had p2tt off the
Student Board elections. LPBC sup
porten won three seats (not bad for
"only about 5%"!) T'rro ardent sup
port€rs of tbe National Olfice won
seak; the other five are]generally, inde-
pendents. Both the first rnd second al-
temates are lues.paying.-LPBC memben.
The newly etected. Board condsts of:
Jeff Friedman, Coopor Henson, Linda
Wahtuan, Mark Brady, Tyler Coran,
Chris Sciabarra, Scott Olmsted, Ilavid
Beito, and Bill Evers. Brady's noml-
r8tiing speech for Evers was inhr-
npted by Mlton Mueller, who main-
tained thet Mr. Evers had no right to
mn for Student Board, dnce he had not
yet resigend from the mysterious
"policy board." Palmerin what was for
many the dramatic high point of the
Convention--nted Mueller out of order.
A yelling match then ennred between
Mueller and the Qhair, to the utter

amazement of the delegates, which
ended only when the Convention re-
iected this attempt by the National
Office to simply shout all opposition
down.

LINE OF DEMARCATION
firese organizational disputes were,

however, only skirmishes in what was,
and is, at ideological conflict. This
conflict- division based on visions of
our movement's future which are poles
apart-centetrd around four major
issues. These consist of the following:

1) "Humanism" oetuus "dogmatism".
lhis phony dichotomy{ragged out
and trotted around by Milton Mueller
in the current SLS Actionis a classic
opportunist ploy. Of courre, what the
philosophen-in-rBsidenee at the Na-
6onal Office mean by 'lhumanism" is
conveniently undefined. In fact, it is
clear that the conwnience of such an
elastic theory is its chtef atttaction;
it can strete.h fundamentals beyond
the breaHng point. For opportunists,
theory is metely an elaborate cover
story, a rationalization, an after thought.
Mueller is quite explicit in his SLS 4c-
fbn article, and we quote: ". . .f)ogma-
tism is one mor€ manifestafion of the
sharp separation between i&olory and
experience, between theory and prac-
tice, which now plaguea the liber-
tarian movement. theory comes bter,
u peopb sort out and attempt to ex-
plah wlut is luppenW to them."
[Emphasis added.] Ttat lot phrase
descdbes the utterly aimless coune laid
out for SL{l by the National Office,
during the past year, with unusual can.
dor and pncision. What bet0er way to
describe the ideological oscillations of
the present SLS Nationd Office staff,
as they chase one political fad after
another in a desperate effort to build a
mass movement trre day after tomorrow?
Ihe alternative to this intellectuirl

sillyautty is-ur oppurtunists main-
tain-"dogmatisur". Although they are
reluctant to tell us just what they mean
by "hrtmenism", they atr very clear
about "dogmatism". Obviously, this
catchphrase is a euphemism for moral
conviction. "This radical idea of libefi
enterc somewhat ehastened times," our
young but porld-weary opportunists
assert in their draft statement. "IlIe have
leamed much from the terrlble experi-
ences of the 20th century. Behind us
lies a wake of discarded utopias and
panaoeas become nightmares. [?hrs is
humanism?l We do not wish to assert
that libertarianism is capable of solving
all problems at a single shoke. [What's
wrong witlt ttyit€ll I9e must avoid at
all costs, the transformation of liber-
tarianism into a reified doctrine that
claims it will automatically bring about
justice, by means of a rigid and me-
chanical application of its tenets. To do
so would be to dehumanize an ideal that
has its only anchor in the naturc of
humanit5l." Prententious drivel about
"the nature of humanity" aside for the
moment, this Byronic affectation is
mercly a particularly unimagnative way
to sidestcp fundamentals when they get
in the way of immediate, short-term
gains. No one has ever assertcd that
libertarianisrn is a worldview uncon-
nected to acting individuals, or that it
will "automatically" bring about justice.
It is true tlat moral conviction, alone,
hanging in mid-air, is powerless to affect
social changelet, eonverrely, social
change in a libertarian direction is im-
posible without a movement confident
of the rightness of its cause. Historicd
analysis, a theory of the State, and
concrete politicat activities on behalf of
libertarianism are all derived from
ethical, philosophical fundamentals, and
cannot precede them. Tfte tcpid agros-
ticism favottd by the opportunists is
useless in the face of statim-only a
monl cmsade on behalf of libefi is
capable of stopping the statist iuger-
naut. It is curious that those with such a
public fondness for "historical analysis"
could fail to notice such an elementary
hnth.
fite last two sentences of the section

ftom tlre SLS dr8ft statement quoted
above werc deleted on the Convention
Ooor, over the strenuous obiections of
the Netional Offtce.

2) Nrclur Power. ltis issue goes to
the cmx of the matter-and involves a
question whieh has, essenfially, nothing
whatsoever to do with the merits and
demerits of nuclear power as an energr
source. Because govenrment p.rcpsgtnds
used the power of the 'tplcefulrtom"
to iustrfy ttre arms tice, our deyotees of.

Which WayForCampus L,ibertarians ?

filled with phrases like
Nationel Offtce people

"at tltis point
became sus-

picious of the motives of the RC faction
. . ."[p.31.
Mct SLS memben werc eager, how-

evet, to debate tlte lseues-egardless of
what the National Olfice wanted. Al-
thoug[ the "offcial" story has it that
LPRC supporten constituted f.only
about 5% of the convenHotr", the mo-
tion to substitute ttre LPRC dnft as the
working {6srrmspt ol thg convention
won nerrly $Vo ol the vote. A solid
!10% of the delegetes voted with LPBC
Ooor leeden ob e rugular brsis.



tence of slavery, a ruling elite that
countenanced-ven approved of-
slavery had to.hold sway in American
political life and culture. We are still
experiencing the consequences of this,
right up to the present day. And we
shall continue to experience these con-
sequences until the historic injustice of
slavery is finally rectified.
'(20) There is only one \rray to finally
settle the slave problem: by ensuring
that America's blacks can reclaim their
lqst inheritance. The descendants of
African slaves-who were kidnapped and
brought to fhis country by the iens of
thousands-nust receive the land in the
South that is their just due. African
slaves were forced to work plantations-
the titles to which were largely based on
feudal land claims. The slaves were the
real owners of that land and their heirs
and assignees (largely their descendants)
alone have valid claims to that land to.
day. Since the feudal land claims of the
slaveholden were and are illegitimate,
that land must ttvert to those who
mixed their labor with the land, or their
heirs. We must and we shall redeem in
our own day the abolitionists'promise
to the freed slaves of the lantl to which
they were fully entitled."

The motion lost. The arguments used
by the National Office-Mueller declared
"the so-called land'reform' progam
was actually a blueprint for a racial
civil war"[!]<ould just as easily be
used against the land reform section
which dealt with Chicanos and Native
Americans. When this was pointed out
on the floor, Mueller exercised his white
skin privileg,e. to announce that such.p
proposal 'lrould not be of interest to
blacks"[ ! ] . For the leader of a political
organization which has not a single
black member to make such an
announcement is not merely anogance;
it is objectively racist. To assupe that
blacks are less interested in justice than
Chicanos or Native Americans is worse
than opportunistic<nuch worse.

