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FOREWORD

The social theory sailing nowadays under the label “Austro-Liber-
tarianism” has a long and prominent history going back many centuries,
culminating during the second half of the 20th century in the work of
Murray N. Rothbard, and continued todayv by his various intellectual
disciples and students (including myself). The theorv provides a simple,
argumentatively irrefutable (without running into contradictions)
answer to one of the most important questions in the entire field of the
social sciences: How can human beings, “real persons,” having to act in
a “real world” characterized by the scarcity of all sorts of phvsical things,
interact with each other, conceivably from the beginning of mankind
until the end of human history, peacefilly, i.e., without physically clash-
ing with one another in a contest or fight concerning the control of one
and the same given thing?

Put briefly, the answer is this: Absent a perfect harmony of all inter-
ests, clashes regarding scarce resources can only be avoided it all scarce
resources are assigned as private, exclusive property to some specified
individual or group of individuals. Onlv then can I act independently,
with 72y own things, from you, with your own things, without vou and 1
ever clashing.

And who owns what scarce resource as his private property and who
does not? First: Each person owns his physical body that only he and no
one else controls directly. And second, as for scarce resources that can
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be controlled on/y indirectly that must be appropriated with our own
nature-given, ie., un-appropriated. body": The right to exclusive control
(property) is acquired by and assigned to that person who appropriat-
ed the resource in question firsr or who acquired it through voluntary
(conflict-free) exchange from its previorns owner. For only the first appro-
priator of a resource (and all later owners connected to him through
a chain of voluntary exchanges’ can possibly acquire and gain control
over it without conflict, i.c.. peacetully. Otherwise, if the right to exclu-
sive control is assigned instead to Lirecoimers. conflict is not avoided but,
contrary to the very purpose of norms. made unavoidable and perma-
nent.

Formulated as a principle: You shall not aggress against anoth-
er person and his justly acquired properey and you may use physical
violence exclusively in defense of persons and property against an aggres-
SOT.

In his previous book, .1 Spoitaicais Oider: The Capitalist Case For
A Stateless Society, Chase Rachels has given a brilliant exposition of the
Austro-libertarian social theorv and carefully explained the inner work-
ings ot an anarcho-capitalist social order.

While the importance of this “Austro-libertarian” insight can hard-
ly be overrated, it is just as important to recognize what questions this
theory does nor answer.

When we look at the real world we cannot but notice that it is
distincely different trom a libertarian social order. And vet the liber-
tarian theory in itself does not entail an answer as to why this is so—
except to conclude that people apparently are not intelligent or willing
enough to recognize and embrace its cruth—and consequently, how to
actually achieve the ultimare liberrarian end of a Srateless society from
some distinctly un-liberrarian starting point. Nor does the theorv imply
much if anything concerning the question of how to maintain a liber-
carian social order once achieved and make it sustainable. To answer
these questions pure theory is insuthcient and must be complemented
by empirical study. One must turn from pure theory to human history,
psvchology and sociology.

Unfortunately, all-too-many  self-proclaimed  libertarians have
neglected or refused to do so and naively embraced the currently reign-
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~g—and only “politically correct” —view that all people and in partic-
-.zr all groups of people are essentially equal as regards their mental and
~ >tivational make-up, and that any observable inequalities are either
:-< result of mere accident and circumstance or past injustice and as such
-z and should be made good by some corrective, “equalizing” measures.

The acceptance of this belief in the empirical equality and hence,
:~< interchangeability, substitutability and replace-ability of all people
.= all groups of people, has led many libertarians—the now so-called
"= -libertarians—to endorse and promote the verv same agenda
- zmsued presently, more or less vigorously, by the ruling elites all across
:-¢ Western World (are they all secretly libertarians?): of multi-cultural-
. unrestricted “free” immigration, “non-discrimination,” “affirmarive
.zzon” and “openness” to “diversity” and “alternative lifestvles.”

Given this curious programmatic alliance between lefe-libertarians
_=2 the ruling elites, it is not entirely surprising that, notwithstanding
=< dearth of any outstanding left-libertarian intellectual rtalent, the
"-z¢” main-stream media (MSM) has attentively followed and report-
- = on their every position-paper or pronouncement and thereby helped
czzzte the impression in the public mind that left-libertarianism is liber-
TITianism.

At the same time, to the same effect and equally unsurprising, the verv
27 MSM systematically ignored the contrary fact—or else deliberate-
- misconstrued and misrepresented it—that left-libertarianism, already
-2 225 first public appearance, had come under heavy attack from Murray
-.-:nbard, the very founder and fountainhead of modern libertarian-
- as only fake-libertarianism. Owing to their patently talse, unrealistic
--szmptions concerning the nature of man, he had pointed out,' the very
—:zns and measures advocated by left-libertarians for the attainment of
~zerrarian ends were false as well. In fact, given the libertarian end, they
“<z¢ counter-productive and would lead to more conflict and infringe-
~enrs ofprivate property rights.

Real libertarians—in contrast to left-libertarian fakes—must study
=& take account of real people and real human history in order to
zzsign a libertarian strategy of social change, and even the most curso-
- scudy in this regard—indeed, little more than common sense—vields
-esults completely opposite from those proposed by libertarian fakes.

vii
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While members of the same species, men (including women) are
strikinglv different and unequal from one another. Not just individually.
one man from another, but also collectively, one group of men connect-
ed more or less closelv by a commonality of language, religion, culture
and custom from another group of men with another language, religion.
culture and custom. (Hardly surprising, if one considers the fact that all
present people are tvpically the descendants of people thar have lived far
apart from cach other going back hundreds or even thousands of vears
and thus formed separate and distinctly different gene pools!)

More to the point and just as obvious: Men, not only individuals
considered in isolation, but also groups of individuals considered as
communities or coopcratives, with their various languages, religiom.
cultures and customs, displav significant differences and inequalities as
regards the degree of conformiry of their conduct with libertarian prin-
ciples.

While no society can do without somze degree ot conformitv to the
libertarian non-aggression principle (NAP) at least insofar as its inter-
nal relations are concerned—that is: there can be no society that allows
for a “free-for-all” of murder, homicide, battery or the “taking” of other
persons’ things -, the degree of conformity displayed by different societ-
ies or communities is strikingly different. Some appear like permanent
war-zones or lawless hell-holes filled with brutality and cruelty, whereas
others, at the other (positive) end, approach the libertarian ideal quite
closely (say, Liechtenstein).

Viewed from a global macro-perspective, it should be obvious also
(especially to a libertarian), that all greac libertarian thinkers which
successively and gradually built up the system of libertarian law and
order have been “Western Men”, i.c., men born and raised in countries
of Western and Central Europe or their various overseas dependencies
and settlements and intellectually and culturally united by a common
lingua franca {once Latin and now English) and the trans-national Cach-
olic Church or, more lately and vaguely, a common Christianity. That it
is in these Western socicties, where libertarian principles have found the
most widespread public acceptance and explicit recognition as “natural
human rights.” That, notwithstanding their blatant shortcomings and
failings, it is Western socicties, then, that still resemble, comparative-
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- speaking, a libertarian social order most closelv. And finallv (unsur-
--isingly insotar as the widespread recognition and explicit acceptance
- the NAP by the members of a society are signs of a comparatively
~:gh er) intelligence and impulse control) that it is these societies, then,
:=at also are the technologically and economically most advanced.

These observations alone should be sufficient to reveal anv libertar-
< advocate of “free,” unrestricted and non-discriminatory immigra-
210 of non-Westerners into the countries of the West as a fool. Every
- 2ch immigrant—not to speak of mass-immigration—poses the risk of
~2rther diminishing and undermining the alreadv limited freedom and
crivate property protection presently enjoved in the West. To prevent
=5 any libertarian worthy of the name must instead advocate the
-=7ict and utmost discrimination vis-a-vis any potential immigrant—he
~:ght be an avowed communist or socialist or import his familiar hell-
~ 2. culture into one’s own midst—and from the verv outset he must
=< strietly opposed in particular to any form of mass-immigration. As
~z.1. he should begin to realize that the Western ruling elites current-
*~ promoting immigration from non-Western countries are not motivat-
-2 ov libertarian ends, but by a calculated desire of using foreign immi-
zzants as vehicles for the further expansion of their own domestic power,
-zzch and level of interference with the private property rights of domes-
-,z residents.

As well, when we shift from a macro- to a micro-perspective and look
n.voat any particular Western society (say, the US or Germany), we
~zzch similar and further specified and refined conclusions concerning
_.oertarian strategy.

