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frontlines, RIP

frontlines is dead, “murdered” in part by the ¢conomic
“movement depression” we discussed-in our April issue. The
toss of this thorough and courageous monthly newsletter
feaves an irreparable gap i the libertarian movement, “How
will we know what is really. going on? will be the cry of all
movement activists, regardless what faction they may belong
to. For frontlines was our New York Times: carelyl, diligent,
ohjective, apart from all the factions. frontiines had the
resources--the money, the time, the persenpels-and the
willingness, to doscintitlating investigative reporting, as well
as to check and doublecheck all the facts. Hence, the
enormous moral authority that fromlines properly
commanded in the movement, because we all knew that if
something was in frontlines, it was important, and it was
true. bt brought us all the real movement news, and nol just
pap angd pressoreleases. 1t alsoenlivened and enriched the
moverent with articles and letters debating ssues and
strategy. from various alternative perspectives. [ did not
abways agree with fromtlines, especially in its carliest days,
but the measure of its importance and its excellence is that it
is fiterally impossible to concelve of the movement without
it

We all owe a great debt of gratitude 1o the frontlines staff,
performing these vital functions, and keeping up their
standards even while trying to stay afloat: Ia-particular w0
editor:Bob Poole, and 1o indefatigable investigative reporter
Patrick Cox.

Even though the logs of frontiines will be permuanently
mourned by the movement, we can at least be grateful for
thefact that it lasted long enough to perform its most vital
task: The unremitting exposure of the malignant Crane
Machine which had dominated the Libertarian Party and
much of the movement for so many years, Precisely because
of its thoroughness and its well-deserved moral authority,

the exposures by fromtlines were vital und indispensable to
the great work of Bringing Down the Crane Machineg, 4 task
which 1 hope and trust will be completed at the Atmageddon
PresCon this Labor Day weekend. We can all be thankful
that frontlines survived long enough to complete that task,

The death of frontlines should also be placed in a wider
perspective. It is part and parcel of the unfortunate trend of
the last few years, of ignoring movement concerns,
movement news and issues, principles and applications, in
order 1o whore alter “outrgach”. And 50 we have had the
death, in the last few years, of Libertarian Review and of
froudines, both movement publications, while the “sexier”,
bigger circulation, “outreach” magazines such as Regson
and fnguiry keep rolling on. In the name of “let’s stop
talking to ourselves” we have gradually cut.out all talking,
discussing, e¢te. within the movement itsell, and thereby we
are more and more failing to nourish, educate, and reinforce
the people who count the most: our own libertarians.
Libertarians have been isolated enough by the culture and
by world conditions over the years; it is 4 crying shame that
libertarians themselves are abandoning our own people, our
own movement, in a vain quest for an outreach that is
pointless, vapid and self-defeating without the solid base of
an “Minreach”, a nourishing of precious cadre, If the
movement should ever collapse, it will come, not from
oppression by the State, but by a moral and strategic failure
from within the movement itself, by its Jeaders and
moneybags.

In the meantime, except for the various LP newsletters,
movement joursalism is now down 1o 2 small number of
monthly newsletters: the Lib. Forwm, our sister publication
Libertarian Vanguard, the increasingly aberrant
Voluntaryist, and the Craniac smearsheet Update. 1t is not,
to say the least, a very healthy situation.

Leonard Read, RIP

Leonard B, Read died as 'm sure he always wanted, in
harness, active to the very end of more than eight decades of
a rich and active life. More than any other single person,
Leonard was the founder of the modern libertarian
movement, During World War 11, this elegant, charismatic,
eloquent man was execulive director of the Los Angeles

Chamber of Commerce. He paid a visit one day to Bill
Mullendore, crusty head of Commonwedith Edison of
Southern California, to find out why Mullendore opposed
the structure of economic controls that all “enlightened”
businessmen were supporting, Mullendore changed Read's
tife, and converted him on the spot, to what he came to call
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“the freedom philsosophy”™,. Toward the end of World War
11, in an era when literally no ong, anywhere, believed inthe
free market, ket alone liberty, Read and Muliendore
organized Pamphleteers, Inc. and began to change American
culture by publishing unkaown, totally neglected libertarian
authors: Rose Wilder Lane's scintillating Give Me Liberty;
Ayn Rand’s dnthem, a marvelously individualist short story,
and the most important works of the French ladsser-fuire
economist Frederic Bastiat,

After the war, Read came to New York toowork at the
National Industrial Conference Board, but the idea of
dedicating his life to liberty, to becoming, in elfect. a
professional libertarian, consumed him. And so,in 1946, in
a beautiful setting at Irvington-on-Hudson, New York,
Read launched the Foundation for Economic Bducation,
the oldest Hbertarian institution in the world,

We must realize that becoming g professional libertarian,
founding a libertarian institute and think-tank, wasfar more
foolhardy & project then than it is now, Intellectuals werg all
socialists, economists were Keynesians, businessmen were
statists; there seemed to be no constituency for freedom. But
Read was undaunted, and he gathered in Irvington the best
libertarian and free-market scholars of the day.

Nowadays, quasi-free-market think tanks are all the rage,
but God forbid they should ever discuss ideas, or moral
principles, of even go beyond arguments for alleged
sconomic efficiency or narrow refermist (allegedly
“practical™} projects on how to fix up the FTC or Social
Security. Early on, and throughout the life of FEE, Leonard
Read realized that while economics is inportant, the crucial
questions were moral, and that liberty must be grounded
firmly in natural rights and moral principles. Paradoxically,
this made the FEE people better economists, because they
stuck to laisses-faire principles without allowing themselves
to get bogged down in reformist traps, traps which are the
very opposite of “practical” because they accomplish
nothing and only divert attention from fundamental
principles.

As 2 result, Leonard Read was squarely an “abolitionist”,
a principled strategy made clear in his hard-hitting
pamphles, 7'd Pwsh the Button, a sptech made before o
business group in 1946, Al that time, business favored
gradual, phased relaxation of the crippling network of wage-
price controls that we had inherited from World War 1] and
that many Americans wanted 10 make permanent. Read
startled the business leaders by calling for immediate and
total abolition of prive and wage controls. If T had a button
on this podium that would permit me to do away with all
controls at this moment, he proclaimed, 1 would push that
button!

During the Korean War, Read courageously and openly
opposed both conseription and the Korean War. His
beautifully written pamphlets, Conscience on the Baitlefieli
and On Thar Day Began Lies, in WhHicH he came close to
Tolstoyan anarchism, are some of the Best libertarian
products of the 1950%.