THE FUTURE OF SLS

In the aftermath of the Convention,
the National Office is working overtime
to innoculate their memberstrip against
the "outside a$tators" of the LPRC.
the most recent issue of SrS Action'rs
lrrgely devoted to a gleetully subjective
"analysis" of the Convention pro-
ceedings. Ihis long polemic is printed
alongside the mail ballots for the
National Director election; the two
candidates are Eric Garris and Milton
Mueller. Both candidates werc supposed
to have gotten 200 words apiece to
make their ease. Ignoring the fact that
many SLS memberc are also LPRC
members and supporters, no provision
was made to even pretend that this
issue of SLS Action is anything more
than a factional document. Far from
being an "intemal discusion bulletin"-
the way it was ori$nally conceived-

SLS Actiitn is being used by the National
Office to ensurc Mueller's reclection.

'lhat nearly $Mo ol those attending
t}te Convention agreed, generally, with
the LPRC Draft statement-s radical a
document as'it is-rnakes the National
Office a bit uncomfortable. The com-
position of the new Student Board-
which has yet to meet<nakes them
even more uncomfortable. fire fiction
that the LPRC is a "I*ninist" organi-
zation out to "destroy" SlS--asser-
tions actually made by Mueller at the
Convention meeting of the Student
Board, after the Board voted to grant
the LPBC the right to rent the SLS
mailing list-cannot stand up to tfte
faets. fire organizational sectarianism
which is the handmaiden of opportunism

-the tendency to suppress honest dis.
agreements among libertarians-will not
succeed. The more the National Office
openly utilizes the machinery of SLS to
overwhelm any and all opposition, the
rnore they will isolate,themselves from
their own membership. "\IIe believe,"
writes Mueller in S.LS Action, "that a
latent authoritarianism often finds ex.
pression in doctrinal purity." Ignoring
for the moment the question of who
"we" might be--although one suspects
Mueller means to speak for SLSlet
us subject this assertion to a little
"historical analysis", to use a favored
phrase. In fact, there hasn't been much
"latent" authoritarianism in SLS-ll of
it has been blatant. And all of it-tsing
SLS Action inappropriately, banning
dissenting articles on the nuclear power
question fuom Liberty, attempj.ing to
impose a "policy board" which could
over.rule the democratically+lected
Student Board--can and should be laid
directly at the doorstep of theNational
Office. When Mueller lectutes us on the
ori$ns of authoritarianism, one can
only answer: Well, he ought to hnow!

Opportunists downplay the power of
ideas, and have nothing but contempt
for theory, pre'eisely because they need
plenty of room to perform the sort of
mental gymnastics characteristic of op-
portunism. Their only weapon is igno-
rance. As the movement develops-*s, in
spite of all obstacles, the quality and
quantity of our cadre improves{hey
will resort more and more to bureau-
cratic methods. Unfortunately, the
National Office of SLS is moving very
q'iiickly in this direction. We urge all
SLS memben to write lettets of pro:
test to SLS Actton; in addition, we call
on the Student Board to assert itself,
and ensure that democratic debate
within the organization is shictly main-
tained. Libgrtarians have had bad ex-
periences with buteaucratic youth or-
ganizations; many libertarian cadte now
in their 20's were, at one time, members
of the rightwing Young Americans for
Freedom. In order to stop what the con-
servatives saw as an impending liber-
tarian cozp, the YAF National Office
bureaucrats simply read us out of the
organization. A few yean later, YAF
wilted on the vine. Today, it is largely a
paper organization.

SLS deserves a better fate. By trying
to paper over honest differenc"es among
libertarians--and by attempting to char-
acterize any and all criticism as "dis-
mption"-the National Office only com-
pounds the problem. And the problem
is not "disruption"-the problem is, in
fact, the cheap opportunism of a poli-
tically disoriented leadership, which
cannot decide froni one moment to the
next which political fad to follow.

But there rs hope for SLS. Atthough
the entrenched National Office mis-
leaderrhip is sute to oppose any attempt
to reform the organization ftom within,

such an attempt must be made. We urge
all LPRC members and supporters to
join=nd become active in;SLS. If you
are already a member, then we urge you
to vote for Eric Garris for SLS National
Director. the ongoing degeneration of
SLS is a sotty sight, indeed-for ex-
ample, at a time when war has erupted
in the Middle East, and the possibilifi
of US intervention is very teal, the
pages of Liberty are devoted to the
problem of youth unemployment! Of
course, this is no surprise, considering
the Cold Wartior mentality whieh runs
rampant throughout the "lnternaHonal"
section of the National Office draft
statement. And yet, it is still a tragedy.
Will SLS members wake up? Only time
will tell.

power" leads you-right into the arms
of the National Security Council. It also
leads to nonsense like: "The era of
national liberation struggles in the Third
World is drawing to a close., ending the
C,old War competition carried on be-
tween the US and the USSR." ?hlb
is uttercd on the eve of draft registra-
tion! "The old dialectic between Westem
intervention and nationalist revolution
is diminishing," the National Office in-
forms us. At fint, this kind of talk is
merely baffling;but,as one reads through
the "Intemational" section of the
National Office draft statement, a
pattern emerges: US responsibility for
the Cold War is constantly downplayed.
By "creatively" borrowing from the
tattered intellectual baggage of New
Leftish.sounding cliches, they "dialec-
tically" sneak in sweeping pronounoe-
ments without offering so much as a
shred of evidence, historical or other-
wise, such as: "Nineteenth century
colonialism finds its 20th century
counterpart in domestic socialist govern-
ments serving as the economic and in-
ternational pawns of their Soviet or
Chinese mentors." Their polemic against
the "Leftt'-they tar everyone who con-
siders the US the main danger to world
peace with the "leftist" brush-breath-
lessly announces that the socialist bloc,
also, can be guilff of imperialism. "If
state capitalism and state socialism both
exhibit the wme relentless driue toward
intemational dominance," the National
Office declares, "then it must be the
common denominator-the dynamics of
state power-not the 'contradictions of
capitalism' which are the roots of war."
But if statism is more developed in the
socialist countries, then surely ifb drive
for world domination is even more
"relentlessn' than that of the US. If'we
take the National Office position &o its
logical conclusion-although one gets
the feeling that these dictums are not
intended to be applied eonsistently-ne
winds up positing the bogeYman of
t'soviet threat", along with Senator
Jesse Helms, Norman Podhoretz, and
the Chairman of the Chinese Communist
Party.

Fortunately for the National Office-
because fhl's is where their real politics
came out of the closet-the Convention,
didn't get to this section. In the face of
possible US military intenention in the
Middle East, or elsewhere'+specially if
Rcagan pulls it off in Novemberthis
sort of opportunisnr is absolutely un-
forgivable. ?his is what happens,when
"theory comes later."

4) Iand Reform.l\e LPRC succeeded
in adding a new section to the final
statement, which ineorporated some of
our ideas on land reform. [See Point 10
of "The Ten Points of the LPRC" else'
where in this issue.l The following was
approved by the Convention: "We rec'
ogrize that chicanos and Native Ameri'
cans have been robbed of real estate
that is rightfulty theirs. Because of past
land theft and original claims not based
on homesteading, many landholdings in
America are ilte$timate. In cases of
theft (for example, large+cale expro-
priations carried out against Mexican'
Americans in the Southwest United
States), we support testoration to the
victims (or their heirs). In cases of in'
valid claims, we advocate reopening the
land to homesteading. Our critics may
protest that we want to 'give America
back to the Indians'-but this is no
argument against us. Iand that justly
belongs to Indians must be returned to
them. This is the only way to cleanse a

tainted private property system of the
stain of conquest and wholesale
robbery."