Each of these Western societies is ruled by some different gang of
c<ople in control of some separate, geographically defined State; and
-z State-gang claims, concerning evervone and evervthing on “its”
zzrritory, then, that only 7, Le., only State-gang members, are authorized
1 zct as ultimate legal authority, judge, enforcer and executioner in any
:-=dict or contest of wills. In short: each separate State-gang claims and
zxercises a territorial monopoly of aggressive violence against “its” own
- -vate people and property.

No State currently ruling over different parts of the Western World
::zieved this rank and position as ultimate judge and executioner imme-

ix
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vidual family houscholds: No head of household must be allowed to set
down his own house-rules governing the admission to his house and the
conduct of all household members. In sum: Free association and dis-as-
sociation (separation) of people in phvsical space and free afhliation and
dis-affiliation of people through shared or un-shared memberships in
various organizations must go.

And how to achieve this? By enlisting the support of evervone resent-
ful of not being included or promoted in some particular association
or organization or for being expelled and excluded from them. Against
this ‘unfair’ discrimination you, the State or would-be State, must prom-
ise the excluded ‘victims’ to help get them in and get them a ‘fair” and
non-discriminating treatment in return for their binding affiliation with
vou. On every level of social authority, vou must encourage and promote
deviant behavior (behavior preventing inclusion or leading to exclusion)
and then use these deviants to undermine anyv authority other than vour
own. Free association and affiliation must be replaced by forced integra-
tion and forced affiliation—cuphemistically called multiculturalism and
affirmative action.

In light of these observations, it should become rather obvious why
the left-libertarian program does not and cannot achieve the libertarian
end of a State-less social order, but, to the contrary, will lead to a further
expansion ofmonopolistic State powers.

“Free” mass immigration from the non-Western world, “multicul-

turalism,” “affirmative action,” “non-discrimination,” the propagation of
“openness” to “diversity” and “alternative life-stvles,” to “feminism” and
“gay- and transgender-ism,” and of “anti-authoritarianism,’—they all are
and must be seen as means to further diminish whatever little discretion-
ary, discriminatory and exclusionary powers still remain in Western soci-
cties in the hands of non-monopolistic social authorities, and to corre-
spondingly expand and increase the powers centralized, concentrated
and monopolized in the hands of the State.

For more than two decades, following in Rothbard’s footsteps, I
have tried to get libertarianism right again—most prominently with my

xi
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Democracy: The God Th: Fioo =1 —in complementing libertarian
theory with social realism miviozo ovviiology and sociology), and to

rescue libertarianism from le=-.ocrzimian Zaxes and takes and repair the

public misperception that thev aze 2n2 mepresent what libertarianism is

all about. The reaction to these encca rv—:n particular Rothbard’s and
mine—from the side of left-.inezi= 27y ~as Deen furious. This notwith-
standing, however, they were insrrumenza in zhat today, among self-de-

oo rerreat. while the influence

scribed libertarians, left-liberraria

of realistic-right libertarianism has szeacin grawn,

Throughout the entire period. e Luawig von Mises Institute—
mises.org—and Lew Rockwell—Zzwrzzzwell. com—have stood

out as bulwarks against the infiltration orioertarianism by leftist thought.

As well, lana Mercer has been an cariv critic of left-libertarianism
with her paleo-libertarian blog—=zre’2-"cg.com. More recent-
Iy, outlets for explicitly and decidediv anti-lettist libertarian thought
have proliferated. There is “Bionic Mosquito™ D. A} with his blog—
bionicmosquito.blogspot.com. There is Sean Gabb’s and now
Keir Martland’s British Ludwig von Mises Centre—mises.uk.org.
There is C.Jav Engels blog—austrclibertarian.com. There is
Matthew Reece’s site—zerothposition.com—and Chase Rachels’
RadicalCapitalist.org. There is Stetan Molvneux with his
show on freedomainradio.com and Tom Woods with his show
on tomwoods.com. There is Robert Tavlor’s excellent and highly
important book Reactionary Liberty: The Libertarian Counter-Revolu-
tion (2016). And now, with Chase Rachels” new book I"hite, Right, and
Libertarian, there is another brilliant, must-read contribution to getting
libertarianism realistic and right again.

Hans-Hermann Hoppe
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-HAPTER I

WHAT ANARCHO-CAPITALISM IS

“o¢ "anarcho” prefix in “anarcho-capitalism” refers to anarchism. There
~+ much debate over what the defining clements of anarchism are, but
“rzually all conceptions entail a societv without a State (not necessar-
- without a government more broadly conceived). The State is chat
stitution in a given geographical area which asserts a monopoly over
17¢ creation, interpretation, and enforcement of law. The laws it enacts
-zpersede the rules made by any other person or organization within
> jurisdiction. The State is the ultimate arbiter in all cases of interper-
-=nal conflict, including those involving its own agents (the conflict of
~zerest should be apparent). Lastly, the State reserves the unique legal
crivilege to lay taxes, Le. to coercively demand pavment for its so-called
zrvices” and unilaterally set and alter the levels thereof. The atoremen-
oned characteristics are inherent to all States no matter their particular

~oe or configuration. Hans-Hermann Hoppe has this to sav about the
*zate’s monopolistic nature:

. dIONG ECONOINISES and pbi[oxop})ew tuwo 72azr-zmz'ver.nz[/y
accepted propositions exist:

1. Every ‘monopoly’ is “bad’ from the viewpoint of consumers.
Monopoly is heve understood in its classic meaning as an exclu-
sive privilege granted to a single producer of a commodity or
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service, or as the absence of ffree entry’ into a particular line
of production. Only one agency, A, may produce a given good
or service, X. Such a monopoly is “bad for consumers, because,
shielded from potential new entrants into a given area of
production, the price of the product will be higher and its qgual-
ity lower than otherwise, nnder free competition.

2. The production of law and ordes, ie., (gf‘.\'a‘urz't); is the
primary function of the state (as just defined). Security is here
undeistood in the wide sense adopted in the American Decla-
yation of Independence: as the protection of life, property, and
the pursuit of happiness from domestic violence (crime) as
well as external (foreign) aggression (war). Both propositions
are apparently incompatible with each other. This has yarely
caused concern among philosophers and economists, hower-
eiy and in so far as it has, the typical reaction has been one of
taking exception to the fiist proposition rather than the second,.
Yer theve exist fundamental theoretical reasons (and moun-
tains of empirical evidence) thar it is indeed the second propo-
sition that is in eryor!

The “capirtalism” sutix indicates the anarchic society specified is that
of a free markert capitalist variety. Under anarcho-capitalism, all scarce
goods (1o include land and other means of production) are subject
to private ownership. Since capitalism simply refers to that econom-
ic environment where the means of production are privately owned.
this system would be capiralist bv default. It is, however, important to
note that private ownership ot a good does not necessarily entail it is
owned only by a single individual. Two or more people mav be partial,
joint private owners of a scarce good as is the case with corporations,
co-ops, partnerships... ete.). To privatelv own something simplv means
having an exclusive right to urilize. occupy. or employ it, whereas there
exist non-owners who have no such right. A “right” simplv refers to that
which one may justifiably emplov torce to detend or seek retribution for
its violation.
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THE PROBLEM OF SOCIAL ORDER: SCARCITY

The problem of social order arises when two or more people want to
use the same good in incompatible ways. Goods which have the capac-
ity for mutually exclusive usage, and whose demand exceeds their avail-
ability, are said to be “scarce.” It is due to such scarcity and the desire to
avoid violent interpersonal conflict that propertv norms are developed.

Hoppe expounds:

10 develop the concept of property, it is necessary for [econon-
ic] goods to be scarce, so that conflicts over the use of these goods
can possibly arise. It is the function of property rights to avoid
such possible clashes over the use of scarce resources by assign-
ing rights of exclusive ownership. Property is thus a norma-
tive concept: a concept designed to make a conflict-free interac-
tion possible by stipulating mutually binding rudes of conduct
(norms) regarding scarce resources.”

In addition to helping avoid conflict, such property norms serve as
the legal basis for adjudicating interpersonal disputes. That is, for deter-
mining who the victim(s) and perpetrator(s) are in any given (violent)
conflict and what measures should be taken to most approximately
restore the victim and penalize the aggressor.

Thus, the scope of political philosophy is confined to one simple
question: when is the use of force justified? As noted earlier, force is
only justified in response to rights violations, and one’s rights are deter-
mined by prevailing property norms. In essence, to determine when the
use of force is justified and who the victim and aggressor are in any given
conflice, one must discover who owns what.

