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Lively Discussion Fills
FNF Forum on Security

On 15 October 1993, the Free Nation
Foundation heldits third Forum at Days Inn
near the Raleigh Airport. The subject of the
day-long event was security: how voluntary
and market institutions might provide se-
curity in a free country, on both a ocal and
national scale. Nine attended, including the
four who presented papers. Repeatedly,
animated discussion had to be cut short, in
order to allow time for succeeding papers.

Of the papers presented, four were printed
in the previous issue of Formulations. These
were: "Devil's Advocate: No Defense De-
partment is Needed," "Providing Defense
by Voluntary Means," and "Contra Insur-
ance" by Bobby Emory; and "A Review of
Libertarian Ideas about Security," by Rich-
ard Hammer. Three papers are printed else-
where in this issue. These are: "Protective
Services in a Free Nation,” by Scott
McLaughlin; "Defending a Free Nation,” by
Roderick Long; and "The Power of Ostra-
cism,” by Richard Hammer.

Proceedings of the Forum will be pub-
lished and distributed to those who attended.
We will also continue the practice with these
Proceedings of mailing a copy to Members
of the Foundation (though this is not one of
the stipulated benefits of membership). A

Foundation News Notes

« Before our Forum on 15 October the three
Directors (Emory, Hammer and Long) met
and increased the size of the Board of Direc-
tors from three to five, and added as the two
new members:

Candice 1. Copas, 21, of Durham, NC,
active volunteer for the Libertarian Party
of North Carolina and organizer of that
Party's 1994 state convention. She is an
undergraduate at UNC-Chapel Hill ma-
joring in political science and philosophy.

(continued on page 3)

Topic for Next Forum:
How can government
establish self-government?
by Richard Hammer

At the conclusion of our recent Forum, I
presented a question to those in attendance,
and it was generally agreed that this question
would be a good topic of our next Forum, to
be held in April 1995.

The question looks ahead. It is set in the
context of an assurmption that we have already
gained power.

Assumption: We libertarians have gained
political power in some realm or country.
Thus we no longer have to work to per-
suade people to allow us this power. We
have at our disposal all the apparatus of
coercion.

Question: How do we use that power to
foster reestablishment of voluntary, civil
institutions? What is the best, and most
compassionate way to dismantle the power
we find in our hands?

Clearly we could make mistakes. The
scandal in the American savings and loan
industry shows this: people zealous to dis-
mantle government deregulated an industry
which continued to be insured by govern-
ment. But [ want to know more than this one
example. What other examples, good or
bad, might instruct us? In addition to the
economic view, what is our challenge from
a psychological or sociological view? Can
we discover a theory?

Some readers, I expect, will debate the
assumption. They will say it is a waste of
time to talk about how we would use power
because at present we seem incapable of
getting power. Yes, but I think this is like the
chicken-or-the-egg question. Our adversar-
ies resist yielding power to us because they
do not believe we could use it appropriately.
We may dissolve some of this resistance by
developing a plan in which we have con-

(continued on page 3)

A New Foundation
Enters the Free

Nation Movement
by Richard Hammer

A respectable new entrant to the move-
ment, The New Country Foundation, was
formed in August by investment advisor
Courtney Smith and businessman/engineer
Mike Oliver. Itisdedicated to creation of a
libertarian Sea City, and to promotion of
other new country projects. Among other
things, it carries forward remnants of the
Atlantis Project. It is headquartred in Valley
Village, Califomnia.

The foundation will publish a newsletter,
New Counsry Report. The first issue, dated

(continued on page 3)
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Stand Up
by Richard Hammer

In this column I beat the drum for the Free
Nation Foundation. For starters, since some
readers may be distracted by the recent
election in the U.S., let me try to draw
attention back to the cause.

The election passed power into the hands
of Republicans, a party whose members
often speak of limited government. As a
consequence I expect that some freedom
seekers will shift their attention from the
forlom shores of the free nation movement
to the more comfortable hope that majority
rule can restrain itself. ls this shift reason-
able?

Any levelheaded critic of the plan of this
Free Nation Foundation might point out that
what we are trying is unprecedented. I
agree; as far as I know idealists have never
succeeded in a plan which involved first
building the vision of a nation and then
shopping for location. But, before this critic
returns to the usual mode of activism I
would hope to hold his attention a bit longer.
I would ask:

What historical precedent shows that this
usual mode of activism can work? When
has freedom been gained by persuading an
electorate to stop trying to use government
to set direction for society?

So I contend that the usual mode of lib-
ertarian activism (convincing voters that the
power they possess in the ballot hurts them
more than helps them) likewise suffers from
a shortage of convincing precedent. Can we
know that either mode of activism is pos-
sible? Which camp is more crazy? Well, I
do not know. So I have one foot in each.

Many libertarians now advise a third ap-
proach. They say do what is necessary to
survive: innovate; barter; trade goods and
services with other libertanans; leam about
tax havens from libertarian investment ad-
visers, but pay if corered by the tax man;
arm to defend yourself; but do not provoke
a fight with the statists or you will lose; do
not attract notice to yourself.

To me this advice suggests accepting the
role of mouse in a game of cat and mouse.
ButI am glad that some libertarians take this
approach. It assures that, whatever the fu-
ture brings, at least one subspecies of our
line will survive.