But the rest of that proposed section-
brought up on the Convention floor by
Chris Sciabana of NYU-'which applied
the same principles to black people in
this country was vehemently opposed
by the National Office buteaucracy.
Herc is the text of the LPRC proPosd:
"(18) lVe tecogtize that historically cer-
tain racial, teligious, and other groupings
have been especially opprtsBed. Indeed,
racism and intolerance are twin brothers
whoee mother is the State.
"(19) In our own country, this unholy

family has wreaked havoc in our society

-nd k responsible for the tragic in-
completeness of an othemrise glorious
American Revolution. The fact that
slavery continued for nearly one hun'
drcd years after an American Revolu-
tion made in the name of individual
rights was a major factor in the be'
trayal of that rcvolution's ideals. In
order to support the continued exis'

"historical analysis" conclude that "the
very structure of the nuclear industry is
so thoroughly wedded to the govern.
ment that nuclear power. . . is tanta-
mount to govemment-controlled
pourer." Of coune, this is nothing but
determinism. Obviously, there is no
necesaary link between nuclear power
and statism. "But the assertion that' somewhete, someplace, a nuclear iower
industry might arise that is economi-
cally viable and aggresses against no one
tells us nothing about fhr's nuelear
power industry, where it came from,
and what to do about it," writes Mueller.
But why not prtuatize these assets? Ap-
parently, if it were up to him, no such
industry would even getthe opportunity
to arise. Unlike other sectors of the
economy{ike the banks-t}e nuclear
power industry eannot be freed from
the taint of the State, according to
Mueller. Presumably this is what is
meant by frequept references to "the
inherent dynamics of state power" one
finds in the National Office statement.
This "dynamic"-the irresistable pull of
impersonal historical forces, or some
such thing-demands that SLS 'lnrork
with [the anti.nukers] to oppose
further dependence on nuclear pourer."
Ttris completely unlibertarian concep-
tion is a major theme of the National
Office statement- theme which, when
applied to the realm of international
affairs, is truely disastrous from a liber-
tarian point of view.

3) Interrutbrwl Politics. "While the
US empite lays static," [!] intones the
National Office draft statement, "the
Soviet Uriion-/ollowtng the bent of all
powerful gouernmEils)ras become im-
perialistic to an incteasingly obvious
degree. The Soviet Amy, once dwarfed
in size by the American military,
launched a furious arms build-up that
achieved rough parity with the US
during the 1970's. Its military has
grasped for the ability to pmject power
beyond its borders. But the most
staggering demonstration of the Soviets'
newly aggtrssive postute was the in.
vasion of Afghanistan." [SrS Actionz
July 1980: p. 5l [Emphasis added.l

Thus, we have the SLS National Office
lining up with Ronald Reagan, Zbigniew
B,rzezinski, and the Committep on the
Present Danget. ?Irr1s is wlete'the "in-
herent dynamics of state power" leads
you. Following the bent of all oppor-'
tunists, one winds up sailing in whatever
direction the wind is blowing. This is
the mentality behind the myth of the
"Soviet thr?at", bedrock Cold Warrior
ideology, tlre same line the perpetra-
tors of a war for oil in the Middle East
will be using if and when the time
comes for them to use it. For an organi-
zation which purports to be the cutting
edge of the anti-draft movement, this is
a curious position to uphold. Point 10
of the National Office draft statement

["An International Libertarian Move-
ment"] attacks the Right: "fire. Right
would take us back to the 50's, and

. reforge all the vicious and unlibertarian
instnrments of the Cold War; new wea-
pons, revitalized intelligence agencies,
a build-up of interventionary [sic]
forces, a rpnewed draft, a stampgde of
fear at home." [t seems that the National
Office has joined in that starrpede; [f
they think the Right would "take us
back to the 50's,?? they ought to read
their own rhetoric. That rhetoric dove-
tails the classic Cold Warrior document
NSC-68-the infamous 1949 National
Security Council position paper, cited
by Alan Wolfe in The Myth of the
Souiet "Threof"'as the chief comer-
stone of the rightwing theory that "an;
unbreakable connection existed between
totalitariart conditions at homg and an
expanisionist foreign policy abtoad."
The following quote from NSC48
is so similar to the National Offiee
draft statement position that it is worth
quoting hete: "The Kremlin's policy
toward areas not under its control is the
elimination of tesistance to its will qnd
tlte extension of its influence and coR-,
trol. If is driuen to follow this polby"
because it cannot . . . tolerate the ex-
istence of free societies; to the Kremlin
the most mild and inoffensive society
is an affront, a challenge and a sub-
versive influence. Given the nature of
the Kremlin, and the evidence at hand,
it seems clear that the ends toward
which this policy'is directed are the
same as those where its ends have al-
ready been established." [Cited by
Wolfe.l [Emphasis added.] This is
where "the inherent dynamics of state
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by Murray Rothbard
Editor's note: This article is the full terf parties if, wrapped up in the glamour of

counts for our poor overall growth record.
We must find a way to greatly reduce the
dropout rate and to try to bring our for-
mer members back into the party. I have
no easy answers to this grave situation. One
problem is that many of our activists
"bum out", and leave us-frazzled, tired,
fed up.

One way to solve the burnout problem is
for all ofus to adopt the attitude ofsteady
work and lifelong commitment to the
cause. All too many people get converted
to liberty, become wildly enthusiastic, join
the party, and bum themselves out in a
flurry of intense enthusiasm and activity.
Sometimes they just get too tired and quit,
never to be seen again. Other times, they
come in expecting quick victory in one or
two yean, and then get discouraged and
quit when that victory fails to appear. We
must all lgelizs tlat, while the conditions
for the achievement of liberty are good, we
will not achieve victory in a few months or
even years. When we become Libertarians
and dedicate ourselves to tJte cause of
liberty, we must realize, from the very be-
$nning, that we are engaging in a lifelong
commitment. We should do so joyously,
for there is nothing morc satisfying than
fighting for the greatest cause of all: human
liberty. IrYe should do so hoping for
great things, but expecting only lifelong'
activity in the cause. lYe should become
Libertarians just as we commit ourselves to
any lifelong car?er. When people adopt a
career, they don't expect that all their
goals will be achieved in two yean, and
then it's on to something else. In the same
way, we must commit ounelves to a life-
time career as Libertarians.
And if we adopt and encourage this kind

of mind-set, then we will not be likely to
exhaust outselves and bum ourselves out in
a few months. If we become doctors or
lawyets or computer programmers, tf,e
don't expect to work 80 hours a week for
some months, and then ccillapse. l[e learn
to pace ourselves for the long haul. We must
leam to allocate our energies as lifelong
Libertarians.

Let A Hundred
Flowers Bloom

people burn out be-
cause they beeome discour-
aged at diffetences of opin-
ion, in-fighting, and factional
disputes within the party.