THE PRIVATE-PROPERTY ETHIC

The particular property norm which serves as the core of anarcho-cap-
italism is the “private property cthic” As alluded to earlier, this ethic
states that all scarce goods (including land and other means of produc-

>
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tion) are subject to private ownership, given they are acquired via orig’
nal appropriation or voluntary exchange. Original appropriation/home
steading states that the first user and claimant ot a previously unownec
good is that good’s rightful owner. Physical possession, transtormatior
emborderment, etc. are examples of homesteading acts. (It should be
noted that creation has nothing to do with establishing ownership, as
nothing is trulv created nor destroved but merely transtormed.) Since
this method of property acquisition awards ownership to the first user, i
is necessarily conflict-free. Voluntary exchange is the second just mean:
of property acquisition. This entails that one came to own something
via its prior owner voluntarily (contractually) transterring title to him
Being voluntary, this method is likewise free of conflict. Of course, alter
native property norms exist, vet none tulfill the purpose of action norm:
as completely as the private property ethic. Hoppe explains:

Contrary to the frequently heard claim thar the institution
of private property is only a convention, it must be caregori-
cally stated: a convention serves a purpose, and it is some-
thing to which an alternative exists. The Latin alphaber, for
instance, serves the purpose of written communication and
there exists an alternative to it, the Cyrillic alphaber. Thar is
why it is referred to as a convention. | hat, however, is the
purpose of action noyms? If no interpersonal conflict exist-
ed—that is: if, due to a prestabilized haymony of all inter-
ests, no situation ever arose in which two or moie people want
to use one and the same good in incompatible ways — then
no norms would be needed. It is the piurpose of novms to help
avoid othevwise unavoidable conflict. A norm that generares
conflict vather than helping to avoid it is contrary to the very
puipose of norms. It is a dysfunctional noym or a perversion...
IVith regard to the puypose of conflict avoidance, however, the
institution of private property is definitely not just a conven-
tion, because no alternative to it exists. Only private (exclu-
sive) property makes it possible that all otherwise unavoidable
conflicts can be avoided. And only the principle of property
acquisition through acts of original appiopiiation, performed
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by specific individuals at a specific time and location, makes
it possible ro avoid conflict from the beginning of mankind
onward, because only the first appropriation of some previous-
by unappropriated good can be conflict-free—simply, becanse—
per definitionem—no one else had any previous dealings with

the good.’

THE NON-AGGRESSION PRINCIPLE
AND SELF-OWNERSHIP

From the private-property ethic, one may deduce both the non-aggres-
sion principle (NAP) and the principle of self-ownership. The non-ag-
gression principle condemns all acts of aggression as unjust and crimi-
nal (i.e. violating property rights). Aggression, in this context, is defined
as the uninvited initiation of physical interference with the persons or
property of others or threats thercof. The principle of self-ownership
stipulates that one is and can onlyv be the sole owner of his own physical
body. This reveals an important nuance in the anarcho-capiralist concep-
tion of private property.

Property rights over a scarce good are accorded to one who can
demonstrate a superior objective link to it. Special consideration must
be made in regard to one’s own physical body, as such a link is demon-
strated by his uniquely direct control over it. That is to sav, one controls
or manipulates his body by will alone. For this reason, he is exempt from
having to establish a property right over it through acts of homestead-
ing or voluntary exchange. Conversely, one may control external goods
only indirectly. He cannot control or manipulate external goods by will
alone, but instead must employ the medium of his own bodv or some
other good. Hence, the need for him to establish a superior objective
link berween himself and external goods through acts of original appro-
priation or voluntary exchange if he is to be recognized as their legiti-
mate owner.”

v
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LOGICAL ERRORS OF THE STATE

[f the State is charged with protecting the property of its citizenry, ther
it must be categorically stated that any attempt to do so can only end ir
contradiction. As stated earlier, an inherent characteristic of any Statc
is that it must lav taxes in order to fund its operations. Taxes themselve:
are nothing more than threats to initiate uninvited physical interter
ence with the persons and/or property of others if they do not hanc
over X amount of money. Recall, threats to initiate uninvited phvsica
interference with the persons or property of others is considered aggre:
sion. Simply stated: taxation is theft. Thus, the State cannot make am
attempts to protect the property of its citizenry withourt first violating
it on a mass scale. Therein lies the State’s most glaring contradiction

Hoppe has this to say:

Rathes, the state unilatevally fixes the rules of the game and
can change them, per legislation, during the game. Obvious-
by, such bebavior is inconceivable for freely financed securi-
ty p;*oz'z'a’ew. Just imagine a security proz‘z’d@;; whether pa/ic‘e,
insurver, or arbitrator;, whose offer consisted in something like
this: ‘T will not contractually guarantee you anything I will
not tell you what specific things I will regard as your ro-be-pro-
tected property, nor will I tell you what I oblige myself to do
if, according to your opinion, I do not fulfill my service to you
—but in any case, I veserve the right to unilaterally deteymine

5

the price that you must pay me for such undefined service.”

Another issue involved with taxation is that it manifests the econom
ic calculation problem. Since the State’s revenue comes from thefr, as
opposed to voluntary patronage, it cannot determine the most econom
ic wavs to employ its “services”, ways which would otherwise be indi
cated by profits and losses. The State is invariably in a position where
it must make arbitrary, therefore uneconomic, decisions regarding what
products/services to ofter, where to offer them, how to produce them
how much to produce, what materials to produce them with, etec. More
disturbing still is the fact that, had such resources not been wasted on
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Statist objectives, they could have otherwise been allocated towards
productive market ends.

SOCIAL CONTRACT

Of course, some will attempt to justity the State’s existence by claiming
society is bound by a “social contract.” That for the same reason a restau-
rant owner may expect payment from a customer after he enjoys a meal,
so too can the State expect pavment for the “services” it renders. Howev-
er, this is a faulty analogy for two reasons:

First, the State must commence in mass theft before it can provide
anvthing. It would be more analogous to say the restaurant owner stole
vour money upfront but is willing to offer a consolation prize of some
tood. In actuality, one makes an individual choice to go to a restaurant
and is only serviced upon his specific request. This is in distinct contrast
to the State which offers a slew of unrequested “services” (some of which
one may not even enjoy) and then expects payment in full.

Second, the restaurant owner presumably acquired his restaurant via
original appropriation or voluntary exchange. As such, he is the legiti-
mate owner of the goods and services he provides and is accordingly
in a proper position to expect pavment from his willing customers. In
contrast, the State did not acquire the property for which it asserts juris-
diction via original appropriation or voluntary exchange (or if it did
purchase property, then it did so with funds stolen through taxes), thus
it has absolutely no legitimate authority.

ANARCHO-CAPITALISM IS TOLERANT

In an anarcho-capiralist society, anvone can live in any way they see fit
so long as they refrain from committing aggression as previously defined.
It they would like to voluntarily pool their property with others to form
mutualist enclaves, conservative covenants, or socialist communes, then
such is their prerogative. The greatest variety of lifestyles are permitted
under an overarching anarcho-capitalist legal system.
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THE UTOPIAN ALLEGATION

Anarcho-capitalism is not a uropizr 2xiosophy. No claim that crime or

hardship will be eliminated is being = :le. Rather. what is being asserted

is that an anarcho-capiralist lega. svszer is superior to all others for the

ends of peace, cooperation. and prosperic That in this truly free market

environment, the self-interests of ingividuas are harmoniously aligned
with the welfare of greater sociery.
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CHAPTER 1II

THE LIBERTARIAN CASE
AGAINST OPEN BORDERS

INTRODUCTION

Immigration is one of the most hotly debated topics in liberrarian circles,
and understandably so. The heated disagreements concern what immi-
gration policies most closely align with libertarian principles of justice
given a Statist paradigm. Of course, no such policies will attain the puri-
tv of justice that would result from the absolute privatization of all public
goods/services coupled with the elimination of the State. However, the
purpose of this essay is to make a case for what the “next best” (a.k.a next
most libertarian) solution is.

Keep in mind, recognizing a particular solution to the issue of immi-
gration as next best is no more an endorsement of it than recognizing
Trump as a lesser evil than Clinton would be an endorsement of Trump.
Tragically, it seems unlikely that a fully privatized or anarcho-capitalist
society will emerge in the near future, thus discussing such a next best
solution is a worthy endeavor. This essay was largely inspired by the
works of Hans-Hermann Hoppe and, to a lesser extent, Stephan Kinsel-
la. However, Walter Block and others have put forth valid critiques of
their positions, in light of which I have modified my own stance accord-

ingly.
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ACRITIQUE OF OPEN s TATE
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Ironically, the completelv unrestriczec “rpen State borders” position is a
one size fits all statist solution tmaz w02l be unjustly imposed upon all
‘zens. In contrast, the “invite

domestic tax-paving properiv-owininy
only” immigration restriczion
with private property rights a:

domestic tax-pavers properiv-2u and otaer vicrims of aggression

by the State in question  aw “ate ioint private owners of all

developed or improved upon Stize pubicoroperty” and, as such, any

uninvited foreign invader must mecessarir e guilty of trespass (ie. a
property violation. Further iz z:xes s guestion of whether a particu-
lar foreigner should be welcome ~ur o7 she mands of the Srare and places
it into the hands of its respective inaividui, property owning domestic
citizens. This is a far more deceniraizes soiution than the unconditional

“open State borders” one.
Some additional compiicazions
ally open state borders include the heavy strain the resulting mass influx

would arise from uncondition-

of immigrants would have on e werare svstem. This would greatly
increase the demand tor such programs which would inevitably result in

e

their expansion and. bv extension. the dSrate s, The negative effects of such
a policy are further compounded so long as anti-discrimination laws are
in place which entail private establishments facing State compulsion to
employ, serve, carer. and rent to said roreign invaders. Such forced inte-
gration would cause social tension to abound berween the foreign invad-
ers and domestic citizens. The cumularive etfect of all the preceding
issues will result in a subsrantial increase in aggressive conflict between
domestic citizens and the State. foreign invaders and domestic citizens,
and foreign invaders and the State.