At FEE, Leonard Read provided that critically
indispensable feature of any movement: an Open Cenler, a
slage where people can go to find libertarian publbications

and meet other libertarians, In those days of total libertarian
iSOTATIon, of the absence of any real movement, the bringing
together of libertariing was extraordinarily important. Hin
the 1960% It Usually Began with Ayn Rand, by the 1940
and 1950 It Usually Began with Leonard Read and FELR
Indesd, FEE, to this day, continues to serve as an Open
Center and as o chanpel for conversion of new people,
especially young people, 1o the Hberturian philosophy.

in addition, more than anyose else Read colned the name
“hibertarian” for the current movement, Before that, we had
no single-pame, awkwardly going back and forth between
“individualists”’ and “true liberals”, The problem with the
lutter - phrase 48 that ‘the gquasissocialists had  already
succteded inappropriating the term “Hberal”, and calling
ourselves  “irie” anything “was  confusing and hardly
persuasive. Andthe term “individualist” tended to confuse
political philosophy with possessing o spirit of ndividual
autonomy. Read and a _few others launched the term
“ibertarlan” Tor the free gsophy, and itstuck—the
only case | know of when we were able 1o appropridde
waord from others. For before that, communist-anarchists
had often referred to themselves as “libertarian.” The first
tirme when wewererelorred to publicly ds “libertarians” was
inan odlous book, published in the 1950%, by a certain
Ralph Lord Roy, entitled Apostdes of Discord. There was a
repellent lteratire in those days of works written by
aggressive cenirists cand “moderates” who pillodied all
“estremisis” us per seevill Roy,a Social Gospel Protestant,
wrote this book to attack both Communist and witra-rightist
Hextremists” inthe Protestant church. That was par for the
course inthose days, Bul do and Behold! he ncluded a
chaptér called “God and’ithe ‘Eibertarians® V', spotting
guast-anarchistic exirendists then centered around a
libertarian publication for Protestant ministers called Faith
and Freedom. Libertarianism had artived on the Americun
ideological scene.

In lgim‘ years, Laoonard Read drew away from the
libertarian movement which he had named and founded. He
gﬁrew away sharply from anarcho-capitalism, and denounced
it vigorously; he was also strongly opposed to any form of
libertarian political action, or indeed to active proselytizing
in ggn&rai. {Even though in the early months of PEE, hehad
written a-surging pamphlet, Pattern for Revolt, in which he
presented the speeches he would have written if he had been
4 Presidentin] candidate)) Increasingly, Read took the view
that any refutation of error was pointless, and that we
should confinerourselves to quiet reiteration of fundamental
truths. As a result, in a way somewhat similar to the cass of
Ayn Rand, the movement passed Leonard by, But Leonard
Reud stuck to his guns. He wasg, as always, his own man, and
all ibertarians owe him an enormous debl as our founder
and the creator of our first and most enduring Open Center
In any case, T am sure that Leonard is now with the angels,
indulging in his favorite aristocratic sports of croquet and
curling (of which he was for many years a champion.) As a
lad from the streets of New York, croquet and curling are
about as familiar to me as lambing or Ming pottery; but one
great thing about liberty is that it can encompass people
from & huge variéty of climes gnd’ culfures, Léonard Read
was.one of the Immortals, and he must never be forgotien,
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The New Menace of Gandhism: A Comment

by Wendy McElroy

In Libertarian Forum (March, 19833, Murray Rothbard
warns the movement of & new menace, a fad-which is
draiging the best minds from-the Libertacian
PartyseGandhism. The specific inaccuracies of this article
are the subject of a respohse by George Smith to be
published i the next issue of The Voluntaryist (Junel. Asva
founder of the Voluntaryists-and editor of'its newsletter, 1
wish to address instesd a prominent implication of
Rothbard’s eritique; namely, that Voluntaryists are neo-
Guandhians bent on martyrdom asastrategy. This is absurd.
If anything in Volentaryvist Hterature called for pacifist
martyrdom, i any of our gotivities remotely reflected this
approach, you could be sure it owould have been cited in
evidence. Moreover, both  George Smith and 1 have
attempted repeatedly to inform eritics, including Rothbard,
that weadvocate the moral right to use defensive force and
that non-violent resistance is merely one of several strategies
werare-exploring.

Equally absurd is the idew that George Smith, Carl
Watner or | have become disciples of Gandhi. We do not
share Wis religitus, economic, cultural or lifestyle views, But
Gandhi as g political theorist, Gandhi agone of the forémont
strategists of this century, makes for fascinating study, We
do ot worship anyone, but there are people from whom we
can learn.

In expressing and -expanding the theory of anti-political
anarchism, the Voluntaryists are exploving various non-
political strategics of fighting the State. One of these is non
violent resistance as advocated by such Nineteenth Century
lihertarians as William Lloyd Garrison, Bzra Heywood,
Henry David Thorean and Benjumin Tucker; that is, a
withdrawal of the cooperation and consent ugon which so
much of the State depends. Non violence involves saying
“no” to the State, Not a passive, meek “no”, bul a
determiined and active refusal to partcipate invinjustice by
lending support 1o it. Ay @ strategy, non violent resistance
subsumes dozens of setivities, including letters-to-the-editor,
tax resistance, boyoeotts, bumperstickers, personal
statersents, picketing, petitioning and demodstrations. Thus
far; the Voluntaryists” main expression of pon viglence hus
been g fund established 1o qugga}ri the efforts of ihe

bertarfan, Paul Jucob, it the efforts of the

register for the draft and who haaa b&e‘n baianm%

“precartously the ;gg:% ive underground with his anti-draft
agitation (eg. giving interviews to numerous periodicals),

Rather than rushing to the martvrdom so vehemently
predicted forus By those committed to the political means,
our first priority i to set up a fnancal base for those
libertartans who have currently, by living their principles,
incurred. the wrath of Leviathan. This 1530 contrast to the
Libertacian Party which seems content virtually fo ignore
such law breakers us Pagl Jacob, leaving them to dangle on
whatever limb the State hangs them.

Although pacifists often champlon non-violence, there is

no aecessary connection between the two positions and, in
mwmg&tmg non viokence aga strategy, the Voluataryists in
o way reject the moral right' of sell defense. Against the
crimningl in-a dark alley o a rapist dimbing through the
window, defensive force s not only moral but, perhaps, the
mosteffective method' of achieving your goalpersonal
safety. Defensive forceagaingt the Biate is moral but may be
the least efféctive meéthod of achieving the goal of
libertarianisme~a peacefil society. This is not simply
because force tends 1o broed force: Non violence is based on
# particular analysis of the US, government as requiring
legitimacy: the delineation of this analysis has been the first
priority of The Voluntarvist. The strenpth of the US.
government Hes not only in its ability to use force, but in the
legitimacy people grant to it. The taxman ¢an steal with an
impunity unknows to the common ¢riminal because people
accept the authority of the government Lo tax, To attack the
State, it is first necessary 10 teir off this veil of legitimacy.
This cannot be accomplished through political action which
sanetions the system-or through foree which lends credence
to the State's claim to guardipnship of law and order.
Terrorists and-others-who use foree give the State the moral
justification. to. enact more and stricter legislation. Non
violent resistance is one promising alternative to force amd
politics as strategies. Whether - or not it Hives up to this
promise is an eropirical matter—that is, are there theoretical
flaws? What is its history? Is it compatible with
libertarianism fanarchism? What is the cost compared to the
benefit?