The problem is that many people, on dis-
covering the wonders of Libertarianism and
finding like-minded people, enter the party
in the ngive belief that since we are all
Ubertarians and agree on fundamental
principles, that all will always be peace and
harmony in the Ubertarian family. Then,
when they diseover that this is not so, t}tey
become sadly disillusioned-and soon
enough end any connection with the
movement or with Libertarian activities.
We must all undetstand that there is

nothing wrong with disagreement in any
organization{hat such disagrcements are
inevitable..Even if each ofus agrees on basic
axiorns and principles, thert are bound to
be many and vigorous disagreements on
how to apply these principles, and still
morc; on tlre proper shategies and tactics
in trying to put these principles into effect.
As soon as any of us joins ony group of
more tlran two persons: whether business
firm, bridge club, or Libertarian Party'
there are bound to be diffettnces of opin'
ion betreen the individuals on how to pro'
ceed. For the fact of joining a group means
that . the group must make decisions,
decisions which commit every member,

and therefore it becomes important for
each individual or subgroup to fy to win
out over other factions who disagree on
counes of action. Since the group as a
whole must make unitary decisions, and
since each decision commits every member,
it becomes important for each individual
faction to try to win out in deciding what
to do, passionate arguments and even power
strug$es behreen factions become inev-
itable. And the more important the dis'
agreement and the more passionately each
faction is convinced it is right, the mote
intense the conflict will be. Few people
really cate about differences on what color
to paint the offiee. But many will care
deeply about fundamental disagreements
on prcgram or stratery.
In the hirtory of libertarian politiea!

parties in this countr5l, there are several
glorious instances of factions within the
party who made it their business to force-
firlly remind their fellow party-memben of
libertarian principles and how tley were
falling away from these principles.
T[hen in Jefferson's second term the

Jeffenonian Democratic-Republican, Party

began to betray their own libertarian
principles by driving for war against
Britain, for a nar4y, for an inflationary
central bank, for protective tariffs and
public works, the "Old Republican" fac-
tion, headed by such a great Libertarian as

John Taylor ofCarolinaand John Randolph
of Roanoke, arose to battle against the
betrayal of Jeffersonian principles by
Jefferson's own party.

Later, inside the libertarian Jacksonian
Parllr, the "Loco-Foco" faction in New York
fought against those democrats who wanted
to abandon principle, and support infla-
tion, central banking, tariffs, and big gov-
emment generally. they got their name
because the party bureaucrats had the
lights turned out in their assembly hall. Un-
daunted, the principled libertarian faction
lit candles, called "[roco-Focos", and con-
tinued the meeting.

And, finally, when tlre Northem Demo-
crats faced the slavery issue in the 1840's
and 50's, they split into the principled "
wing, who opposed the admission of any
more slave statcs into the union, and the
'tealist" wing, called the Hunken, who
favorcd the expansion of slavery. lhe
Hunken said: "It's not that we'te for
slavery but as long as it exists, we have to
live with it. Any other position is too
radical,andwould losevotes for tlte party."

By the way, the Hunkers accused tleir
principled libertarian opponents of being
abrasive ttouble.makett bam-burners, peo-
ple who wete willing to bum down the
barn to get rid of the rats. The Barnbumers
wore that name like a badge of honor.
They knew that their vital role, troubling
as it may have been, was to work to
restore the primacy of principle within
their party.
If conflict or disagreement within any

group is inevitable, then many Libertarians
$ve up in despair and decide that all
groups of any sort are evil, and that each
individual should pursue tlre Libertarian
goal by doing his or her thing strictly on
one's own. But this is a counsel of futility.
For it is simply a fact of life that very few
goals can be accomplished witltout oooper-
ation with fellows also dedicated to the
same goal: whether it is making profits in
a steel company, playing chess, or advancing
an ideologieal cause. We just have to realize
the fact that nothing of importance can be
accomplished without group cooperation,
that all gtoups, even non-ideolo$cal ones,
are bound to have disagreements and intra:
mural conflicts, and that as far as possible
we should relax and enjoy it, or, as Califor-
nians would say, "go with the flow."

I[e should also realize t]at, while business
firms have plenty of inner managerial con-
flicts, as we can see every day in tle busi-
ness pr?ss, they are necessarily limited by
the feedback test of profit and loss. Mana-
gets have to try to increase profits and
avoid losses, and their policies are sub-

ieet to quick feedback tests which force
them to correct their ways or else go out of
business. Non-profit institutions, ideolo$cal
or not, political or not, have no such quick
reality tests, so there is much more scope
for longer and more intense disagreement.
firerc is Eave danger that some of us may
nrslr to substitute votes for profits as a test
of sucess. Of coune, we are after votes,
but never at the expense of principle.

Far from disagreements within the party
being something to paper over, hide, or
suppress, instead the only sound and
healthy policy is to encourage them to be
aired. Only in that way will party members
be able to learn what is going on, fomtulate
their views in interaction with others, and
make knowledgeable and intclligent deci-
sions. For there is another basic differen?e
between a political party or any member-
ship o:ganization, on_the one hand, and a
corporation or trustee-mn institution m
the other. Corporations and most non-pro-
fit organizations are hierarchical, run from
the top down, with-basic and ultimate
direction in the hands of the top leadership.
Succrssful political parties have to have
participation and involvement in decision-
making by the members. It becomes all
the more vital, then, for parties, to insure
that therp is free flow of information and
ftee exercise of opinion and disagreement
among party membets. Otherwise, party
members, kept in the dark, will be reduced
to obsening and merely ratifying the
decisions of the leadenhip,

AII of us, therefote, should welcome the
fonnation of eaucuses and varying tenden-
cies within our party. And I say tlis about
all fections and caucuses, not just ones
with which I happen to agree. Liber-
t$irns and our party are now so big that it
is inevitable and healthy that varying and
even conf,icting tendencies have appeared
within them. Disagreement is an inevitable
Gonsequence of our grcwth. We must there'
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of Dr. Rothbard's heynote address to the
first state'convention of the Libertarian
Party of California held in the wahe of
achieuing ballot status.

August 16;1980

Ttris is a very happy oecasion for me.
Over five years ago, in the winter of 1975,
I gave the keynote address to the state con-
vention of this party. It was held at a
small mndown motel in Santa Monica.
Now here we ane, at our long-awaited first
convention as I pennanent legal party.
What a long way the party has come in a
mere five yean!
I remember the occasion vividly, because

it was one of the first times I had ever been
to Califomia. As a New Yorker born and
bred, I had the usual New Yorker attitude
toward Califronia. Any place west of the
Hudson was considercd 'the dunes", and
Califomia I thought I knew all about ftom
all those beach blanket picturesof long ago.
I knew that everyone in Califomia spent
their time tooling down the highway at
Malibu, with Frankie Avalon and Annette
Funicello ready to leap into the water witlt
their surfboards at the first cry of "surf's
up!" Their attention was entirely devoted
to the endless quest for the "perfect wave".
That winter we drove across the country to
L.A., and were snowbound in Gallup, New
Medco. I had to take a bus from there to
L.A. so as not to miss my keynote addrcss.
The bus drove through the night: I staggered
out of the Greyhound Terminal and took
a cab to Santa Monica, and I remember
clearly my astonishment at getting out at
the motel on the beach. It was 85 degrees,
and up there in the sky thete was a ni'hite,
hot, blinding thing. Good lord, it was.the
sun blazing dowri! New Yorkers spend
their lives shielded ftom that monstrous
thing by layer upon layer of cloud, smog,
and dirt.

Since then, I've leamed to love Califomia,
I lived here for nearly tlree years, and I
now consider California my second home.