Proponents of the “open State borders” position may desperately
claim: “at least our proposal doesn't involve aggression on part of the
State!” Unfortunatelv. thev are mistaken here as well. An open Srate
border policy would entail the State having its agents emplov aggression
against individuals who atcempr to rightfully evict uninvited foreign
invaders from their joint private property (a.k.a “public” property). Such
eviction attempts would incorrectly be interpreted as assault in the eves

12
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-7 the State as opposed to a justified defense of one’s own property.

Under a paradigm of restricted borders, foreigners convicted of such
~vasion should be responsible for more than the mere physical damage
mev may have caused to “public” property during their trespass. They
:=ould also be held liable for the violation of trespass itself as Rothbard
=:olains:

wodirect trespass: A rolls his car onto B’ lawn or places a heavy
object on B grounds. Why is this an invasion and illegal per
se? Partly because, in the words of an old English case, ‘the
Law infers some damage; if nothing more, the treading down
of grass or herbage.” But it is not Just treading down; a tangi-
ble invasion of B’ property interferes with his exclusive use of
the property, if only by taking up tangible square feet (or cubic
Jeet). If A walks on or puts an object on Bs land, then B cannor
use the space A or his object has taken up. An invasion by a
tangible mass is a per se interference with someone else’s prop-

erty and thevefore illegal.”

Finally, it should be noted that to aggressively displace the private
-nership of land and subsequently open it up to indiscriminate access
- e epitome of socialism wherein the tragedy of the commons takes
-2 ettect. This is precisely the situation open State border proponents
-2z calling for (whether wittingly or unwittingly).
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FUNDAMENTAL DISAGREEMENT

If one had to identify the root of discord between libertarians on thi
topic, it would be their ditfering views on whether “public” propert
should be seen as unowned. or the private. albeit diffused, property ¢
domestic net tax payers (and other net victims of the given State’s aggre
sion). Those who hold the former position will draw vastly differen
conclusions than those who hold the latter. However, the latter positio:
appears to be sounder once one considers what fundamentally dete
mines another’s property right to a particular good: his/her superic
objectively verifiable link to it. For external goods, libertarians recogniz
that such a link can onlv be established via original appropriation/hom
steading/first use (phvsical transformation. emborderment, first posse
sion) or voluntary exchange. The State has complered this homesteadin
for much of the land it claims though not all, of course, as there exist
plenty of “virgin” land which mayv be properly identified as unowned
but was only able to do so by first generating the requisite funds vi
taxes. Thus, such “improved upon public property” belongs to the ne
tax pavers who funded its development. It is thev who can demonstrart
a superior objective link between themselves and the goods in questio
with respect to foreigners whom the State in question has had no aggre

g8
sive interaction. Hoppe elaborates:

The fundamental evror in this argument, according to which
everyone, foreign immigrants no less dowmestic bums, has an
equal right to domestic public property, is Block’s claim that
public property Is akin to an unowned good.” In fact, there
exists a fundamental difference between unowned goods and
public property. The larter is de facro ouwned by the taxpay-
ing members of the domestic public. They have financed this
property; hence, they, in accordance with the amount of taxes
paid by individual members, must be regaided as irs legiti-
mate owners. Neither the bum, who has presumably paid no
taxes, nor any foreigner, who has nost definitely not paid any
domestic taxes, can thus be assumed to have aiy vights regard-
ing public property wharsoever.”

14
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[ would only amend Hoppe’s stance slightlv by saving a foreigner
10 has been subject to aggression by the State in question has a valid
c.aim to its illegitimate property as a form of (albeit imperfect) restitu-
z:on. He then proceeds to refute the claim that free trade and free immi-
Zmation are analogous:

Free trade and markets mean that private property owners
may receive or send goods from and to other owners with-
out government interfevence. The government stays inactive
vis-a-vis the process of foreign and domestic trade, because a
willing (paying) recipient exists for every good or service sent,
and hence all locational changes, as the outcome of agreements
between sender and receiver, must be deemed mutually bene-
ficial.... people, unlike products, possess a will and can migrate.
Accordingly, population movements, unlike product shipments,
are not per se mutually beneficial events because they are not
always—necessarily and invariably—the result of an agree-
ment between a specific receiver and sender. There can be ship-
ments (immigrants) without willing domestic recipients. In
this case, z'mmz'gmnts are fbrez'gn invaders, and nmigration
vepresents an act ofz'nfvzzsz'on.*

ANARCHO-CAPITALISTHYPOTHETICAL

rior to delving into the case for a “next best” solution, it would behoove
~ne to consider some relevant aspects of an anarcho-capitalist (An-Cap)
«ociety. First, in such a society there would be no “tree immigration.”
2cople would only be able to travel through/on property by first attain-
ing the respective owner’s permission to do so. As Hoppe has correctly
recognized, the result will be some residential or commercial areas being
more inclusive and others more exclusive. Moreover, all property owners
would have the right to evict trespassers from their land regardless of
whether the trespasser used any force against the owner himself or any
other residents. Keep this point in mind for when the “next best” solu-
tion is discussed in the following section.

Is




WHITE, RIGHT, AND LIzzxT~:120

It is also important to asx o whar memnod could formerly “public,
state property” be privatized = » ~znner tnit most closely aligns with
libertarian justice in this hvporiesios 2n-Can sociery? Hoppe has this

to sav on the marter:

The former taxpayers. . o0 i o cheir amount of
local, state, and feders noci mon oo ona be awarded trad-
able property titles i3 local snize s e soeers, They then

can either keep these rirles s o iz o they can divest

themselves of their srrecr 2 mon o s an all the while

The same essentially app.cs o 2o ~vzazzarion of all other
public goods, such s sohoale oininii cnn s a resudt, all
tax payments for the upsec a3~z of such goods stop.
The funding and developizciiz =i and hospitals, etc., is

henceforth solely up to rhes o v e awniers. Likewise, the
Dl poods aie those residents

new ouners of siuch foiriic

who actually financed thein. Thes. o aceidance with theiy
amount of taxes paid, shouia o¢ amarded saleable property
shares in the schools, hospirals. <o Other thai in the case of
streets, however, the new owicrs of schools and hospitals are
unrestricred by any easements o vighrs-of-way i the future
uses of their property. Schools aind hospitals, unlike streets,
were not first common goods before beiing rurned into public’
goods. Schools and hospitals simply did nor exist ar all as goods
before, i.e., until they had been Jrrse produced; and hence no
one (except the producers) can have acquived a prior easement
or right-of-way concerning their use. Accordingly, the new
private owners of schools, hospitals, erc., are at liberty to set
the entrance requirements for their properties and determine
if they want to continue operating these properties as schools
and hospitals or prefer to employ them for a different purpose.”

To amend Hoppe’s position once more {and he may have implicii
Iv intended this), it should be net raxpavers who, in this hvpothetica

16
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~n-Cap society, would reccive saleable shares in accordance with how
~uch taxes they paid on net (tax contributions minus received subsidies,
smants, welfare.etc.). One who agrees this method is the optimum way
*- privatize “public goods” in so doing implicitly recognizes thar such
Zomestic net taxpayers have a superior claim to domestic “public prop-
=7 with respect to foreigners whom the given State has had no aggres-
e interaction. Otherwise, he would prefer all public property be “up
->r grabs” upon the State’s elimination.