If the Voluntaryists can be said to stress any sirategy, #
would be education, perhaps reflecting the backgrouad of its
founders. George Smith is a philosopher; Carl Watser and |
are historians, Having written and lectured ov libertadianism
for years, we consider education to be the necessary basis on
which 1o build any other strategy, Within this context, the
two o most exciting  strategies are non violence and the
establishment of paratlel institutions; that is, the withdrawal
of consent from the State and the creation of private
alternatives to government services (schools, court systems,
potice). These arerby no-means the only strategies we are or
will be congidering. Nor dowe have any emotional or moral
commitment to a particular strategy, with the possible
exception of education. Aagy strategy consistent with
libertarianism will be examined empirically. 1t.is with this
spirit that the Volutaryists approach Gandhi and other
strategists. And it is for this spirit, this willingness to
consider the strategies of Gandhi and Thoreau (one of
Guandhi's mentors), that we have been called all manner of
exatic names-from “mystic” 4o “martyr.” Even George
Smith, author of dtheism, the Case Against God, has not
escaped accusations of spiritualism. Perhaps it is a tribute to
the atrer}gth of our ideas that critics prefer to critique the
people rather than the theory,

One of the challenges of non vielence vig-a«vis
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libertsrianism will be fitting #t into a specilically anarchust
framework., The left has wsed non violence to good
advantage {the antiswar, antbnudlear movements), but their
goal was o reform rather than to abolish the State. A
eritique of pon violence pointing to holes in the theory or
problems with its application would be welcome, A eritique
attucking the Voluntaryists for positions they do not hold
and distorting the ones they do bas no value, b

The Fditor Replies:

In-her article, Wendy McElroy adopts what might be
called the “official” line of the Voluntaryists: that they are
not Gandhi cultists or proto-martyrs, but are stmply and
reasonably exploting the empirical benefits of 4 strategy of
non-vialent resistance in bringing dowsn the State. Why um |
not convinced? Nor because 1 believe that she or other
Voluntaryists are {ying, but because 1 pereeive an inner
dynamic at work of which they are perhaps not aware a
dynamic that is pushing them rapidly in the direction of
cultism. For example: After their sober investigation of

Crandhite strategy is over, do they propose 1o explore the
empirieal possibilities of other sugcussful historical steategies
for social change: such as the American Revolution, Lenin,
the Zionist movement, ote.? Somchow, 1 bet not. Moreover,
il Ms. MeElroy were right, and they are not cultists, then
George Smith would have written a very different response
to my “Menace of Gandhism™ than he s in fagt publishing
in Update. He would have said, in effect: “Rothbard is right:
Gandhi was astatist charlatan and a terrible man, bt so
what? Weare only-giudying the possible empirieal benefits
of astrategy of nomsviolent resistance” It would have heen
great i Smith had written in thatvein, but unfortunately he
did not. He acted asif Fhad maduced his best Triend, and he
leaped in to. defend the undefenduble Mahatma virtually
root and branch, So what does that tell us about tw
infegtion of Gandhite cultism among the Volumtaryists? Of
course 4t i possible that an usrecognized schism iy
developing n Yoluntaryist ranks, and that Smith has
hecoine a cultist while the others have not. But { will have to
feave it e the-Voluntaryists themselves 1o sort that one out.

And leave them T will For 1 hope and expect that this
issue of The Lib. Forum closes the books on my side of the
Great Debate over Gundhism, The Voluntaryists may or
may not choose to spend the rest of theic Tives poring over
the life and works of thivlittde Hindu charddatan: 1 for one dg
1oL,

Gandhism Once More

in a sense, the current Great Debate in the libertarian
movement over Gandhism/Voluntaryism is one of the most
bizarere idevlogical disputes ever recorded. For gven though
there are only four or five protagonists, they are waging the
battle i 0o less than five different channels of opinion: the
Lib. Forum, the Lib. Vanguard, the Voluntaryist, Update, and
a samizdat Open Letter. Sinoe there are probably only three
or four other libertarians in the country who are on all the
above miailing lists and who are fascinated enough to pore
over all these articles, this means that point-by-point
refutations become mere beatings of the air.

We will try, then, to be mercifully briel. George Smitlhy,
leader of the Voluntaryists, has curiously chosen 1o make his
initial reply to our “The New Menace of Gandhism’™ {Lib.
Forum, March, 1983}, not i our publication but in the pages
of the Craniac smearsheet Update, His draft, “Rothibard on
Gandhi: A Reply”, has fallen into our hands. Wreiting i
scarcely controlled fury, Smith adopis the standard
polemical trick of asserting {1} that there were errors in my
article, and (2} that what way accurate was already known by
everyone, so-why write 17 The answer, of course; is that the
article did not pretend to be the definitive biography of the
Mahatma, bot was-inténded to bring basic and unpleasant
facts about Gandhi 1o the attention of the fibertarian
movement,

Yet despite Smith's vague trumpeting about my alleged

errors, he says nota word about the most-imporiant points
in my article: Gandhi's medical hypocerisy,-his edious advice
1o the Jews of Harope to commit mass suicide and to the
British to invite the Nazis to ocoupy their-dsland, his advice
to meet the atomic menace by sending love-vibrations to the
pilots carrving the bomb, or his hatred of the “sin” of
Western technology or industrialism. Indeed, the only point
that Smith disputes is my contention that Gandhi opposed
education per se¢, to which he retorts that the Mahatma was
unly against compulsory schooling, Here we have an abiding
difference in interpretation,

For the rest, Smith trivmphanily discovers
“contradictions” that doa't exist. Dredging up a forgotien
tempest-in-a-teapot of four years ago, he wonders why 1
then attacked the high-tech “space cadets” in the
Libertarian Party and am now attacking the “low tech”
Gandhi. The two situations, howevér, are very different. It
seemed to me that the “space cadets” were in favor of
abandoning political action (within a political pariyl) in
behalf of futuristic projections, and furthermore there were
digguieting imyplications in thelr statements that high-tech
should be coercive, and that those who wanted to bask ina
lowitech community would have 1o be dragooned out ol it
{n any-case, that dispute only lasted a couple-of months, the
sprace cadets abandoned some of these implications, and a
happy compromise was reached by all. Gandhi, on the
contrary, was got.only low-tech, but compulsorily low-lech,
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dentiundéing Industry as sinful, and leading the buming of
maching-made textiles.

In both cases, coercion was the major problem. As formy
own personal values, ves, | plead guilty to Smith s ¢harge of
“embracing American middle-dlass calture”, that is, 1 favor
the advance of technology, industrdalization, and higher
standards of Hwing, I this be “American middle-class
values™, then yes, L uphold them, and Smith and his coborts
can make the most of it There is 2 mighty equivocation in
Smith's charge that *Presumably Gandhi does nat meef the
Rothbardian imperative that the entire world should
embrace American middle-cliss culture.” “Should™ ves,
“must” o¢ Inoother words, 1 think thet Third World
countries should adopt the values of the free market,
increased productivity, higher living standards, ete, but |
am of course opposed to forcing them to do o, This is 8
strange stip for our bright voung libertarisn philosopher to
make,

The other alleged contradiction s that | maintain that
Gandhi did and yet did sot advance the cause of Indian
independence, What 1 actually wrote is that some historians
mipintain that his deeds defaved the advent of Indian
independence (I don’t tuke a stand on this one way or the
ather), but that evén so, independence bore' the stamp of
Gundhism, a stamp which led, as 1 poinmed-out, w the
Wum%mmm In short,
Gandhite independencé may have been delayed, but it also
bore his stigmata of mass murder—with Gandhi throwing
gver his alleged aringipls felolence to justi ¢
Slaughter of Muslims and the Hindu invasion of Muslim
Baghmir,

There are othier curiosg fn Smith's article,. Why, he
wonders, did { bring in the allegedly irrelevant views of
Gandhi on sex wid food? [ thought T made it clear in my
article that 1 did so because Gandhi did not think them
irrelevant: 1o the Mahatma, his entire social philosophy was
anintegrated and seamless web, and the article was about
that philosophy and how it was expressed in action. Smith
also charges that | left out various flaws of the Mahatma,
¢.g. that he favored prohibition of liquor. Indeed. As T said
earlier, | did not claim that my article was an exhaustive
discussion of Gandhi, For example, everyone is urged to
read a devastating and scintillating critique of Gandhi, t}w;
man and the movie, by Richard Grenier, “The Gandhi
Nohody Knows”, in Commentary (March 1983), pp. 58-72.
Grenier adds 4 great many more horror stories about the
Mahatma, including his joining in the suppression of black
Adricans in South Africa, and his abiding obsession with
excrement, it his lifeand hiswritipgs. Particutarly hideous is
the fact what while Gandhi himself, when ], invariably
abandoned his anti-Western-medicine principles, that he
allowed his own wife to-dieof pneumonia ratherthamreceive
injections of “sinful” penicitlin. Surely this one act aiaqﬁ:
should make the Mahatma unacceptable even as 4 quast-
gury,

A final oddity is Smith’s wondering why 1 did niot press on
1o echo Churchill’s attack on Gundhi’s clothing habits
(Churchill dénoanced him as a “halfnaked - fakin,”) Well,
'm sorry, George, 1 just don't give a damn how the man
dressed.