1r have become famous, or infamous,
, over the last few years for givinf
, speeches on the case for optimism
, hi liue*arian gatherings.Iain going

,- to spare you that case here. For
one thing, I'm surc yourue heard it all be-
fore. But more importantly, what we
need at this point is not another pep talk,
but rather a strong note of eaution and
concem. Caught up as we all are in the
euphoria of this presidential campaign, we
are understandably in danger of forgetting
some truths that will be vital for the con-
tinued advance and even survival of our
party and of our great cause of liberty,
which is after all why we are all here in the
first place.

First, we are in danger of neglecting the
state and local parties. firis great state
convention is a perfect occasion for sound-
ing this note of waraing. The major pur-
poses of any libertarian politicat campaign
are to educate the public in the principles
of libertarianism, and to draw more and
more active and dedicated libertarians into
the Ubertarian Party. [n that.way, educa-
tion of tlte public and recruiting into the
party go hand in hand, each reinforcing the
other as we advance onward to liberty.
But we cannot build the state and local

Building A Movement

the presidential race, we neglect our state

and local candidates or our state and local

P4rtY structurcs.
Ttrere has been an understandable but un'

fortunate tendency to concentrate our
money and more importantly our energies

on the national campaign to the neglect
of the vital task of nurturing and building
eandidates and our party at the grass roots
level. We need to devote more of our re'
sources to the grass roots, and'to orga-

nizing at the local level.
Ttrere is danger, too, in devoting so much

of our resources to a TV campaign for the
presidential ticket. Clearly media publicity
is extremely important, but there must be

a balance, and desperately needed atten-
tion to grass roots campaigns and party
organizing is in peril of getting lost in the
struffle.

It is important to heed the lesson of the
history of the New Left. h his significant
recent book, The Whole World Is lVatching;
Todd Gitlin, one of the founders of the
New Left in the 1960's, is trying to figure
out what went wrong with that seemingly
mighty movement; how could it have col'
lapsed so quickly? He concludes tlat t}te
major problem was that the New Left
leadership, having attractcd far more media
attention and publiciff than tley had ever
hoped, began to concenEate all their
energies on keeping that attention going. In
love with their star roles they began to
alter and tailor their programs to keep
media attention. fuid they began to neglect
the slow, hard work .of grassroots orga-

. nlzing in order to wallow in tleir new
glamorous roles as media athactions. As
i result, when the first crisis obcurted, or
shen the media loot interest and went on
to anot}er fad, the bubble burst, and it
turned out to everyone's astonishment that
underaeath therc was nothing tlere any-
morc. The New Ieft had disappeared. It is
vital for us to heed that lesson, and not to
ne$ect eit}er libertarian principles or grass-

organizing in an attempt to- keep the
media listening and watching. Or else we
too will wake up ons morning to find that
therc is nothing there, anymore.

Those who push for virtually exclusive
concentration on TV and the presidential
campaign say they hope that the glamour
and attention will automatically shengthen
the state arid local parties. But it hasnt
worked that way in the past. It didn't work
with the New Lcft, and it didn't realty
work after our last preddential campaigt.
Nor did it work afrer the grcat Clark cam-
pal$ for governor in 1978. I.ct us put it
this way: ever since we ran our first Hos-
pers-Nathan presidential campaign in 197 2,
our party has been growing enormously in
total number of votes, in media attention,
and in financial contributions. But it has
zot been growing enough in what really
counts in the long-run: total number of
party membett, and by this I mean of
courte real, active members, and not sim-
ply sigratures to meet legal ballot requitt-
ments. Here is one vital measutt of our
long-nrn sussess as a party and as a foree to
roll back stati$t and to aehieve liberty.
Otrr record here is cause for concern and
for rethinking of our efforts and our
prioritiee.

Anotter problem that has houblcd all of
us for a long time is that while we get a
continuing influx of eager new membetrn
we lose a lot too, a dropout rate tlat ad-
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fore welcome all the divene tendenqies in
our party, we must listen, rtad, rnd disctrss
these disagreements, so that each of us can
be bettnr informed and make up our own
minds on these important questions. Let a
hundred flowers bloom, let a hundred
schools of thougltt contend. Far better
such healthy diversity and disagrcement
than any kind of closed and monolithic
structurc with everyone below reduced to
taking and following orders. We don't want
that kind of deadening goose-stepping con-
formity for our gpat paffy. But we must
always be alert. Power, any kind of power,
tends to comrpt, and, as firomas Jefferson
warned us two centruies ago, "eternal
iiigilance is the price of liberty."
But to make intelligent decisions, we

must all be well informed. [f our burnout
rate is troublesome, the continuing influx
of newcomen also pgses a diffetent kind of
problem. For it is vital for the continued
survival of our party as alibertarianParty
that we educate ourselves continually in
the prtnciples of Libertarianism and how
these principles apply to ongoing and to
new political issues. [f we need to educate
older members, how much more vital is
education for the new members as they
pour inte the party, and who are usually
far less familiar with the ideas, the person-
nel, the books, the political culture of the
Libertarian mov6ment and party. Yet,
there are few organs or institutions in the
party engaged in this kind of educational
prooess. firils process must be stepped up,
which is one rcason thad- all caucuses are
rraluable, because each in its own way per-
forms a vital educational function for parff
memben. For how can party members
educate the outside world in Libertarian-
ism and pcruit others into the party with-
out such educational institutions and
mechanisms within the party itself? .tn the
long nrn, it is disastmus if tlre only time
political issues are discussed is at platform
committees and conventions for two or
three days every two years. Discussion of
Libertarianism and how it applies to politi-
cal issues must become a continuing and
permanent part of the life of the party.

Here again we see the essential importance
of local and grass.roots institutions in the
party. This kind of continuing education
can only oecur at the grass-rootsin state
and local party organizations. lVe cant
wait for nationd headquarterc or national
officers to do the job for us. |[e must
rededicate ourselves to building organiza-
tions locally and statc-wide in California,
and urge the other states to follow suit.
California is the flegship Libertarian Party
in the nation; let it sene as a beacon{ight
and an example to the other parties. Let us
not bum ounelyes out in the euphoria and
glamour of the presidential campaigrr: let
us not neglect the vital task of building the
Califomia Party and working and voting
for state and local Califomia candidates.
Tttis state convention is a perfect time for
us to rededicate our:elves to that task.

f we are in danger of neglecting
grassroots education, organizing,
and candidates amidst the hoopla
of the national campaigr, we are
equally in danger of forgetting

and educate the public and the voters id
these principles. And even if we get fewer
votes that way-and I am not at all con-
vinced that that is the case-rye would then
be secure in the knowledge that whateyer
votes we did get wete votes for Libertarian-
ism, and not simply votes for respect-
ability. Tte object of this whole business,
after all, the point sg tltg rlibertarian Party,
is not-epeat nof-imply to get the maxi-
mum number of votes for our candidates.
the object of our campaigns is to get the
maximum number of votes for Liber-
taritn principles. If we are just intetested
in votes and votes alone, we should hike
back to the Democratic or Republican
parties. That's whete the votes are.
fite temptation to candidates to waffle

on principle is inhercnt in our situation. In
the long run, we must correct this problem
by a basic structural. reform in the Liber-
tarian Party. There must be some institu-
tional, day.to-day methods by which the
party and the party organs can control
political campaigns. l{e cannot long endure
a situation where someone is nominated
for an office, and he and his campaign
committee then promptly take the bfll and
mn with it, ignoring the paff, party
structutes, -and even the party platform.
lhe party must be able to control the can-
didate, we need this kind of aceountability,
and not the other way around. Suppose,
for example, that a communist or a Ku-
kluxer or some other non-Libertarian man-
ages to win a party pdmary. Or suppose
even that a genuine Libertarian falls prey
to temptation once he wins a nomination:
We must not allow them to continue un.
checked: for one thing, the party is sup.
posed to be an institution that educates the
voting public in Ubertarianism. If we,allow
unchecked action by candidates, they
might well be educating the public in
sometling very different ftom Liber-
tarianism. In the months and years ahead,
we should all devote a considerable amount
of thorght to how this stmctural reform
can be achieved.