That said, anyone who can demonstrate a particular public good was
:z<en from him or his ancestor in title via aggression (as is the case with
=minent domain) would first be re-awarded title to said good prior to
“=¢ enactment of the privatization model depicted above. Murray Roth-
>:zrd elaborates:

1t might be charged that our theory of justice in property titles
is deficient because in the real world most Linded (and even
other) property has a past history so tangled that it becomes
impossible to identify who or what bas commirted coevcion
and therefore who the current Just owner may be. Bur the
point of the “homestead principle” is thar if we don’t know
what crimes have been committed in acquiring the property in
the past, or ifwe don’t know the victions or their heirs, then the
current owner becomes the legitimate and Just owner on howme-
stead grounds. In short, if Jones owns a piece of land at the
present time, and we don’t know what crimes were committed
1o arvive at the current title, then Jones, as the current ouwner,
becomes as fully legitimate a property owner of this land as he
does over his own person. Overthrow of existing property title
only becomes legitimare if the victims or their heirs can pres-
ent an authenticated, demonstrable, and specific claim to the
property. Failing such conditions, existing landowners possess
a fully moral right to their property.©

[t is at this point that one may object that, in this hvpothetical
An-Cap society, a more appropriate form of restitution to tax pavers

“han shares of formerly “public” property would be the monev stolen

-
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from them along with added interest for the inconvenience and viola-
tions suffered from its deprival. However, this presents a couple of issues.
First, the State will most likely not have enough money to repay all of its
rax victims what they are owed in full. Second, even it in some bizarre
twist it did have all their money, it would be impossible for the State
to pav evervone back with interest as this would necessarilv deplete its
funds before all its victims could be made whole, so to speak. That is to
say, all of the State’s money and assets originate in theft, so the best it
could possibly do, even theoretically, is return exactly what it stole.

When delving into the derails of how such a privatization would be
executed, one must remember this is strictly a technical matter (and
one whose market solution cannot be predicted in advance) not a legal
one. The libertarian legal solution simply requires the State to accord
its victims a proportion of its assets corresponding with their degree of
violation suffered, vet limited enough to where others equally or more
greatly victimized may be afforded the same or greater levels of restitu-
tion. Put more simply, restitution should be distributed such that those
more greatly victimized receive more than those victimized less. The
result may fall short of perfect restoration, but it would be the closest
approximarion of justice with respect to the existing stock of State assets
to be dispersed.

Perhaps the victims would be given a choice to cither accept shares in
the formerly “public” goods to hold onto as investments or to have said
shares auctioned off so as to receive a monetary sum in their stead.

NEXT BEST SOLUTION
The following proposal and its formart closely resemble that ot Hoppe’s.

It is a two-pronged approach composed of corrective and preventative
measures to address the issue of immigration.

Corrective

The corrective measures are intended to address the effects of forced
integration that have already occurred. Such measures are hardly contro-

18
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~ersial within libertarian circles but are nevertheless worth mentioning.
“irst and foremost, would be the privatization of as many public goods
:s possible. This would effectively mitigate the issues ofimmigration as
:nere would be less public areas to immigrate to. Of near equal impor-
zance would be the repeal of anti-discrimination, affirmative action, and
“zher such legislation which inhibits an individual’s ability to discrimi-
~ate with his private property.

This would greatly reduce the negative effects of any ftorced integra-
on brought on by the invasion of uninvited foreigners. A less obvious
~easure would be to pursue a truly free trade policy. If foreigners are able
2> trade with domestic citizens without being penalized by tariffs and/or
ther State measures designed to artificiallv disadvantage them, then the
2¢mand to immigrate will decrease ceteris paribus. Next would be polit-
.2al decentralization. For instance, it would be better for Texas and its
zzxpaving residents to determine immigration policies that affect their
serritory than the federal government, and better still for the county and
% tax paying citizens to determine such policies for their territory and
->on until all such questions are handled by the individual with respect
2> his own (personal) property. Finally, foreigners, whether invited or
zninvited, should be barred from voting and having access to tax-fund-
<2 weltare programs or subsidies of any kind. This too will decrease the
z¢mand to immigrate.

“UZLFARE USAGE. o Z Native Households . Immigrant Households
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Preventative

When considering measures designed to prevent forced integratic -
it is important to consider which of them would most closely cor=<-
spond with the desires ot taxpavers who have a diffuse, vet valid, priva::
claim to the public property “stewarded” by the State. Stephan Kinsel .
offers us his insight in the following:

Private property is the only way to objectively and efficiently
allocate capital. But some rules are better than others; and one
reasonable rule of thumb used ro judge the validity of a given
X o el
usage yule for a publicly owned vesonrce is to ask whether
private owner of a similar resource might adopt a similar rule

A wonld prefer the public property be returned as yestitu-
tion to the victims and the mafia called the state disbanded.
Barring that, so long as they hold property rightfully owned’
by me and others to whom the state owes damages/restitution,
L wounld prefer property they own to be used only for peaceful
puiposes of the type that would exist in the free market (can
any libertarian seriously deny that it's objectively better for the
state to build a libraiy or park on public property than an IRS
office or chemical weapons factory?). [ would prefer rules to be

set vegarding the wsage of these iesonices so that they are not
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wasted, and so as to act in a reasonable manner like private
owners would...

o But what actual rules should we prefer? Here I think we
start to veer from libertarianism into the realn: of person-
al preference. I would not want the Jeds 1o allow any and all
comers onto federal property, for the reasons mentioned above
— [ believe it would redice the utility of public property, and
impose costs (such as forced integration).’

Just as an open State border policy would entail forced integration/
~.-.usion it is also important to prevent the State from enacting a policy
- -orced exclusion. That is, preventing foreigners from visiting who have
“zen invited by a domestic property-owning/tax-paving citizen. Hoppe
:.zDorates:

Now, if the government excludes a person while there exists a
domestic resident who wants to admir this very person onto his
property, the result is Sforced exclusion; and if the government
admits a person while there exists no domestic resident who
wants to have this person on his property, the result is forced
integration. Moreover, hand in hand with the institution of a
government comes the institution of public property and goods,
that is, of property and goods owned collectively by all domes-
tic vesidents and controlled and administered by the govern-
ment. The larger or smaller the amount of public-government

ownership, the greater or lesser will be the potential problem of
forced integration

by proceeding on public roads, or with public means of trans-
portation, and in staying on public land and in public parks
and  buildings, an immigrant can potentially cross every
domestic resident’s path.

The solution, then, is to make any foreigner’s entry contingent upon
: domestic property-owning citizen’s invitation. The inviter would need
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to provide the visiting foreigner with some proot of the invitation so th::
a third party may determine whether he is an invited guest or an un:--
vited trespasser. A public record ot such invitations may be kept so as <

impose additional social/economic pressures on domestic citizens to 11+
haphazardly invite those who mav be dangerous, aggressive, or othe-
wise undesirable. Hoppe expands on the nature of such invitations in =

following:

Valid invitations are contracts between one or more private
domestic recipients, residential or commeicial, and the arviv-
Ing person. Qzuz contractital adnission, the VNG party can
dispose only of his own private properry. Hence, the admission
implies negatively—similarly to the scenario of conditional
free immigration—rthat the pmigrant is excluded from all
publicly funded welfare. Positively, it implies that the receiv-
ing party assumes legal responsibility for the actions of his invi-
tee for the duration of his stay. The inviror is held liable to the
full extent of his property for any crimes the invitee commits
against the person or propeit) of any thivd party (as parents
are held accountable for the cimes of their offspring as long
as they are members of the pavental household). This obliga-
tion, which implies practically speaking that invitors will have
to carry liabiliry insuraice for all of their guests, ends once the
invitee has left the conntiy, or once another domestic proper-
ty ouner has assumed liability for the person in question (by
admitting him onto his propeity).

The invitation may be private (personal) or commercial,
temporally limited or unlimited, concerning only housing
(accommodation, residency) or housing and employmenr (but
there cannot be a valid contract involving only employment
and no housing). In any case, howeves, as a contractual rela-
tionship, every invitation may be revoked or teyminated by the
invitor; and upon termination, the invitee—iwhether tour-
ist, visiting businessman, or resident alien—uwill be required
to leave the countiy (nnless another yesident citizen enters an

12
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invitation contract with hin)."

Until now, the “property (real estate) owning” aspect of invitors has

- - been remarked upon. Such invitors would be in a unique position to
~ze a prospective foreign visitor with respect to non-property owning
>~ mestic citizens as the former can rightfully offer the foreigner a place
=2 which rto reside during his stay. Even renters may only be able to
> this with the consent of their landlords. Similarly, a foreigner may
- acquire citizenship by first purchasing real estate in the host coun-

-~ Hoppe explains:

The invitee may lose his [egdl status as a non-vesident or vesi-
dent alien, who is at all times subject to the potential risk of
immediate expu[sian, only upon dc‘qz4i7'i7zg L‘z'tz'zen;bzp. In
accordance with the objective of making all immigration (as
trade) invited contractual, the fundamental requirement for
L‘ltizeizS/Jz']) is the acquisition ofproperty ozuners/ﬂ'p, or wmiore
precisely the ownership of real estate and residential property.