One unfortunate point is all too clear from Smith’s

earuged article. The Voluntaryists cluim that they are not
Ciandhvite cultists, that they are simply studying the man and
his life to extract tactical and strategic lessons for our time.
Fair enough. EBxcept then: Why does Smith have the
churzpah toowrite that the *Tundamental Gandhi™ “devoted
his dife 1o the couse of fiberty™ - And also: Why does Smith
act as-if an attack on-the Mahatma is tantamount 1o a
personal attack on himsell? Why did my article touch a raw
nerve? Lam afraid thay these are not the reactions of a sober
analyst ttying to. exiract lessons from all examples of
successful soviab change, These are the réactions of a cultist
whe Bas found his.guru. 1 hope that Lam wrong, but it looks
very much as if the wascent Volumtaryist ‘movement has
rapidly degenerated-into-a Gandhite cult

Another unpledsant sspect of the Smith article is that he
chose. to submit it to- Update, and also that that Craniac
smeuar-sheet chose to publish it. At first blush this alliance
between the Voluntaryists and the Crane Machine seems a
strange o indeed. For what could George Smith, the

i ight of Purity, the man who holds all political
agtion _to be (mmoral. have in.common With.ih ?
Darkoess the master opportunist, BEd Crane? There is, of
vourse, the fact that the Crane Machine would be happy o
publish almost any attack on Yours Truly. But there isafar
deeperbond between the two groups. For both groupings are
bitterly hostile to the existence of a principled Libertarian
Party. Smith, erronsously convineed that eny Libertarian
Party is immoral, has apparently gotten to the point where
he would like to see the LP as unprincipled as possible, so as
to muke more converts to his own cause, and to see more
good libertariang leave the LP. The Crane Machine, steeped
i opportunism @nd sellout, are also bitter about the recent
emergence of a principled: Libertarian Parcty which they, i
consequence, cangol control, Hence, the Unholy Alliance
between both groups, both trying to wreck the growthof a
principled Libertarian Party.

But that Unholy Adliance shall not succeed.

One turns with relief from Smith's intemiperate assault 1o
Carl Watner's unpublished “Open Letter to Murray
Rothbard,” - Not only does Watner—the other major
Voluntaryist leader—eschew  Guandhite cultism  (either
bednuse he doesn’t believe in | or because he iscontent to let
Smith carry the ball), ‘but his article is charactedstically
sober and courteous. Unfortunately, Watner's
argumentation Is scarcely compelling. He writes off the
American Revolution a5 a failure, since oppression
eventually resulted, and Benjamin Tucker's non-activism as
a fuilure because the Tuckerite movement dissolved after 2
generation. Well, since-the anarcho-capitalist Utopla has
never beenestablishied, dn asense Watner could write off alf
of history, and all people and movements, as “failures™ by
definition-which Is essentially what he does. And yet, of
course; thereare relative degrees of failure and success. The
Arperican Revolution, which way violent, despite Watner's
protestations, was relatively. successful-<in Tact the most
sucoessful examnle of Hbertarian socl e 10 RiEtory.
Benjamin Tucker might not have destroyed the State, but he
fashioned o scintillating intellectug! movement of
libertariang that Jasted w long time—far longer, { ween, than
if they had adopted a Voluntaryist stance and this handful of
intellectuals had rushed to put their bodies on the line to try
to destroy the State. Watner ‘denounces Tucker's lack of
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direct activism as “cowardice” 1 would rather call it good
sense instead of an inane rush to émbrace martyrdont and
selfedestruetion:

in contrast, Watrer upholds the example of the Eaglish
Levellers, who “all risked their fives for their deas.” No
doubt. But Watner neglects to add that while the Levellers
may have been herpes, they were scarcely Volrarrist
heroes. Instead, they (a) engaged in violent rather than non.
violent revolution, and {b) they believed strongly in political
action. Indeed, they constituted & political party advocating
universal suffrage. And they unfortunately wound up being
jaled by Cromwell,

The most revealiog part of Carl Witner's article 1s when
he explains in more detall than before the essence of the
Voluntaryist strategy for non-violent revolution against the
State. Nounsviolent resistance against the State serves, for'the
Voluntaryists, as the basic medns by which the resisters
dramatically “educate” the public on the evil and brutal
nature of the State, Here is Watner: “Ifwe cas provoke the
State into initiating unwarranted aggressions, then i proves
itself not only the attacker but Joses public suppoit.” The cat
is now out of the bag: The Voluntaryists hope that by lying
downdn-front of State tanks, or whatever; that they will then
“mrovoke’ the State into-aggression, presumably preferring
the Stateto be as brutal as possible. They hope that this will
swing public support dramatically against the Stafe. But
there are two great problems here. First, that despite
Voluntaryist protestations, they are clearly courtitg
martyrdom, and as brutal and vicious a one as possible.
Second, that this martyrdom won’t work., b clearly
remember the night when Mavor Daley's police ran riof at
the 1968 Chicago Democratic convention. On nationwide
TV, the cops ran amok, dragging ingocent citizens out of

their cars and viclously beating them up. In myv naivete, |
believed that that would be it, and that the public, watehing
this evident brutality and aggression, would turn against the
Srate. and demand that the Vietnam Warbe brought o an
immediate balt. But the public reaction was precisely the
opposite. The mass of the public sided with the cops, and
haiied thelr beating up of groups of people whony the public
felt to be provocateurs and loonies, and who eminently
deserved whatever they got.

The public reaction (o the Chicago convention should be s
lesson to all libertariand. The point Iy that seeing the cops
beat up demonstrators won't educale anvone i the
viciousness of the State unless they had giready becoms
libertarians. The mass of the public, not being libertarians,
think of the police as good guys, as the protectors of the
rights of the citizens. Hence, of they see the cops beating up
aanoving demonstrators, they will automatically side with
the cops and vent their anger against the demonstrators,
whom they gocurstely guess had been trying, in Watner's
own words, to “provoke the State,” In short, “education”
by non-viglent resistance will be counter<productive, unless
the mass of the public is libertarian already, in which case
thisre isn0 need Tor such resistance.

