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FNF Forum Explores
Controversial Topic:
Can Government

Dismantle Government?
by Christopher H. Spruyt

On Saturday, April 29, 1995, the Free
Nation Foundation held its fourth forum at
Oliver's restaurantin Hillsborough, NC. The
topic for the day-long forum was "How can
government establish self-government?"
The assumption is that people who wish to
have less government find themselves in
control of a government. What can they do
to dismantle it? Eleven people attended,
including five who presented papers. Papers
were presented by FNF directors Richard
Hammer,Bobby Emory, and Roderick Long,
and FNF members Phil Jacobson and Roy
Cordato. The photographs in thisissue were
taken at the Forum.

Richard Hammer's talk, "Ideas on Taking
Apart Government,” included ideas from
others and some of his own. He cited Tho-
mas W. Hazlett's "The Czech Miracle: Why
Privatization Went Right in the Czech Re-
public" (Reason, April 1995, pp.28-35)and
Madsen Pirie's Dismantling the State(1985).
When each person in a large group of people
has asmall amount to lose from apolicy, that
person does not have a strong reason to
oppose it. Hammer identified transaction
costs as an impediment to getting people to
act in an organized way to oppose policies,
and suggested that a way of doing so would
be to buy insurance against government.

"Virtually every act of government vic-
timizes a class of people who would be
better served by some alternative institu-
tion. If the class of people so victimized
can be identified, and if innovation can
overcome the transaction cost which in-
hibits formation of an interest group, then
this interest group should be able to or-
ganize and prevail."

In Roy Cordato's talk, "The Theory of
Market Failure and Economic Analysis of

Government Bureaucracies," he presented
the justification usually given for govern-
ment intrusion into voluntary market activ-
ity called "market failure" and the two views
of the relationship between market failure
and theresponse of government. The "tradi-
tional view" is "government bureaucrats and
policy makers are benevolent and will act to
correct market failures in a manner that is
strictly in the public interest." The "public
choice" view is that "government responses
to market failure problems are likely to be
unsuccessful because, like individuals act-
ing in a market setting, bureaucrats and
policy makers will behave in a self-inter-
ested manner .... the fact that the institu-
tional environment is different should not
change the analyst's assumptions about how
people will respond to costs and benefits
that they personally bear and prosper from."
In summary, in the traditional view "under
certain conditions markets will fail and gov-
ernments will have both the ability and the
will to invoke policies to correct for those
failures” and in the "public choice" view
"governments, while having the ability to
correct for market failure, because of self-
interested behavior on the part of bureau-
cratsand policy makers, do not have the will
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We Huddle for a Purpose
by Richard O. Hammer

We in the Free Nation Foundation work,
asdo other libertarian organizations, toward
a goal which we call liberty. But our way of
working toward that goal differs from the
usual ways. So we need to tell, again and
again, what we are about. This time I will
tell it by imagining the scene in a football
huddle. Join me there.

Our fate in this game looks ominous.
While we like to believe that we can win,
and while many of our players know the
game better than the best of the opposition,
one look at our record of losses-to-wins
kills any optimism we might feel. We
lack coordination. And worse, despite the
rules of the game, for every player that we
haveon the field the bad guys have twenty.

In the huddle one of the new players
starts to talk: "Those guys keep breaking
the rules and the referees never call it,
They are offsides, they interfere illegally
with our passes, they have too many
players on the field, they move the foot-
ball from where the referee downs it, they
grab our face masks, they ..."

"SHUT UP!" shouts another player in
our huddle. Each of us in the huddle
already knows all those bad things about
the other teamand their tactics. We cannot
waste these moments, in which we might
fix upon a plan, listening yet again to a
recitation of the ways they cheat. What
are we going to do about it? That is why
we gather.

I am tired of being angry. And realisti-
cally I must acknowledge that all my vent-
ing of anger at the majority which surrounds
us seems not to have advanced the day of our
release from statist oppression. Accepting
that it may be impossible to get our adver-
saries to listen to us, I want to try to make
something good.