.Rather, becoming a citizen means acquiring the right to stay
in a country permanently, and a permanent invitation cannot
be secured other than by purchasing residential property from
a citizen rvesident. Only by selling real estate ro a foreigner
does a citizen indicate that he agrees to a guest’s permanent
stay (and only if the immigrant has purchased and paid for
real estate and residential housing in the host country will he
assume a permanent intevest in his new countrys well-being

and prosperity)."*

Some critics of this solution may object by claiming other liberty
-~.ating policies, such as drug prohibition, could be justified on similar
z->unds. This is a seemingly plausible yet erroncous conclusion. Unlike
122 aforementioned immigration restrictions, a policy of universal drug
- -ohibition may very well violate the property rights of domestic citi-
:2ns who have a valid private claim to “public” property, due to their

:7us as tax paying and/or propertv-owning citizens. Admittedly, this

[
(S}
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does imply that those who. in combination, have a majority stake

“public” property (owing to their higher net rax expenditures) can just
regulate its use in such a way that impacts their fellow domestic citizen
property owners or valid foreign claimants. (However, one would st
have to consider what casements or other access any minority owner -
“public” property would be entitled due to his status as a partial owner

However, such regulations could certainly never be justly applied |
any individual’s personal private properey. In distinct contrast, it is qui
clear that a prospective foreign visitor invader (that has not been aggr
sivelv victimized by the State in question’ has no valid claim/link
domestic public property as he does not pay domestic taxes for its ma:
tenance, protection, and upkeep nor does he have residence in the he
country. Thus, there exists no principled conflict with subjecting him -
immigration restrictions.

Foreigners should also be exempt from having to pay domestic tax
since they are recognized as having no legal claim to “public” resou
es. Moreover, even if they do happen to pay some domestic taxes, th
would not give them a valid claim to public property because a con
tion of their visit would be that their status as mere visitor would rema
intact unless thev purchase domestic real estate (again this condition
adopred because it is very likely in accordance with how the majority
private shares would be voted it such a vote were allowed to take plac
Such taxes that do happen to be paid by the foreigner, then, would efk
tively amount to a “visitor’s fee” of sorts and may be refunded ro hi
upon his departure.

At this point, the obvious question of “whar should the particul
immigration restrictions be?” arises. The first best option would be
have such restrictions determined by net federal taxpayers (or victims
federal aggression) for federal property, net state taxpayers for state prc
erty, net countv taxpayers for county property...ctc. Though it wouldr
be “one person one vote” but rather one tax dollar paid on net one vo
(or something similar to this). Thus, different people would carry diff
ent voting weight in a manner similar to the governance of a corpo:
tion. The second-best option would be for immigration to be by invi
only as described above. Unfortunately, both these first and secor
best solutions are unlikelv to come to fruition. The third best optic

24
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zhen, is to impose border restrictions that one may predict, with relative
certainty, are in accordance with how the vast majority of shares to State
“oublic” property (a.k.a joint private property) would be voted if such a
~ote were allowed to occur. This would, at the verv least, entail barring
iolent criminals from entry. Moreover, because the State’s victims are
.1 face the private, albeit diffused, property owners of what is mislabeled
“oublic property”, one may conclude that it would be in accordance with
zacir will to bar those openly hostile towards the institution of private
croperty itself (e.g. socialists) from immigrating,

Walter Block was able to detect a valid flaw in the immigration
-estrictions proposed by Hoppe and Kinsella: that they would entail a
~ositive expenditure of State resources which are ultimarely expropriat-
d (stolen via taxes) from its citizens. That they are irrationally attempt-
=g to utilize the State to solve a problem created by itself:

Being a victim oftbe state in no wday entitles someone to use
the state against anyone else. Since socialist policies ave such an
inefficient dyain on the economy, it is inevitable that people’s
grievances will far outweigh the capacity of the state to compen-
sate them. Moveover, the state does not have its own resources
and it can only ‘compensate’ people by robbing from others.”

However, what Walter Block and perhaps even Hoppe failed to real-
¢ is that immigration restrictions need not be enforced by the State.
“rivate citizens may form organizations like the Minuteman Project

=~ patrol the borders and other “public” arcas for potential uninvited
- reign invaders. If any foreigner is unable to produce verifiable evidence
mat he was invited by a dOIﬂCStlL property-owner, then members of such
“-zanizations may rightfully evict (or to use Hoppe’s catchphrase: physi-
sz v remove) these trespassers. In this way, such immigration restrictions

~:v be enforced without requiring extra involvement or expenditures by

¢ State. Finally, such private organizations would only be permitted to
;;:rol ‘public” property and personal private property whose respective
s ner granted express permission.

12
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ADDENDUM: ANSWERS TO COMMON OBJECTIONS

Re&ponxe to gfe;zem/ 00/&‘[1’0;25
S g

At the very least, one must recognize. in principle, that the billic
who have not been victimized by a particular State have zero claim to
illegitimate property, whereas those who have been aggressed upon
said State do have a valid claim.

Having difficuley imagining the technical application of this p1
ciple does not make it any less sound. Perhaps one mav disagree w
the outline of how it might be impiemented described above (mar]
activity cannot be predicred with absoiuze precision in advance), but
should sincerely ask himself whether the underlving principle is in err

Libertarian justice requires restitution zor private property violaric
Thus, so long as the State and its illegitimare property are not privatiz
out of existence (the ideal solution . then the next best approximari
of libertarian justice is to manage said property in a manner that is
accordance with the will of its victims a.k.a the legitimarte joint priv:
owners thereof ).

To sav otherwise onlv adds infury upon injury to the current set
given State’s identibable victims. Remember. people also had difficu
imagining the technical solution to how corron would be picked at
the abolition of slavery. bur that did nort alter che fact that slavery is p
cipally unjust.

“If one has a valid private claiin ro the Srares public property’ does 1
mean he can make an open iTitaion 1o 2l non-clasmants thus effectit
opening state boyders?”

No, because he wouldnt be able to atford the liability insura
premiums such an open invitation would entail. To elaborate, beca
libertarians are in a position of having to come up with a next best s
tion, they must approximare how the majority of ownership sha
would be voted if such a vore were allowed to take place (remem
some individuals have more shares claim than others due to their gr
er net raX pavments or aggressive victimization b}' the State in q

hQ
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1. Admittedly, one cannot predict the exact outcome of such votes,
“<nce why the solution offered herein is next best and not perfect. (It is
~oortant to note that the completely open state border solution is the
~-thest removed from the principles of libertarian justice.)

However, one can say with near certainty that a policy of “anvone
=2 evervone should have unfettered access and/or use of our joint

vate property (‘public property’)” would be the most disagreeable
.ation for the vast majority of shares (and shareholders).

Likewise, a policy of “any individual j joint owner, regardless of the
.z¢ ot his claim, may invite however many people he w 1shes to our joint
vate property and have zero liability for any violations to property
~=v may perpetrate during their visits” would also be one of the most
_.Vagreeable policies to the vast majority of shares (and shareholders).
~ence, one may confidently disregard this proposal as well.

However, a policy of“joint owners may invite whoever they want to
“2r joint private property, but must first acquire liabilicy insurance for
z=<ir invitees in order to assure restitution can be made to those who
~av have their persons or property violated by this foreign visitor” is

\J\ far more agreeable to the private joint owners of so called ‘public”
"Jpert\ and is one that is far more decentralized as it gives cach joint
ner a large measure of individual discretion over its access.

iice the US. government is in so much debt, does this mean that US, resi-
“cuts will get litele to no restitution?”

'The more important question is “Who owns the debt?” Most of the
zebe is owned by illegitimate institutions like foreign governments or
zentral banks. Central bank debt (whether foreign or domestic) can be
zetaulted on without issue because it’s purchased with counterfeit funds.
n the other hand, foreign debr involves foreign tax victims. Thus, this
~ay enrail that foreign tax victims have some anm to the U.S. govern-
~ent’s illegitimate “public” property in proportion to how much thev

vere extorted from in taxes to purchase said debt. How much domestic
: '>1dents or foreign victims of U.S. government aggression are owed in
zestitution is an empirical question. As such, it taﬂs ourside the scope of
:ne present topic which is strictly concerned with whether some access
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restrictions to “public” property are more libertarian than none a:
under a Statist paradigm.

“ITouldn’t it be better if the State returned the money it stole from taxp.
as opposed to treating them as the joint private owners of its so-called ‘pr
property’?”