Finally, Watner upholds Voluntaryism as a kind of *{ree
market” competition among strategies, and wonders why |
do notencourage hig moyement even i1 cannot be “on the
frontlines™ with them. The answer isthat competition inthe
frec-market of ideas does mot mean that everyome s
supposed 1o be namby<pamby aboul strategies that they
wholeheartedly believe to be disastrous and sell-deleating,
The competition in the marketplace of ideas must delude
candid and unspariog coiticism of such strategies, Then, after
reading and weighing  such  criticisms, the libertarian
“consumer” can make up his or Ker own ming,

The Real Conventioneers’ Guide to New City

by The Old Curmudgeon

This is the summer when the Libertarian Party will have
its mighty Presidential nominating convention (PRESCON)
in New York City, the Big Apple itself, for the first time
since it8 first major Presidential convention in 1975, While
there will be events before and after, the heart of the
convention—the votiag on platform, officers, nontinees,
ete.~will take place on September 14 at the Sheraton
Center. 1t is an event not to be missed, for it will be
Armageddon Time-——the apocalyptic climax of the several
years-long batile to overthrow the once-dominant, now
cornered Crane Machine.

For those delegates, alternates, friendly observers, and
sociologists of Weological flora and fowna ﬁg}ckm% to the
convention who have not beeh in New York City before, the
following i 8 Conventioneers’ Guide, I'm leaving out the
pup--true as far as 1 will go-that you will undoubtedly
find in the official PRESCON literature: where the
restaurants, sights, shops ete. will be. The following guide is

the real st about the big, brawling city where | have been
born, bred and Bved all my life.

In the first place, it is nor really true——contrary 1o Johnny
Carson and other jibesters about New York—that you are
likely to be mugged, Provided that you follow the
elementary rules of survival listed below {(what New Yorkers
call “street smarts™), yvou will probably be safe enough. The
real prablem of New York is not mugging but Aassle, for life
‘;r; ?fe:w York i simply one continuing and permanent
rasale,

First, oo Mugging. There really should be published a
mosale-type map of the safe and unsafe streets, and even the
corners, in New' York, But the following broad rule of
thuimb should keep you out of trouble: Don't go above
{north of) 116th St on Broadway, or 96th St.on the rest of
the West Side, and don’t g6 above 96th 5t. on the East Side.
Ciiven that injunction, the wain thoroughfares should be
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fine at any time of the day and night.

Wamiﬁ%: almost gvery out-ol-town visitor gels caught on
this one: Trying to go north, on Broadway, 1o Columbia
University (116th 81}, be or she takes not the Broadway
subway, but the Lenox Ave, which forks sortheast off the
Broadway hine at 96th St Il you find yourself at the Lenox
Ave, station a2t 116th St don’r, whatever the circumstances
or whatever the hour, get off the station and decide to walk
west {o Broadway through Morningside Park, Get the hell
out of there and go back down the Lenox Ave. line o 96th
St and then take the Broadway line uptown, And never,
ever stroll through Morningside Park.

Speaking of parks, Central Park is lovely, but should only
pe entered in the daytime, and even then the stroll shouid be
confined below 100th $i. Bxercise great care at pight; best
not o go thereat-all, Tor it is then Mugger's Paradise where
even (MY the cops dare aot enter.

As to the “outer boroughy™ the Bronx, Brooklyn, ur
Queens, there is no point lsting the unsafe ateas because
there is #o reason to go there, Ever. The Staten Island ferry
fine if you like that sort of thing, but there is simply no
reason to hang around on Staten Island, All this is
denounced by outer boroughniks as arrogant Manhattan
chauvinism, but what the hell, it's e, Note that outer
boroughniks implicitly ackdowledge the supeériority of
Maghattan by habitually referring to Muanhattanas “New
York™ or “The City”, thercby granting that they're mai;{
not part of the city. One amusging evidence of this you will
see when vou laod wt Kennedy airport (in Queens, and
therefore technically in New York City), where you will see
buses labelled *To New York City.” 11 you dre u lteralist,
vou will wonder what in hell that means, since you are &t
thut point i New York City. Forget it Queens ain't Vthe
chy™,

Again, a8 10 mugging: sticking 1o main thoroughfures is
best. Also, for women: don't wear visible gold chains, they
might well be cipped off your neck, and kegp your purses
closed and tight against your body. And for men and
women: hest not to wear and flash expeénsive gold watches,
because they could be ripped off vour drm. Also, formen,
cspecially when riding on subways and buses, don't flash
your wallet, and particularly don'tlet anyone know in which
pocket you keep it Actually, it's best 10 have loose cash in
one pocket and your wallet in another, so you won't lose
vour credit cards in case of theft. And also it's best o have
io1s of other things in thesame potket you keep your wallet,
50 pickpockets won't be able 1o slip itout easily: Le. stufl in
handkerchiefs, pens, pencils, ete, Also, when riding in a bus,
watch out for the coin-dropping trick, when, as you're
getting off the bus in the back, a guy in front of you, in the
process of getting out, drops a coln in buck ofhim. For while
vou gre concentrating with irritation on the guy's backing
up, picking up his comn, and blocking your path to the exit,
s confederate behind yvou could be slipping his evil hand
into your pocket and extracting your wallet.

As for the famous New York City subways, vou may, like
many out-of-towners, be fascinated by the action. Actually,
their only advantage is speed; they are dirty, decreptt,
incredibly nolsy, and filled with potential muggers and
thieves [people who in New York are generally
cuphemistically referred to as “the community.”) That
potential, however, is not likely to be actualized so long as
you avoid northern Manhattan and the outer boroughs, and
stick to the middle cars, pasticularly avoiding rear cary
night. Aside from speed, buses are better, you can see the
city, and vou can get out easily in case the vehicle gets stuck.

But, ae 1 said carlicr, the real problem with New York is
oot mugging but continual hassle. How haggle? In the first
plave, “consumer govergignty”, that delight ‘of the free
market, does ot existin New York(yvou know, that’s when
store chrks are happy for your custom.) Forget it The
attitude of store ¢lerks in New York is that you, the
customer, are an imposition on their valuable leisure time,
What's more, if you ask for a product and they don’t have it
{very likely) they claim that you're szi because the product
doesy't exist. I yvou're suggestible, they'll have you half
believing it

Mote: thisdoes not apply to a happy exception, 4 raft of
Korgan-owned feuit stores that have popped up all over
Manhattan, which tend to stay open late (somelimes all
might), sell great fruit, and are courteous and polite, They
still have the work ethic,

Also, hassle exists everywhere in New York if vou ever
stop om the street, Don’t stop and look around, or enjoy the
sights. For if you do, you won't get mugged, but you wifl get
hassled: by guys looking for a touch, by crazies, by religious
fanatics, by people pressing leaflets on vou, or whatever. To
avoid street hassle, do the faifcﬁswin‘%z lways keep walking
purgasefully, avoiding more than flecting eye contuct with
your fellow strollers. 'Look abead, 1f you see a guy on the
next block, standing (or weaving) in the middie of the
stdewalk, talking briefly ‘to first one person and then the
next, aveld him. He's up to no pood: he'sa hassler, Walk to
the right-or left of hing. Above all: pay no gttention if anyone
talks to vou or atcosts you on the street. Don't stop politely
to find out what he wants as you would in your-own home
town, [tdoesn’t matter what he wanis; chances are 100:] he's
uprto nogood. Hanyone talks to you on the street, pay o
attetition and. accélerate your pace rather than slow down;
he will then forgér about you and hassle the next sucker
behind vou. I he's really in distress, he can agcost a cop or
go mo the nearest store,

In.general, the cardinal rule of New York street smarts.is
to Trust No One, or rather Trust No Strangers. I you find
New Yorkers brusque and unfeiendly on the stree,
remember that most of them are notreally unfriendly if you
catel them in a legiinvate sodial situation. They dre simply
oheying the rules ofstrest survival, rules they have learned in
Mew York street life, often the Hard Way.