pulsory licenses, and minimum wage laws,
which prevent the poor ftom obtaining
jobs or from rising into the ranks of
entrepreneurs.
It is simpty nonsense, the product of a

fruitless quest for respectability, foi some
to say that 'tye cannot cut welfane until
private institutions fill the gap." Yet there
are voices, and candidates, in our party
who say exactly that. No one is going to
pick up the welfare tab, which is misdirected
from the start. It is even worse to sV, 6
some candidates have done, that "We can-
not cut welfare until we achieve full em-
ployment." Ttris is economic illiteracy. I
thought that this Keynesian term had died
an unlamented death, until Libertarians, of
all people, began to pick up on it. "Full
employment" can never be achieved. [t is
equally absurd to say, as some have done,
that tax and budget cuts will make America
6<l prospero$ that no one will be on wel-
fare anyway. I{elfare payments $ve a
powerful incentive to remain unemployed,
since the advantage of working over not
workingthat is, monetary gain-gets re-
duced or disappean altogether. There is no
magic route, no painless, respectable route
to solve this problem except by eliminating
the welfate system itself. If Keynesians and
other Iiberals don't like this fact of life,
then it's just too bad. We can never convert
them or achieve liberty, unless we set forth
our principles honestly and fearleisly.

My third example of Ubertarian neglect
is the issue that most Americans say is
the Nurilber One problem today: our
chronic, permanent, and accelerating infla-
tion. What can be done about it? Ihere's
only one solution that is consistent both
with sound economics and with Llber-
tarian principhs. Fortunately they go to-
gether. [.et me quote from our glorious
platform. "We recogrize that govemment
control over money and banking is the
cause of inflation . . . .We thercfore eall for
the repeal of all legal tender laws and of all
compulsory governmental units of account.
We support the right to private ownerdrip
of and contracts for gold. lVe favor the
elimination of all govemrnent fiat money
and all government minted coins. All re.
strictions upon the private minting of coins
should be abolished so that minting will be
open to the competition of the free market.
We farror the use of tlte fiee market com.
modity standard, such as gold coin denomi-
nated by units of weigbt. Iffe favor free
market banking. lYe call for tlre abolition
of the Federal Reseme System, Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation . . . . etc.,'

Now this is not a program divorced from
the realities of the political wortd. Rep.
Ron Paul, Republiean of Texas, has just'
introduced a bill in qongrcss to this effect.
Do we dare to do less, do we dare to lag

would be a tragic imny if, like Bichaid
Mxon who proclaimed himself a Keynesian,
Iibertarians should pick up the Keynesian
baton just when it is falling apart. For the
balanced or unbdanced budget has very
littld to do with inflation.Inflation is caused
by the Federal Beserve creation of new.
money, and the Fed can inflate even when.
the budget is balanced. Conversely, defi-
cits do not have to be financed by infta-
tionary creation of money.

But it is said that the people understand
about balanced budgets, but not about
money. It is true that b&lancing the budget
is a very respectable and non.controver-
sial position. Eighty to ninety percent of
the public favor it, and even Jimmy Carter
keeps promising it, although it is of course
as far. away as ever. But respectable oi not,
holding out a balanced budget to the peo.
ple as. a cult for inflatfon ir.iust plain
wrong. [f we neglect the money and bank.
ing system, and the importance of gold
over government paper, we lose a vital
opportunity to really educate the public
on the cause of inflation. [.et us, for
heaven's sake, have the guts to tell the
public the truth about what is going on.
If ue don't do it, if we don't uphold sound
economics and Libertarian prineiple, who
in the world is going to do it?

Critical Support

[Iphold Principle

Ir come now to what is probably the
I most difficult part of ihis keynote
I address. In American politici, the

, custom is that once a eandidate is
.= selected, all memberc and factions
of the party must get behind the candi-

dat€. But suppose that the candidate be$ns
to violate the principles and the platform
of the party: what then is the party mem-
ber who is concemed about principle,
especially in a party devoted to principle,
what is he or she supposed to do? One
answer-the tnditional custom in Ameri-
can politicsts of course promised assid-
uously by party hacks who put their own
'power over principle. firis doctrine holds
that whatever the heresies and sins of the
candidate, every party member must
swallow his or her conscience, bury prin-
ciple for the duration of the campaign,
and aet first and foremost on the doc-
trine.-of loyalty to the party and its candi-
dates above all other considerations.

Ioyalty is of course an admirable qualiff:
but thete is one thing more important than
loyalty to one's group or organization or
party: and that is loyalty to one's cherished
beliefs and principles. Recently, headlines
were made in the financial ptess about the
firing last winter by the Ford Motor Com-
pany of its vice president and chief econ-
omist, Bill Niskanen. Niskanen had persisted

._l
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i et us turn to a few PrinciPles
, and proEams of the Liber-
, tarian Party which are in dan-L/ frlt: "*il'",fr ."f::i#?'s:

few of the important ones on an unfor-
tqnately long list, r list that includes the
abolition of the FBI, the abolition of the
environmental protection agency, the re'
peal of the income tax, and the eventual
repeal of all taxation. But I would like to
deal at a little greater length with three
Libertarian policies which we are in danger
of forgetting.

First, as Libertarians we favor open and
unrestricted immiEation. And that means
now! Our national platform calls for "the
elimination of all reshicitons on immiga-
tion". Arnerica was a beacon-light of free-
dom when we punued our original policy,
from the be$nning of the republic until
World ldlar I of free and open immigration.
We are a lot richer now than we were then.
Immigrants are some of the most hard-
working and productive members of our
society. They come here looking eagerly
for achance,andwhen they get that chance
they work hard for themselves and their
families. tr!,ee immigration is both the
Libertarian policy and the American heri-
tage, we cannot betray them. Yet there are
voices, and therc ale candidates, in our par-

E who say that immigration must be
rcstricted because it adds to welfare costs.
firis argument is both morally shabby and
incorrect. Immigrants come hete to work.
lf we ate worried about the welfare system,
let's abolistr that, and not meet tlte prob-
lem by punishing harmless and innocent
Mexicans and other immigrants, who are
trying to take part in what is supposed to
be the American way of life.