I have looked with sympathy, although
with disbelief, upon attempts to start new
libertarian nations. What, I have wondered,
could I do to make it more likely that in the
future one of these attempts might succeed?

We libertarians, I have noticed, share a
common complaint, too much government.
But we do not share a common vision of
what to do about it. Can a vision be built?
Can we describe what we want in terms so
believable, so tangible, that millions of
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Inalienable Rights (from p. 16)

by the preceding thought that either one or
both may be judged to be reasonable or not,
and the judgment lies in knowledge of the
goal and the effectiveness of the thought
and/or action to attain it."

Onceagain, this approach seems to assume
that rationality is solely a matter of picking
appropriate means to one's already given
ends. This is a modern notion that first
gained currency with David Hume.
Throughout the ancient and medi®val peri-
ods, it was assumed that rationality also had
a second and more important function:
making anappropriate choice of ends. Ithink
the moderns made a tragic mistake when
they abandoned that older insight; for if the
choice of ends is morally and rationally
arbitrary, then moral reasoning has nothing
to say against those who choose force and
violence as their ends. Peaceful cooperation
was not the most efficient means to Hitler's
ends.

"Thereis no needto specifya 'right'to free
thought because the process is internal and
therefore truly inalienable. One can think
anything (s)he wants to without affecting
anyone else."”

Is it true that thought by itself has no effect

on others? Parapsychologists might dis-
agree. Still, let me grant the claim for the
sake of argument. I still don't think this is
what makes theright to free thought inalien-
able. Inalienability is a moral concept, not a
causalone. To say thatI have an inalienable
right to X is not to say that I cannot give
anyone the powertodeprive me of X;; rather,
itisto say thatI cannot give anyone the right
to deprive me of X. There is no particular
correlation between what powers people
have and what rights people have — un-
fortunately!

"It is to specify behavioral limits that
legal rights and obligations have had to be
established. Incidentally, one hears little
Jrom libertarians about obligations.”

Ms. Montgomery and I must be familiar
with different circles of libertarians. The
libertarians I know and read talk about obli-
gations incessantly. (For that matter, any-
one who talks about rights is implicitly
talking about obligations, since in saying
that so-and-so has aright to X, one is saying
inter alia that everyone else has an obliga-
tion not to deprive so-and-so of X.)

"Slanderous and false statements about
me are special cases that can influence
others to harm me ... and | am, therefore,

Justified in coercing the speaker to correct
such statements and to desist from such
future allegations."”

Well, it depends. "Harm" is a slippery
word, and one I think libertarians should
avoid. Broadly speaking, I harm you when-
ever I do something that makes you worse
off; but not every harm is an injustice. If I
buy the last copy of the book you wanted, or
marry the person you love, or persuade my
friendstoboycottyourcompany,I've harmed
you, but I haven't aggressed against you. If
slanderous statements about you cause other
people to do you an injustice (for example,
a slanderer falsely accuses you of a crime,
leading other people to fine you or lock you
up), then the slanderer may well count as an
aggressor who may legitimately be restrained
by force. But if the slander merely causes
other people to shun you, then I don't think
coercion against the slanderer is legitimate;
in that case the slanderer is a scumbag, but
not acriminal. (There may be other ways of
getting at the slanderer. For example, if the
slanderer sells as true news what are prov-
ably lies, he can be prosecuted for defrauding
the buyers.)

"Ithink Dr. Long cannotrealistically claim
that 'the right to liberty is inalienable’ .... In
the first place, the word 'liberty’ needs to
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Every spot of the old world is overrun with oppression.
Freedom hathbeen huntedroundthe globe. AsiaandAfrica
have long expelled her. Europe regards her like a stranger,
and England hath given her warning to depart. O! receive
the fugitive, and prepare in time an asylum for mankind.

— Thomas Paine, Common Sense (1776)
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