There is also the justly famed New York taxt driver. The
classic vab driver 1 unfortupately & dying breed: tough,
strest-smart, wise-cracking, gabby, deeply contemptuous in
4 kind of wvillageibertarian masner of any and alt
politicians. They also tend to be deeply racist and make no
boges about it. These clagsic cabbies tend 10 be elderly; the
vounger ongs are very often just off the bowt from some
foreign clime and don't know where anything is, even
Broadway. So'it is best to carry & stroet map with you at all
times, 50 you can instruct thess. Once in 2 blug moon you
will get & charming taxi driver who s a college student or
out-of-work actor who will be an opera buff, and that will be
a real treat,

Why, you ma%a ask, do New Yorkers put up with this
permanent hassle that marks their oity? The answer,
universal to New Yorkers of whatever class or stripe, is:
“this is where the action is.” The action is the key, for
whatever kind of action one seeks is bere, from the toniest
theatre and opera down to the local sireet corner mugging.
Whatever New York is, it is never boring, It is where things
happen. Once [ lived in Califoraia for two years. [ loved it
The people were so friendly it took me six months 1o
decompress, and to realize that when the bank clerk or the
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supermarket checker said; “ Have anite day, sie” or “Good
morning, sir”, they weren's out to vip me off in some way,
they had no ulterior motive, they were just being friendly.
The people in California were all handsome and beautiful,
and the ambiance was lovely, a @reat contrast 1o the
grotesques that populate New York. The streets were clean,
and there were no pothales, in contrast to the wreck of the

Big Apple. Wwas great, except for dne thing, Nomatter iow
hard | worked, 1 felt that T was on permanent vacation, that
I was incexile, 3000 miles awag from where the action really
was, from the great big throbbing pulsating densely packed
“eross-section of democracy” that is New York City.

S0 come on, folks, live it up and come to the Big Apple.
Be prepared, trust no one, and then enjoy, enjoy!

FDR: the True Legacy

by Jimmy Harris

Franklin . Roosevelt's 100th birthday has come and
gone, For several days the media was filled with testimonies
to his wisdom and achigvements, dod paecons o bid greatness
andwarmth av a leader: Aged New Dealers toarily recalled
personsl experiences, and former presidentsof various
political specteums spoke admiringly of his influence in their
CATeErs,

Behind all {his. hoopla. and sentiment, though, lies
concealed the adtual truth of Rogsevelt and the New Deal,
Roosevelt was, in reality, one of the worse presidents thiy
country has ever enduced-no-mean achievement,
considering the competition. In the three great areas of
presidential  concern—eeonomics, dvil liberties, and
internations]l  affdirs<<his recerd s ultedy  disastrous.
Furthermore, most of the serious problems that new
threaten this countty tosk strong oot during Roogevelt’s
term. That Bie is rernembered otherwise by the greatmajority
is due 1o his personal charisma, the bias of many mainstream
historians and newspeople, and perhdps the fact that we asa
nation have yet to puy the full price for Roosevelt’s action.

Econondes: A Plutform of Ligs

Roosevelt took office on Januvary 15th, 1932, on a
platform of lies, His predecessor Hurbert Hoovers wrong-
headed antempts to legisiate the cowntry out of the Great
Depression had Talled miscrably-.not surprisingly, sioce
government . intervention o the economy was largely
responsible for the depression in the first place. An
increasingly desperate public elected Roosevelt to office on
campaign pledges to balunee the'budgel, slash the slze of
government, adhere 1o g gold standard, and remowe
government interference from the marketplage—the only
policies that would have effectively restorod o sound
seonomy, He did sone of this, of vourse. Instead, within
weeks be embarked upon a spree of government spending
and meddling in the econorny the likes of widch had never
heen remotely approached dn this nations history.

Roosevelt was an egonomic illiterate whoo actually
brapged that he had never read 4 book on economics. “We

must lay hold of the Tact that economic laws are notmade by
nature,” he once said. “They are made by men” (The
Boston Transcript gstutely observed that “Two more glaring
misstatements of truth could hardlyhave been pucked into
s fittle space.”y Thisattitude made his administration easy
prey forany variety of econtmic snake ¢il; and it is bardly
sueprising that they shortly embraced the then-new vogue of
Kevasian cconamves, which gave academic sunetion 1o their
wholesale inflation and economic tinkerings.

Raosevelt created a dizgying procession-of alphabetically
named agencies empowered 16 “create jobs” by spending tax
doflars; aind he wddied the dconomy with a plethora of
senseless-and destructive regulations. Never before had the
federal government dared 1o expand into so many greas of
Amotican life av it did under this new food of legislation.
The Roosevelt adiministration regarded s word as law, and
considered copstitutional restraints on the power of the
executive branch as merely a nuisance. Typical of the
admmistration’s sttiiude was this quote from Harry
Huopkins, Roosevelt's. right-hand  man, speaking to the
Advisory Committee of the National Youth Administeation:
“fwant to assure vou that we are not afrald of exploring
amything within the law, and we have a lawyer who will
delare anything you want to do legal”

This unparalled meddlding led inevitably to a grossly
distorted economy Tar removed from the actual needs and
demands of the marketplace. Wconsidered and destructive
federal loans, subsudies, wage and price coniroly, public
workg programs, taxation, gro-usion legislation and the like
wrgaked huvoe upon sodiety, Needy Americans watched in
miystery and horror as dalrymen dumped milk out into the
streets and the federal government puld farmers millions of
dotlard 1o destroy livestock and plowander erops—aiions
somhow destgned to produce prosperity by destroving
goods. As much of the countey’s productive power way
confiscated or restrained by the government, millions of jobs
were destroved aod more and more businesses closed. The
government's desperate, lurching actions olten borderdd op
the comic--0rrather the traghvomic. The poorly named
National Revovery Administration attempted to prohibi
newspdper boys frome selling papers, and declared that,
sopichow in the interest of the economy, no burlesque
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production could leature more than Tour strips. In s infinlte
wisdom, the Sepreme Court, in the case of Wickurd s
Filburn, upheld the government’s conteation that & maen
growing grabn sclely for his own use was unlawfully
interfering with inlerdiate commerce and thereforesubjest 1o
puniltics and regulativ,

The millions whoe recerved reliel assistance or makework
jobs (and one muy Judge the usefulness of many of these johs
by the fact that they are responsible for introducing the word
“bovndoggle’ into the public vocabularyy were thankful for
this concrete evidence of government concern, What they
could not see, and failed to perceive, weresthe millions of
nesded and productive jobs thal were destroved by these
same governments programs, thelower prices that-failed to
materighize of gobds and’ gervices  whase prices were
artificially inflated by governmeit policies; and the many
businesses that failed or never vame Lo existance because of
goverament actions, This was the real, ungeen gost of the
various Roosevell emergency programs, and was a.cost no
society could bear and still prosper, Thus the relief roles
continued to swell and the unermployment lines grew, despite
one frantic Roosevelt effors after another.