The first issue with this is that in order for the State to pav per
A monerarv restitution it would first have to steal from person B
taxes. Even if the State only dipped into its current reserves, it
would not have nearly enough money to pay all the raxpavers how
much it stole (let alone whatever interest is owed due to the inco
nience and violation suffered in the interim). Also, this does not add
victims aggressed by means other than taxation. Hence, due to the
that monetary restitution alone would be insufficient in restoring all
victims (and may even be counterproductive if it entails turcher ag
sive redistributions of wealth), it then makes sense to treat these vict
as the joint private owners of ‘public property” as a means of b:
ing them closer to full restoration. Moreover, even if the given St
victims could all be fully restored (highly unlikely) without depletin
its illegitimate property, they would still have a greater claim to what
remained, because they funded its development via taxes.

“T don’t like the fact that other joint owners may override my prefere
regarding the access restrictions (or lack thereof ) to so called ‘public pr
1y’ (a.k.a the joint private property of the victims of State aggression)”

Like anv other private, vet jointly owned, enterprise, how the m
ity of shares are tallied determines policy. If the senior partners at a-
want to go direction X, vet some junior partners want to go direc
Y then that firm is going to go direction X. Someone will inevicabl
unhappy, but that is the very purpose of property norms: to predice
inform one of whose preference takes precedence when two or n
people want to use a given scarce good in mutually exclusive ways.

Thar said, an invite-onlv policy still grants every joint private ov
of this so called “public” propertv a large degree of discretion over it
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:nd successtully avoids the pitfall of forced exclusion.

= would seem the U.S. government’s aggression has affected virtually every-
S <>g o o
22 in the world. Does that mean everyone has some claim to US. public
saperty’t”

No, it does not. Being merely affected by aggression is not neces-
-z7ilv the same thing as having been aggressed against. For instance, if a
-:llv broke a small child’s arm then this may affect his parents, bur from
:25s it does not follow that his parents were themselves aggressed against
= the bully. Aggression, in the context of libertarian legal theory, is
-rictly defined as the uninvited initiation of phvsical interference wich
17 persons or property of others or threats thereof. Thus, if a foreigner
s merely affected by US. foreign policy, vet was not directly aggressed
-zainst by agents of the US. government, then he has no valid claim to
>, “public” property.

- chought this was supposed to be about national borders, but youre just

“rwing about developed public property!”

So called “public property’, in fact all property, is demarcated by
-orders. When one speaks abour victims of the State only having a
“=stitutive claim to developed “public” property, he is still disputing the
~ ~tion of “open State borders.” All the boundaries of “public” property,
=< it a school, hospital, airport, park, .... etc., are “State borders.” In fact,
-2xing the principle underlying the “open State borders” position to its

- gical conclusion implies anyone and everyone may occupy or utilize
- zdlic schools, hospitals, parks, airports...etc. in whatever manner they
=< fit. This is undoubtedly a hellish consequence that could onlv be
z=nuinely endorsed by the most radical of communists.

-eating victims of State ownership as private shareholders of its illegiti-
~.ite property is deficient because true shaveholders of a corporation in the

savket are able to divest themselves of their shares through sale.”

This objection is true as far as it goes but it overlooks the fact that
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it is critiquing an admittedly next best solution. If these joint owr
were actually able o vote with their shares and divest themselves ot ¢:
ownership, then this would be the very same thingas the perfect solut
to “public” property: privatizing evervthing thus effectively elimina:
the State. However, because the victims of the State have no abilic:
vote in such a manner {and each individual’s voting power is certa:
not weighted in accordance with the amount of taxes he has paid o
State on net) then there is no reason to sell shares to other joint owr
Having more shares only matcers if vou can vote with them. Thus.
are left in the less than ideal circumstance ot having to approximate w
the results of such a vote would be. The invite-only policy advoca
herein is the least presumprive, most decentralized, and certainly m
in accordance with how such shares would be voted than the “open S:

border” policv.

“It seemss your proposal vequires a cential committee to decide who is
rightfully and who isn’t. It also seems like it vequires people to purc
liability insurance from one monopolistic agency to cover invited gi
This Sounds’ statist.”

This proposal in no way calls tor or requires a “central commir
to track who is a valid claimant (joint private owner), invited g
or uninvited trespasser any more than a single centralized commiu
institution is required to maintain the standard definitions of we
and produce dictionaries. This is a manipulartive and false compari
made to render this proposal more apparently “statist” than it actu
is. This strawman critique, often made by libertarians, is odd as it is
same tired strawman argument that is made against our idea of a state
private/polveentric legal svstem. In this context, libertarians recogr
there needn’t be a single security organization which entorces all “law
single arbitration agency which interprets all “law”, a single legal age
W h1ch creates all * la\\ a single security insurance agency whuh inst
all people, nor a single crlmlnal records bureau w hlch maintains all ¢:
inal records. {To discover how standard criminal records mayv be m
tained despite the existence of multiple independent criminal rece
agencies, read the “law and order” chaprer ot .4 Spontaneons Order.
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=25 does the immigration proposal herein not call for a single monop-
- .stic insurance agency to cover invited foreign guests and/or a Single
~onopolistic security agency to enforce border restrictions.
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CHAPTER III

FORA LIBERTARIAN ALT-RIGHT”

NTRODUCTION

-~ response to the acceleration of the Western world’s lefrward trend,
¢ paleo-conservatives and paleo-libertarians have risen from the ashes
= the form of the controversial and rapidly growing Alternative Right
Ale-Right). This movement has been mercilessly condemned by the
~<tt, the media, and the mainstream or neo-conservative Right since its
.~.ception. However, this attention has only added tuel to its growth and
= opularity as a large portion of the American population’s crust for poli-
z:iians, academia, and the mainstream media (MSM) is at an all-time
.= This is likely due to the elite’s ever increasing and blatant erosion of
e very traditional Western institutions which made America great.

The focus of the Ale-Right has almost exclusively been a cultural
-ne. They have correctly diagnosed the cultural ailments of society, vet
Tany seem confused as to which political or economic principles are
~ost conducive to setting Western civilization back on course to be the
Tzacon ofprosperity and progress it once was.

Conversely, many libertarians have focused exclusivelv on sound
- olitical and economic principles, whilst neglecting or dismissing the
--.¢ traditional Western values play in enabling their practical imple-
~entation in the real world. They seem to be under the delusion that, for
mstance, the cultural values of the average Afghan are no less conducive
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to one’s willingness to cubscrine To .iberrarian and capiralist princip.<
than the average American st Sudh neglect has hamstrung the abi
ty of many libertarians to move Trom the realm of theory to applicatic-
Tragicaﬂy, in their naive and :tti,\g;iicl:d attempt to prove their princip'_:
to be universally acceprable. ther kave compromised on the fundam::
tals to achieve a broader multicu.iural appreciation. Of course, when ==
ideological core is compromim’d zhe philosophy itself loses its value :
being sound, rational. and pm;tic&l.

Hence, the focus of this work is to demonstrate that not onlvare =
Ale-Right and libertarianism compAtible. burt thev are, in fact, com?
mentary and symbiotic. That chev are distinet, vet mutually reinforei
in that thev supply the missing components in what the other is L.
ing for each of their realization. That what is needed is more than -
alliance, but rather a tusion wherein libertarians become alt-righters =
alt-righters libertarians. It is this “liberrarian Ale-Right” which offers -
best hope against the malignant cancer of both the State and the Left.

DEFINING LIBERTARIANISM

As a strictly 1€gal/political philosophy, libertarianism is only concers
with answering the question: “When is the use of physical force
threats thereof ) justified?” The answer is entirely contingent on
property norms upon which the given legal system is grounded. Pre
libertarianism, i.e. anarcho-capitalism, is defined by the particular p:
erty norms to which it subscribes: the private property ethic. This e
states thar all scarce goods, including land and other means of pros
tion, are subject to private ownership (ie. the right of exclusive -
control) provided they are acquired via original appropriation/he
steading (i.c. the first user rule) or voluntary exchange. That any unt:
ed physical invasion/interference with the persons or property of ot
or threats thereof, is considered an act of aggression and thus just
responsive force against the perpetratof, whether aimed at defensiv
retributive ends.

Many alt-righters are unaware of the concerted effort to pervert
“chicken” libertarianism, typically with the intent to make it more §
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:2.¢ to the Left. Some, like the self-described left-libertarians, engage in
“nese efforts deliberately whilst others (sometimes referred to as “lolber-
:zrians” or “lolberts” for short) are led astray due to ignorance and an
-~refined understanding of the fundamentals. Left-libertarians seek
== achieve this perversion by regrounding libertarianism in the more

2scure and manipulable concepts of “freedom”, “social equality”, and
“:nii-exploitation” while at the same time confusing libertarianism’s
rictly political individualism with a hyper-individualism.