Recently I saw a scene in a TV nature
show which reminded me of our situation.
A nervous zebra in a herd was looking back
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« they are more politically stable, and thus
harder to defeat through treachery;

- there is higher morale among their citi-
zens, thus making them better soldiers;

« equal opportunity and free competition
among citizens tend to reward, and thus to
foster, what Machiavelli calls virta (by
which he means, not "virtue” in our sense,
but a combination of self-discipline,
boldness, and ingenuity — which are nice
things to have in your own nation, but can
be dangerous traits in a vigorous and
aggressive nation next door);

« and the high standard of living enjoyed by
free nations leads to an increase in popu-
lation, thus creating a pressure to expand
into the territory of their neighbors.

Machiavelli cites Rome and Athens as in-
stances (see also the account of Athens in
Thucydides' History of the Peloponnesian
War, in particular comparing Pericles' pan-
egyric to Athenian libertarianism at II. 34-
46 with the Corinthian speech on the restless
energy and virtit of Athenian imperialism at
1. 68-71); today Machiavelli might add the
United States. Of course there are
counterexamples: Switzerland, for instance.
And despite Machiavelli's brilliance, he

seems to have little understanding of the free
market; his notion of a free society thus does
not appear to include the concept of free
trade, which nineteenth-century classical
liberals favored in part because of its ten-
dency to create ties of mutual dependence
that discouraged war. Still, it is true that
freedom, together with the technological
progress that freedom brings in itstrain, has
the effect of increasing people's options;
and one goal one can better pursue when
one's options have increased, is the decreas-
ing of one's neighbors' options.

But maybe the solution is that the free
nation's neighbors had better become free
nations themselves! A

Notes

! Though Machiavelli may not be consistent on
this point. He insists that it weakens a nation
militarily to have a disarmed populace; but he
also insists that it's dangerous in peacetime to
have an armed populace — since, in the absence
of an external enemy, they might turn their arms
against the govemmcnt. (Oh no!) But I suspect
Machiavelli's solution would be to keep the na-
tion constantly at war — since his model of an
ideal nation is the Roman Republic, which
Machiavelli praises precisely for its policy of
permanent war, whereby it constantly and un-
ceasingly expanded and gobbled up other people's
territory. That way, since pesky peacctime never
arrives, you get all the advantages of an armed

populace with none of the disadvantages. Since
my aims are rather different from Machiavelli's (I
want to discourage imperialism and encourage
resistance to government, not the other way
around), I can accept his analysis withoutsharing
his precise recommendations!

2 Phil Jacobson has pointed out to me that vol-
unteer fire departments have historically suc-
ceeded in coordinating their activities with one
another without centralized control; an unusu-
ally large fire in town A will bring in fire de-
partments from towns B, C, and D as well. This
example makes me wonder whether an associa-
tion-of-associations militia would need a com-
mander-in-chief at all.

3 Gandis named, of course, after Gandhi. The
significance of the name Chiron is harder to
guess. In Greek mythology, Chiron was the
centaur who tutored Achilles, and Hogan's use of
the name may be a reference to the fact that the
first generation of his Chironians were reared by
robots rather than humans. Another hypothesis
(somewhat less likely given Hogan's militant
antipathy toward Christianity) is that Chiron is a
pun on Chi-Rho, the traditional Greek abbrevia-
tion for Christ, signifying that the Chironians
embody the true essence of Christianity.

4 As this issue goes to press, the secessionist
rebels in Chechnya are having a surpnsing, though
sadly limited, degree of success in employing a
mixture of violent and nonviolent techniques
against Russian troops.
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Defending a Free Nation
by Roderick T. Long

This paper was presented at our
15 October 1994 Forum.

Defense: How?
How should a free nation defend itself
from foreign aggression?

Defense: Why?

This question presupposesa prior question:
would a free nation need to defend itself from
foreign aggression? Some would answer
no: the rewards of cooperation outweigh the
rewards of aggression, and so a nation will
probably not be attacked unless it first acts
aggressively itself.

On the other hand, if this were true, con-
flicts would never occur — since no one
would make the first aggressive move. It's
true that the rewards for cooperation are
evident enough that most people do cooper-
ate most of the time. That's what makes
human society possible. If people weren't
basically cooperative, no government could
make them so — since the people in gov-
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ernment would have as much difficulty
working together as all the rest of us.
Still, a small but troublesome minority
obviously do believe they're better off not
couperating: we callthem cnminals. Maybe
they do tend to lose out in the long run —
but on the way to that long run they cause a
heck of a lot of damage to the rest of us.
More importantly, governments face dif-
ferent incentives from those faced by pri-
vate individuals. Under a government, the
people who make the decision to go to war
are not the same people as those who bear
the greatest burden of the costs of the war;
and so governments are much more likely
than private individuals to engage in ag-
gression. Thus it's a mistake to model a
nation-state as if it were a single individual
weighing costs against benefits. It's more
like a split persanality, where the dominant
personality reaps the benefits but somehow
manages to make the repressed personality
bear the costs. (Hence the superiority of
Pprivate protection agencies: a protection
agency that chooses to resolve its disputes
with other agencies through war rather than
arbitration will have to charge constantly

rising premiums, and so will lose customers
to nicer agencies.)

That doesn't mean governments are
completely isolated from the bad eftects of
war. Certainly the people in power will
sufferif they lose the war, especially if their
country is conquered by the enemy. And
they can also share in the prosperity that
peace and free trade bring. But the disin-
centives for war are much weaker for gov-
ernments than for individuals — which
means that it's a dangerous world out there,
so a free nation needs a defense.

Why Not a Government Military?

Most societies, at least in this century,
handle the problem of national defense by
having a large, welF-armed, permanent
military force, run by a centralized govem-
ment, funded by taxation, and often (though
not always) manned by conscription. Is this
a solution that a free nation can or should
follow?

I don't think so. First of all, [ don't think
there should be a centralized government.

(continued on p. 17)
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