Tlrat brings me to the welfale system.
Our national platform is clear on this ques-
tion. "lile oppose all government welfare,
relief projects, and 'aid to the poor' pro-
grams. All these government programs are

Frivacy-invsding, patemalistic, demeaning,
and inefficient. The proper so1rroe of help
for such pe$ons is the voluntary aide and
efforts of private goups and individuals."
It should be clear from tlte very language
of the 'platform that we favor tlte aboli-
tion of welfare not because we hate the
poor, alr leftists like to charge, but be-
cause we oppose coercion and aggrtssion in
all walks of life. Countless studies have
shown that the welfare system hurts
rather than helps the poor, so that both the
ta:rpayers and thepoor suffer from its toils.
As other passages in the platform make
clear, we favor liberating the poor and
everyone else from the crippling confines
of prohibitions, regulirtions, taxes, com-

Against OpportunismI
our glorious platform and even our basic
Libertarian principles. We are notnafter all,
a hack party,like the Democrats or Repub-
licans. To us, our platform is ngt simply
the work of pressure groups to be forgot-
ten the next day and rcmain unread the
rBst of the campaign. As the party of
principle, our platform fo the embodiment
ol our Libertarian principles and the way
we apply these principles to all the impor-
tant issues of our day. Our platform, na-
tbnal and state, must be held up as.our
most vital document in every politicat
campaign. It must not be buried or hidden
or apolo$zed for-in embarrassrnent as

reflecting a remote, ultimate goal far re-
moved from the currcnt campaign. Our
national platform was crafted last year
expressly to guide all of our membelt,
institutions, and candidates; it is and
should be understood as being directly
relevant to every campaign, for the plat-
form not only states the basic principles,
but goes on to apply them in detail. Any
compromising, my waffling, any under-
c.utting or contradicting of our platfotm
should be met with the stemest rcbuke by
each and every party member.

For it is inevitable tltat people nrnning
for office might be tempted-for the sake
of seeming short-mn advantage or trying
to maximize votestempted to waffle,
abandon, undercut, or contradict our
principles and platform. Our platform
might appear radical and not very tespect-
able, the only way to make it sound re.
.spectaplg eventually is to hammer away,

behind a Republican Congressman?
To put it anotler way: inf,ation is caused

solely by the expansion of the money sup-
ply by the govemment. lhe Federal Re-
serve System is tlte agency solely respon-
sible for this legalized counterfeiting and
only the tetunr to the gold standard and
the abolition of the Fed can hdt - this
prooess.

But tlete att voices, and there att candi-
dates, in our party, who say that infla-
tion is solely the product of deficit spend-
ing, and that if we balance the budget we
will end inflation. firis is Keynesian
malarkey, whether uttetrd by Keynes or
by Libertarian candidates. Keynesianism is
losing out even among economists, and it

in arguing for ftee hade after Ford had
decided to lobby for. a ptotective tariff
against Japanese autos. He was told that,
at Ford, people get dong by waiting for
the decision of tlre company and then
coming up with arguments to support
that decision. There is plenty, thert is too
much, of this spirit of blind autocretic
confomrity in corporations and other
institutions in American life. We don't
want that kind of spirit in our Ubertarian
Party. IVe don't want a party of goooe-
stepping conformity, we don't want to
insist that our members bury their.indi-
vidual consciences, that we must keep
silent when w€ see our own principles and

(continued on page 12)
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/s The RedfideTurn
(continued from pqe 7)

the Western ruling class, who advocate
"detente"-and who s€, very clearly,
that their intercsts objectively converge
with the rising managerial elitc of the
Soviet bloc. Gierek knew that his friends
in the West would not deseil him; after
all, what are friends for? llthile the whole
world held its breath, waiting for the
Red Army to march through the streets
of Warsaw, it was the re-scheduling of
massive loans from Westem banks which
prevented a general strike from becoming
a full+cale revolution. It was only the
reasonable expgctation that Red Poland's
crediton would frown on the possible
loss of S20 billion which permitted
Gierck to make big economic conces-
sions to the striking workers. Thof is the
lesson of Gdansk.

This blatant collusion by East and
West-which saved a Communist regime
from the fate it so richly deserves-
should do much to break down the Cold
War mentality which still misguides
many libertarians. The still-birth of the
Polish revolution was presided over by
the West, with the Kremlin playing the
role of doctor's assistant. It is true that
the Soviets extended economic aid to
their beleaguered puppets-but the
Russians just don't have the resources
to make a significant difference. In the
end, the fate of the Gierek regime was
decided in the \{est-not in Gdansk, net
in Moscow.

The historic dichotomy between the
so-called "FreeWorld" and the Com-
inunist bloc is a myth that ought to be

stre€ts of

dispelled in the.' face of overwhelming
evidence to the oontrary-the Pqislt
events being on-ly the clearest,.'mosf re-
cent example. What' we are up against
is neither the "Red Menace"i nor, an
allegedly anti:Communist, cabal . of
l[estern 'lcapitalists"-rihat we arr faced
with is an international statist system
which is fast becoming an ecoriomic and
political reality. Because the objective
interests of -the Russian uid US elites
tend to coincide niore rnd more-that
is, as the tide of nationalist 'revolutions
tends to ,rise 8ll around the world-ig-
nificant sections of :both-ntling elites atr
attempting to forge a de. facto alliance.
This is now the dominant trend, in
lVashington as well as in Moscow. (Qn
tlte other hand, the rival trend repre-
sented by Brzezinski, and also by the
even more rightwing policy advisors
surrounding Beagan, is even more dan-
gerous; emboldened by the proximity of .power, these types seek open mili+-ar;
confrontation with the Soviets. Thei
response to the Polish uprising was
strangely muted, considering the classie
rightwing support for the liberation of
the 'captive nations.' The reason for this
ought to be clear enough to Libertarians:
the passivity of the USSR in the face of
a revolutionary situation brewing on
their border did nothing to reinforce the
myth of the "Soviet threat.")

The Polish tymnny would not last one
week without material aid from its
Western supporters-the international
financial interests centered in the Inter-
national Monetary Fund and other

banking cartels, which prop up favoted
regimes on a worldwide scale. Although
the threat of Soviet military intenren-
tion cast a dark shador over \flarsaw's
version of the "Prague Spring", ulti-
mately other factors were decisive.
These other facton-forces whieh tran-
scend out-dated and irrelevant national
boundaries-re .the nucleus around
which an intemational statist order is
developing and expanding. To those
genuinely anti-Communist Libertarians
still blinded by Cold War propaganda,
we in the Libertarian Party Radical
Caucus (IPRC) say; Who,really sold out
Poland? Who propped up a Communist
regime which was teetering on the brink
of reyolution? Who, ultimately, was the
main danger to those Poles who were,
and are, fighting for their fteedom? In
the end it was the West, not the Red
Army, which intenened on behalf of
the Gierek re$me.

[,et those who take issue with the
LPBC's contention that it is the US
(rather than the Soviet Union) which is
the main danger to human fteedom
examine- the situation in Poland. Today,
the existence of an intemational statist
system is an undeniable rcality. firat
system is headquartered in the West,
no! in the Easta the Polish drama's anti-
'cliin*r tailght us that, if it taught us
ariything at all.' , nevoiutiohs which ' are not. merely
proxy .witrs ccinducted by. the super-
poripls re' a. thteat to both' ruling
eliter-lut it i3 only tho US which has
the resoutces to police the world on a
grarid scale" Because the US is still
reaping the gains made by the American
Bevolution:which unleashed the tre-
mena6'us' productive forces of a quasi-
free. market economyit caq afford to
bail out tyrants whoee policies have
brought them, to the edge of eollapse.
Because . socialism doesn't work{e-

cause it has produced nothing buf
ration-books and the Gulag-the USSR
stands by, helpless, as their Polish
satellite threatens to veer out of the
Soviet orbit. AII over the world, the
failure of Marxism in practice is leading,
inexorably, to the ideological "im-
miseration" of Communism, and all
varieties of statism. The intellectual
poverty of the Mamists, as they try to
explain each new atrocity in tlte context
of their meaningless dogmas, is obvious
to all those who care to look. Those
who look forward to the llberation of
Poland-nd who, simultaneously, call
for a ban on trade with the Communist
bloe-fail to recognize that the abun-
dance of l4restern consumer goods is an
invaluable ideological factor in the
continuing destablization of the Polish
rc$me. Designer jeani, not the I!D(
missile, will bring down the commissars.