Among the most shameful of the many shamelul and
foolish economic acts of the Roosevelt administration was
its seizing of the nation’s privately held gold and its
subsequent repudiation of the gold redemption clause in ail
government and private debts. Not only was this dishonest
{5 Senator Gore of Oklahoma noted at the time, “Why,
that's just plain stealing, o't @, My, President?”), it also
gave the Federal government alimost complete control of the
antion’s money supply, setting the stage for the devaluation
of the dollar and the massive inflationary policies the
adminisiration was 1o pursue,

All of this ecconomic meddling and finangal flim-
flammery may be justified in the minds of some by one of the
most fallacious, vet oftencheard, claims about Roosevelt:
that “he got us out of the Depression” Actually, nothing
could be futher from the truth, Despite all the “pump-
priming,” the endless government prograrms, the currency
manipulation, there were still twelvemillion unemployed at
the end of 1937, Between 1937 and 1938, indusiris
production declined by over g third-the fastest decline in
American history, The policies of the Roosevell
administration were a collossal, abject futlure. What actually
brought the American economy out of its doldrums was the
huge boost given 1o manufacturing by the outbreak of
hostilities in Europe, and the subsequent U, S entry into
World War {10 This actificial growth in the sconomy was
funded in large part by inflated dollars and huge federdl
deficits——debt that, in the main, has yet to be paid, and sull
burdens the 118, economy.

Thus we have the true economic legacy of the Roosevelt
adminigiration: sanction for massive government
mterference in the economy, acceptance of foohsh and
destructive economic nostrums as standard policy, a private
sector distorted for decades from the true néeds of the
marketplace, and a huge debt that still ' weighs heavily upon
the backs of American taxpavers. And no discussion of
Roosevelt's sconomic flascos would be complete without at

least a briel mention of Social Insecurity, that great
goveriiment ponzi scheme which Roosevelt signed into effect
i Y935, and which his since mushroomed into 4 momstrous
fraud that hus drained capital for decades and become ever
mipre oppressive. For this, too, we must thaok FDR.

As terrible and Toolish as the gbove-mientioned actions of
the Roosevell adininistration were——in. this limited space 1
have only touched on a few highlights—we can only be
tharkful that not all of Roosevelt’'s proposed legislation
passed, Among his failures were altempts to place a ceiling
on salaries al $25000 and a bill Lo it top neome 0
$12,000 and tax the upper brackets at 99%! It is frightening
to even irmagine whit any of this-would have done 1o the
United Btates,

Totermational Affairs

*. .. Ishall say it again, and again, and again. Your boys
are pot going 10 besent into any foreign wars.”

Roosevelt made this pledge while campaigning for
reelection in October, 1940 Needless to say, he was nomore
faithiul to this promise than he was to his earlier econgmic
platform. In fact, shortly after a campaign filled with
stateraents similar to the above, he embarked upon u
program of deliberate harvassment of the German and
Japanese governments. He engineered intentional military
confrontations with the German navy in September and
October of 1941, and then Hed 1o the American public abowt
the natare of these confrontations—at a tine whes the vast
majority of Americans favored a policy of strict neutrality,
Through “a serits of crippling trade restrictions,
unrgasonable diplomatic démands, threats, and hostile
speeches, Roosevelt baited and goaded the Japaness
goverament into a fiercely anti-United States position that
led inexorably to war. And if somie of the more radical
revisionist historiand” clalms dre true—and these claimsare
becoming increasingly well documentedo-Roosevelt not
only deliberately led the United States into World War I, he
actuully had advance knowledge of the planned Japanese
attack on Pearl Harbor, yet refused to natify U. 8. naval
forces, realizing that the attack would inevitably cause the
United Stutes 1o enter the war. Whether one accepts such
extreme claims or not, there can be no doubt that Roosevelt
was fully aware that many of the aggressively anti-Clerman
and anti-Fapandse acts he took in the months before Pearl
Harbor carried a serious risk of provoking a declaration of
war against the Linited States—a war that as much as 85% of
Americans wished desperately to avoid,

Roosevelt must share, along with the other combatants in
World War I, blame for extending the horrors of warfare to
civilian populations. Roosevelt joined with Churchill in the
sanction of deliberate indiscrintinate bombing of enemy
civilian areas (@ tactic, incidentally, first adopted by the
British, in 1940; not the Germans, as commonly supposed.)
This practice led to hundreds of thousands of utierly
mnocent, helpléss, and uninvolved women, children, and
civiian men on both sides being slaughtered in gruesome
manner. The casualties dncurred in these raids are virtually
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inconceivable. In Dresden, a single firebombing raid turned
that city-into o Blazing hell where - 100,000 1o 150000
civilians burned to death. in Tokyo, 185000 were killed or
injured as aresult of one firebombing raid. The apotheosis
of allthis, of gourse, was Hioshima and MNagasaki. As g
result of the general acceptance of this tactic, massslaughter
of inpocent non-combatants in pow considered standard
pulicy for future wars, To eriticize these bombings i not, of
course, to deny the terrible atrocities committed by the Axis
forces; but brutality on one side, or by ong’s allies, do not
wive sanction 1o such acts by the other. There can be no
excuse for the deliberate, planned murder of innowent non-
combatant adults and children as a way of combatling the
actions of an aggressive state, especially when one considers
hose ligtle effective say such people have in the actions of
their governments.

Roosevell might well have heen able 10 avoid much of the
vast carnage and destruction of the war had he been willing
to negotinte u truce with the Axis powers. It is quite possible
that Germany and Japan would have been willing to accep
peace terms as early as middle or late 1943, Had such efforw
been pursued, millions of Hves might have been-saved and
much of the waste and destruction of the war averted.
However, Roosevell never waversd from his ingistance on
unconditional surrender, thus removing any chance forsuch
a settlement.

Roosevelt's fondness for the Russian dictator, Sulin, ked
to some of the very worst consequences of World War 1L
During the war, Roosevelt deliberately allowed. Russian
spies to steal American wranium samples and atomic bomb
research documents, erdering that sothing be done to
prevent this. There is no way of calewlating how much thig
atded the Soviets in thelr own attempls to create & nuclesr
bomb, but s effect was surely enormous. Aadalter the war,
Roosevell made a series of concessions to Stalin that
resulted. in Russia acquiriog dominance over 16 European
and Asian pations with a combined population of over 725
million people. Thus, millions in Soviet slavery, and the
thousands who have died in these areas since World War 1l
at the hands of the Soviets, can thank Roosevelt for much of
their predicament. Rogsevelt also approved Stalin's
insistence that all persons displaced by the war be foreed to
return o their home countties—a policy that all 1o
obviously meant death camps. and firing squads for
thousands., For this horror, wo, Roeosevell must share
blame,

These post-war concessions to Stalin were greatly
responsible for the ereation of the wenstrous Soviet Union
thut we know today. The end result of Roosevelt’s conduet
of World War 1, then was simply to replace the horeor of
Nazism with the horror of international state
communism-at 2 unimeginable cost of e and property.

Uil Liberties

Finally, an examination of Roosevelt’s actions in the area
of civil liberties shows that in this, oo, his record s dismal,

Roosevelt can take ¢redit, at least, for ridding the country of
the scourge of Prohibition. However, n few years later he
infroduced a new kind of prohibition: the use of marijtana
was made ilepal in 1937, The devastation that this naton
has suffered as woresult of this siogle act is incaleulable.
Roogevelt also greatly dncreased the power and jurisdiction
of the Federal Bureau of Iavestigation, helping to create a
national police force that routinely spied upon citizens
engaged in peaceful, non-ilegal activities,

As g dnevitably.does, the outbresk of wat, and these
acegmpanving increase in rabid nationalism, brought with i
numerous viclations of basic civil liberties-<and as.always,
onge the state assumes a power during wartime, it rarely
retreats fally when peace resumes. Thus World War I was,
as many have noted, a petiod of massive growth of stage
power dn all aregs.of life

One of the mogt outrageous and well dooumentisd
domestic getions of the Roosevelt administration was the
nnprisonment of H2.000 Amerdcans of Japanese ancestry in
prison Camps gt the outbreak of U, 8. entry into the war,
This was truly @ black page in the history of this country,
Roosevell” can also take ¢redit for instituting the fisst
pracetime draft in this nation’s history, and for supporting
the 1940 Smith-Act, which, among other things, specified
fings aud imprisonment for weitlen orooal “treasonous”
arguments and persuasions. The Smith At was so broad.in
scope-that, as The New York Times observed at tspassing,
“H strictly construed, several of the leading speakers at last
wegk’s. Republican MNattonal Convention -might-be in
danger.”

