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The FNF Split

by Phil Jacobson

The Free Nation Foundation has
been split into two separate organiza-
tions, as of 28 February 2001. One or-
ganization is the Libertanan Nation
Foundation (LNF), which will publish
Formulations. The other organization is
called the Free Nation Foundation—
Critical Institutions (FNF-CI). This
split is the final product of a long period
of controversy within the Board of Di-
rectors of the former Free Nation Foun-
dation, which followed Richard Ham-
mer’s resignation as FNF President. As
FNF members and subscribers to For-
mulations, few individuals have been
aware of the full scope of the contro-
versy. I will attempt, here, to provide
some explanation of what has happened,
why, and what might be expected in the
future. These observations are my own.
Each of the Directors of the former FNF
has a unique perspective on these
events. As I understand things, the
views of some other former FNF Direc-

tors may also be presented here in For-

mulations. Rich Hammer declined a re-
quest to contribute his view to Formula-
tions. He did, however, explain the FNF
split from his point of view in a letter
dated 9 March 2001, mailed to members
and friends of the Free Nation Founda-
tion. For the best overview, I recom-
mend that those interested in these is-
sues read all of the accounts or, if possi-
ble, communicate directly with former
FNF Directors themselves.

(Continued on page 18)

A House Divided: The
View from Auburn

by Roderick T. Long

As Phil Jacobson explains elsewhere
in this issue (see his article “The FNF
Split” for more details), a conflict of
visions within the Board of Directors of
the Free Nation Foundation has resulted
in a mutually agreeable split into two
separate organizations, the Libertarian
Nation Foundation and the Free Nation
Foundation-Critical Institutions. I
would like to offer my own perspective
on the split.

The extent of the disagreement that
had been growing among the Directors
initially came as a surprise to me—
partly because the viewpoints of the
various sides were less different from
my own than they were from each other,
and partly because my professional relo-
cation from the University of North
Carolina to Auburn University in Ala-
bama in 1998 has kept me 500 miles
away from the day-to-day interaction
among FNF Directors and thus to some
extent “out of the loop.”

Crucial to understanding the history

of FNF is understanding the intentions

and motivations of Rich Hammer, its
founder and first president. I obviously
cannot speak for Rich, but I shall de-
scribe his viewpoint to the best of my
understanding, as I heard him articulate
it to me and others over the past several
years. Please bear in mind, however,
that I am simply offering my own im-
pressions, subject to correction.

Rich founded FNF with a certain
vision in mind. His hope was to de-
velop an organization that would emu-
late, say, the Cato Institute in terms of
professionalism, quality, and respect-
ability—not however with the goal of
reforming the American polity, but
rather to spearhead a movement that
would provide credibility and scholarly
credentials to, and ultimately help attract

investment in, the project of creating a
new libertarian nation elsewhere (most
likely by leasing territory from a cash-
hungry third-world nation). Seeing this
“FNF Workplan” as a long-term goal,
Rich was happy to bring in collaborators
whose vision differed somewhat from
his vision, since in the absence of a
Cato-style endowment FNF would have
to depend on the contributions of volun-
teers, and the opportunity to advance
their visions via FNF was the only pay-
ment Rich could offer them in exchange
for their help in advancing his own vi-
sion.

As the years passed, however, Rich
became increasingly discouraged about
the extent to which FNF continued to
fall short of his vision, both in style and
in goals; and in the end, Rich came to
feel that the difference between his own
agenda and that of others on the Board
was too great to justify ongoing collabo-
ration.

(Concluded on page 30)
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