The Libertarian Party Radical Caucus
supporh the fight of Jhe Polish people '
against the Communist regime- fight
which has been undercut not only by
Gierek's masters in the Kremlin, but by.
Gierek's ofher masters in the West. \{e
urge our readets and supporters to
oppose the use of tax money to aid the
Polish regime-and, furthermore, \tre
urge US withdrawal from all interna-
tional banking cartels, zuch as the IMF
and othes, which are tesponsible for
the continuing plight of the Polish peo-
ple. It is these vultures who, in concert
with their Red allies, seek to impose
'husterit5l" on the Polish people. lYhy
the Polsih people should have to pay for
the failures of a planned economy they
never chose-and why they should
accept "austerit5l" instcad of revolution
-is a question the Westem elite dares
not answer.

One hopes the Polish people will
answer it_in no uncertain terms.

Advance Toliberty
(continuedfrompage 11) -. ing support on the one hand, or the repu-
policies violated. We Libertarians are indi- alatiori bf our eandidates on tire other. The
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vidualists, and may we always remain so!
We must and we shall speak out against
injustice and violation of Libertarian
principle, whether it is outside our party or
within it. Loyalty to principle, Ioyalff to
truth, must always be our guiding star.
If any of our party nominations were

ever captured by a communist qr a Ku-
" kluxer, L don't think any one of us would

be confused about what we should do.
Pqrty loyalty would clearly and obviously
go by the board, party nominee or no
party nominee, and we would all of us
denounce this penon and repudiate him or
her in no uncertain tctms.

These extreme cases are clear.cut. I{hat
to do, however, if some of our candidates
violate some party principles but not
others? lfhat then? Here, our coutse of
action begomes less clear and more com-
plex, but one tfiing must be realized above
all: each party member must follow his or
her own conscience and judgement above
all. We must not permit any sort of social
prcssurr or moral bleckmail to cloud over
and distort tlat precious individual choice.
It will be easier for each of us to mate

the decision to support the ticket if we
meke the basie and fundamentel distinc-
tion between eitiul and uncritical eryport
of any $ven candidate. Uncritical support
is the conformlng, autocntic, goose-
stepping, blind loyelty to tlre group, the
sort of loyalty faterBd W the butpau-
crat and the perty hack. But tlte choice

third way is, after weighing all facton, to
support our candidates but to do so
critically: that is to speak out against
violations of principle whenever or where-
ever they may oocur. Critical support of
a candidate means that, having yeighed all
the candidate's strcngths and weaknesses,
his cleaving to or violation of principles,
thoroughly and thoughtfully, the party
member believes tlat, when dl ttrese fac-
tors are weighed, and all thinp ere said and
done, he or she will support and vote for
that candidate. As Libertarians, our party
candidates strould prcfer thoughtful and
critical support tb blind obedience. It
would be a peculiar kind of Ubertarian
indeed who felt othewise.
It is in this spirit that I call upon every-

one to support and vote for tlre erttire
Ubertarian ticket this Novemberfor the
Oark-Koch ticket, Dave Bergland for Sen-
ate, and for our congnssional and local
candidatee right down the line.

Murmy N. Rathbart, a welllnown econt
mist, is the author of Man, Economy and
State, For e New Liberty,the mutti-,oolwne
Conceived in tiberty (a history of the
Amerban Reuolution), and many otlurc.
He b the leadingexporuntof the "Arstrian"
school of economb, at leat in thb coun-
Ayad w6, in frct, a pupil of the guat
Lttdw$ wn Mies. hof. Rothbardhs been
a leder of the Libertsdsn mowment for
nur,y ye@ai he is olrp a member of the
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is not onty between uncritical and unthink- LPRC Ccnfral @mmittee.
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FREE MARKET We are now accepting Classified Ads.
Rates atp: 25G per wotd: 1Vo discount
on ads repeated three times; 107o dis-
count on ads repeated ten times. We
rrserve the right to reject copy for
any reason whatsoever. Make checks
payable to Libertarion Vanguqd.
Payment mwt accoryany all otders.

UNTIL NOW, NO AUI'HOR HAS DARED
TO CHALLENGE THIS ASPECT OF
YOUR SELF.DESTRUCTTVE BELIEFS.
Dr. Walter Block demonstrates how you
pay a burdensome economic and emotional
pric.e by not defending such victims as the
pimp, prostitute, drug pusher, slanderer,
slumlord, profiteer, loan shark and scab.
Now his book, "Defending the Undefend-
able," has itself become a victinr. Although
this intellectual adventure has received rave
rBviews from D.T. Armentano, P.T. Bauer,
Harry Brown, Roy Childs, Bill Evers,
Walter Grinder, F.A. Hayek, Henry llazlitt,
John Hospen, Richard Lubbock, Roger
MacBride, Robert Nozick, Murray Roth-
bard and Thomas Szasz, it has been vir-
tually banned by the nation's bookstores
as too controversial. So order your hard-
cover copy directly from the publisher,

$9.95. Paperback, $5.95. Three-week
money-back guarantee. Or send for free
brochure. Fleet Press, P.O. Box 2, Bay
Station, Brooklyn, N.Y. 11235.

INVESTOBS, salesperson/fundraiser, and
bi-lingual libertarians wanted by intema-
tional libertarian radio station now being
planned. Serious replies only, including
phone numbet, to; Libertarian Vangwrd,
1800 Market, S.F., CA. 94702.

HOW AN ANARCHIST SOCIETY
WOULD PROVIDE NATIONAL DE.
FENSE: THE SOLUTION TO LIBER-
TARIANITiM'S HARDEST PROBLEM bY
Jefftey Rogen Hummel, historian and
fotmer U.S. Army officer. Complete talk
with questions and answers and further
questions and answen on three 90minute
cassettes or one 7" reel-$l5. plus $1.
packing and handling. Texas residents in-
clude 5% sales tax. Order from: IMMOR-
TAL PERFOBMANCES, P.O. Box 8316,
Austin, TX 7glt2.

"A LIBEBTY. BOOK', the Uttle Green
Book. 100 pages; quotes and eipgranrs.
'Toaderful" I(arl Hess. ,.Nice little
collection" - Dave Nolan. S1.00 postpaid.
Quantity Discornb. Iibettarian-Library,
Box 1363, Aspen, Colorrdo 81612.

PROPOSAL fi' CLABIT"T THE 13th
AllENDllEllT. SASE TO: NEW PABTY,
8i119 I\lham Court, Bichmond, Virginia
23227.

lHE STAIE SUCKTI, HABASS YOUR
LOCAL POLHCIAN, over 60 buttons,
poster$, .bdmpersticken. Free catalog.
S[.r., Box 4, Fullerton, CA 92682.