Mention mustalso-be'made of Roosevelt™s refusal, along
with. other Allied countries, to loogen Immigration
restrictions in order to allow refugee Eurnpean Jews to enter
this country. This left hundreds of thousands of Jows
without refuge and doomed 1o fall into the hands of the
MNuazis.

Gone But Not Forgotten

These fow examples of the ignorance and perfidy of the
Roosevelt. administration barely scratch the surface, but
they give ut least some idea of the true legacy of Franklin D,
Roosevelt, And make no mistuke about it, his influence i
sl very much with us today. Roosevelt bears much of the
responsibility for the creation of today’s political boundaries
and centers of power; and his influgnce is apparent in the
approach of this nation’s leaders to foreign policy,
geonomies, and social converns——much to our misfortune

Bven more aggravating, the hand of his ghost s sl
reaching dnto our pockets. Not only are Americans stil]
struggling under the burden of the enormous national detst
he saddled us with, wé are also being faced, now that his
centenndal s upon-us, with gleas from politicians and
agsoried blind worshippers of Roosevelt for millions of tax
dollars to-be spent 1o create & memorial to the former
prusident. A fine reply to this sort of aonsense was made by
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Ingwiry in their Jawuary 11 and 25, 1982, issues;

Our own suggestion (for FOR memoriald would be 1o
bronze the $1 trillion natiomabdels, Surely it would never
have been possible without FDR,

John Plyon, in the final pages of his brilliant, caustic
hook, The Roosevelt Myth, summarizes the truth gbout the
Roosevelt administration in a few biting serdences:

“But go back thrugh the yews, read the speeches-and
platforms and judgements Be made and consider them W the
hight of what he did. Look up the promises of theifvin public
office, of balanced budgets and lower tuxes, of disbanded
bureauorats, of honesty in government and of security for
all. Read again the warnings he uttered to his own people
againgt those wicked men who would seize upon & war in
Europe to-entunghe them upon specious visions of false war
abundance. Read the speeches he muds never, never agais to
send our sons to fght in Toreign wars. Look up the promises
he mude, not to our own people, but to the Chinese, to
Poland, to Crechoslovakia, to the Baltc peoples in
Lithuania and Latvia and Estonia, to the Jews out of one
side of his mouth and to the Arabs out of the other side. He
broke every promise. He betraved all who trusted him L

The figure of Roosevell exhibited before the eyves of our
people is & fiction. There was no such being as that noble,

selfless, hard-headed, wise and farsecing combination of

philosopher, philanthropist and warrior which bas been
fabricated out of pure propagands and which a small
collection of dangerous cligues in this country gre Using 1o
advance their owr gvil endy™

SOURCES

William E. Leuchtenburg’s Frankitn . Roosevelt and the
New Deal (New York: Harper and Row, 1963 is an
exeellent source of general information about the pre-World
War I Roosevell administration, though it tends fo be
rathier favorable and ueeritical, Johs T. Flyne's The
Roosevelt Myth (New York: Devon-Adair; 1956} is a lively
and highly eritical attack on Roosevell's years as president
and the results of his terms.

For discussions of how government intervention in the
scomory wis responsible for the Great Depression {and the
subsequent vears of sconomic chaos) see Murray
Rothbard’s America’s Great Depression (Los Angeles: Nash
Publishing, 1972) and Garet Garret and Murray Rothbard's
The Great Depression and New Deal Monetary Policy {San
Franciseo: CATO Ingiture, 1980). For brief summaries of
this position, see The Incredible Bread Mackine by the
Campus Studies Tnstitute (San Diego: World Rescarch, Inc.,
1974y, pp. 29:83and John Wospers® Libertarianism {Los
Angeles: ‘Mash Publishing, 1971), pp. 330-344.

There ‘are many revisionist history works concerning
World War I, of varying quality. The definitive—and
expitingbook on Pearl Harbor is John Tolands Infumy:
Pearl Harbor and Jis Aftermath (Garden City, N.Y.
Doubleday, 1982). The writings of Jumes 1. Manin are
pithy, highly readable sources of little known information,
Particularly relevant to the fssuey in this article are his essays
“On the "Defense’ Origins of the New lmperialism,” *The
Bombing and Negotiated Peace Questions-Tn 1944, and
“The Return of the *War Crimes" - War Criminals Tssue,”
from his Revisionist Viewpoints (Colorado: Ralph Myles,
1971 and the essays “The Conssquences of World War
Two to Great Britain: Twenty Years of Degline, 193519597
and “Peat! HMarbor Antecedents, Background, amd
Consequences,” in his colfettion The Saga of Hog Islund and
Uther Essavs in Inconveniens History (Colorade: Ralph
Myles, 1977, Martin’s essays and footnotes serve as good
introductions to.other tevisionist works:

Bruce Russett’s No Clear and Present Danger {New York:
Harper and Row, 1972) gives @ breil yet concise discussion
of Roosevelt's pre-Pearl Harbor manipulative actions
againgt Germany and Japan. Russeitdiok also makes an
excellent, though somewhat non-libertarian, argument
against U, 8. entry into World War 1, and demaonsteates
how UL 8, alms could have been achieved without militury
actions,

Roosevelt's friendship with Stalin, and the tragic
international consequences, are discussed in Roosevelt's
Road to Russia by George N, Crocker (Chicago: Henry
Regency Co., 1959). Stalin's postewar repatristion program
and the resulting mass slaughter is detailed in Operation
Keelhaul by Jubius Epsiein (Conn: Devin Adair, 1973) and
The Secret Betrapal by Nikolai Tolstoy (New York: Scribner
and Sons, 1977). %
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Of specinl note i Volume Five . . .

* “An Economic Critique of Socislism.”” A full lssue devored 1o developing and updating
the msights- of Ludwig vor Mises and Friedrich A Hayek on the impossibiliny of
rational ccopomic caloulation under sociafism. Collected and edited By Don Lavoie,
George Mason University,

* “Gustave de Mollnari and the Anti-statist Libers! Traditlon™ (Paris 1 and 15, By David
M. Hary Macguane University, The first $fudy in English on the radica! free-markst,
$Rth-century French coonomint Molinar

* “Herbert Spencer s an Anthropologist,” by distinguished Spencerian scholar Robert
L. Cameiro. & major study on Spencer & an unackrowledged father of moden
anthropology & & sooial science,

“Herbert Speacer’s Theory of Causstion;” by philosopher George H. Smith. On
Spencer’s view of causality as the essence of any sience, with special emphidsds on its
sole in his “scientific system of ethigs™

{Both papers oiginally presented at the CLS/Liberty Pund sponsored conference on
“Herbert Spencer: His Idens and Influence,” Avgust 19863
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