_ZFINING THE LEFT AND RIGHT

-2 this juncture, it behooves one to examine what is meant bv the terms
~<rn” and “Right” (at least in their contemporarv American sense).
~~ese terms denote dispositions ranging from culture, politics, and
:2onomics. To help add clarity to this distinction, I've crafted a chart

ich illustrates the respective attributes of both the Left and Right.
~=¢ chare lists the attributes on a spectrum and explains how one may

LEFT RIGHT

Socialism Capitalism
Multi-culturalism Cultural Homogeneity
Egalitarianism Hierarchies™
Libertinism Conservative Values™
Public Property Private Property

High Time Preference Low Time Preference

Social Justice Personal Responsibility
-10 0 +10

) 0 +70

*zould be voluntary or involuntary
“*integrity, work ethic, patience, rationalism, reliability, monogamy, nuclear family,
crudence, etc.




WHITE, RIGHT, AND LIBERTARIAN

still be considered overall Right or Left despite having some indiv:
Letrist or Rightist beliets. When one tallies his score for each acer:
he can determine approximately how far to the Left or Right he is o+
(moreover, if one considers any pair of atributes a false dichotomy. -
he may pick a position on both without affecting the ultimate <
The chart is neither perfect nor exact, but it does provide a clear pic
of the general differences between each wing of thought.

DEFINING THE ALT-RIGHT

Owing to the immense stigma and propaganda surrounding
Ale-Right, it would likewise behoove one to review a coherent defin:
of its nature. Hoppe, true to form, provides such a trenchant explans
in the following:

Alt-Righters are not united by a commonly held theory, and
theve exists nothing even faintly resembling a canonical texr
defining its meaning. Rather, the Alt-Right is essentially unir-
ed in its description of the contemnporary world, and in partic-
wlar the US and the so-called Western 11o7ld, and the identifi-
cation and diagnosis of its social pathologies. In fact, it has been
corvectly noted that the Alt-Right is far more united by whar it
is against than what it is for. It is against, and indeed it hates
with a passion, the elites in control of the State, the MSM and
academia. Why? Because they all promote social degeneracy
and pathology. Thus, they promote, and the x]/t—Rzg/Jt vigoi-
ously opposes, egulitarianisin, affirmative action (aka “non-dis-
crimination”), multiculturalion, and “free” mass immigration
as a means of bringing multiculturalism about.,

As well, the Alr-Right loathes everything smacking of cultur-
al Marxism or Gramsciism and all “political corvectness” and,
strategically wise, it shiugs off, without any apology whatsoever,
all accusations of being racist, sexist, elitist, supremacist, homo-
phobe, xenophobe, etc., erc. And the Alt-Right also laughs off
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as hopelessly naive the programmatic motto of so-called liber-
tavians such as the Students for Liberty (which I have termed
the “Stupids for Liberty” and my young German friend
Andre Lichtschlag as “Liberallala-Libertarians”) of “Peace,
Love, and Liberty,” appropriately translated into German by

Lichtschlag as “Friede, Freude, Eievkuchen.” In stark contrast
to this, Alt-Righters insist that life is also about strife, hate,
struggle and fight, not just between individuals but also amon 7
various groups of people acting in concert. Millennial Woes’
(Colin Robertson) has thus aptly summarized the Alt-Right:
Equality is bullshir. Hierarchy is essential. The races are differ-
ent. The sexes are different. Morality matters and degeneracy

is real. All cultures are not equal and we are nor obligared to

think they ave. Man is a fallen creature and theve is more ro

life than hollow materialism. Finally, the white race matters,
and civilization is precious. This is the Alt-Right.*

~“RADITIONAL WESTERN VALUES

"> this definition, it should be added that the Alt-Right promotes West-

=rn Civilization and, by extension, the traditional Western values and
~stitutions which undergird it. These include, but are not limited to
:nough some alt-righters may disagree): political individualism, ratio-
~:lism, personal responsibility, low-time preference, capitalism, ingenu-
v and the nuclear family. One could stop here, but it’s important to
zxpand on time preference and the nuclear family a bit more. Time pret-

<rence is defined by Orwell N’Goode in the following:

Ones time preference refers to how much he values present
consumption over future consumption. Someone with a rela-
tively high time preference generally prefers to consume now
as opposed to later, even if Jforgoing immediate consumption
would yesult in a greater number and/or quality of future
goods. A velatively low time preference is simply the inverse.”
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Thus, low time preterence refers to impulse control, prucs:
restraint, and selt-discipline. This also applies to social interac::
not purely financial ones. Someone with low time preference is
inclined to act with generosity. civilitv. and integrity towards fric:
spouses, and professional associates izow for he knows doing so -
enhance the long-term value ot such relationships by encouraging <
rocal behavior Liter.

Matthew Dewev defines the nuclear family as “..a monogar
pair bonded couple raising their murual offspring” and goes on turs
to claim this institution is “...the first and last defense of private pre
tv and, by extension, civilization itselt”™ The family unit itself was o
from practicality and necessity. Hoppe explains:

Given the peculiar, parasitic nature of hunter-gatherer societies
and assuming land to be fived, invariably the moment must
arise when the nuwmber of people exceeds the optimal group size
and average living stand.aids will fall, threatening whatever
o (& b=
deovee of intracronp solidarity previously might have existed...
S S . . S
This situation is captured and explained by the economic law
of returns...that states that for iy combination of two or more
production Jactors an optimitin combination exists (such that
any deviation from it involves material waste, o “efficiency
losses”).

The technological invention, then, that solved the problem of
a steadily emerging and re-emerging ‘excess’ of population and
the attendant fall of average living standards was a revolu-
tionary change in the entire mode of production. It involved
the change from a parasitic lifestyle to a genuinely produc-
tive life. Instead of merely appropriating and consiming
what nature had proz*z’ded, consumer goods were now active-
ly produced and nature was augmented and improved upon.
This revolutionary change in the human mode of production
is genenz//)' referred to as the ‘Neolithic Revolution’: the tran-
5iti072ﬁ'omﬁ)odp?'odzz(tz'mz by hunting and gathering to food
production by the yaising of plants and animals... The new
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technology represented a fundamental cognitive achievement
and was veflected and expressed in two interrelated insti-
tutional innovations, which from then on until today have
become the dominant feature of human life: the appropriation
and employment of ground land as private property, and the
establishment of the family and the family household.*

Thomas Malthus goes on to explain the rationale for the nuclear
zmilvin particular and why it was adopted in the West:

the most natural and obvious check (on population) seemed
to be to make every man provide for his own children; thar
this would operate in some respect as a measure and guide
in the increase of population, as it might be expected that no
man would bring beings into the world, for whom he could
not find the means of support; that where this notwithstand-
ing was the case, it seemed necessary, for the example of others,
that the disgrace and inconvenience attending such a conduct
should fall upon the individual, who had thus inconsiderarely
plunged himself and innocent children in misery and want.—
The institution of marriage, or at least, af some express or
implied obligation on every man to support his own childyen,
seems to be the natural result of these reasoning’s in a commiu-
nity under the difficulties that we have supposed.®

Murray Rothbard provides the following comparative economic
znalvsis of the nuclear and extended family models:

Another primitivistic institution that has been hailed by many
social scientists is the system of the “extended family,” a harmo-
ny and status supposedly ruptured by the individualistic “nucle-
ar family” of the modern West. Yet, the extended family system
has been vesponsible for crippling the creative and productive
individual as well as repressing economic development. Thus,
West Afvican development has been impeded by the extend-
ed family concept that, if one man prospers, he is duty bound
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Finally, Hoppe arﬁ*v*‘s
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Hence, as the iesiisommos ni-caizarion of all values promot-
ed by the ruliiig s s “lecn tuined upside down.
The instizierzcs. = s s G nenh father, mother and
theiy chilavs. o IERDFI of Western civiliza-
tioi, s ros eeor Lo s L s snons and all-avound
OO wwiid, de., the very

GEsrin . sy good in human

/],7.',\'.','7”.- i’ : " ,,f._.:;,f‘ .Z/-J[/ l'l‘/{ﬁ‘fﬂ’ as fl]f

T o beavily disadvan-
P Co o e velentless polli-

Pef o

CULTU ==

:\} previll
by

Ingred:c

STITTIS QLY 1l1zat10n 15 common

culture, Tmmamci L sl o = crmeous society know whar to

eXpect T thit oo st o ioiis oo zhem and thus are able to

STiT oo oL Tttt osoo- o oww Cirizens. This helps miti-

IETDeTs T L T T Ciotior Ttamenlnion costs, and promote
cion oo ©c s ot mootTTm Dusiness relationships are

Soo oSS - s .o _i: i zwesation of more productive
STt oIot o oo lsens Umiorunarely, manv libertari-

covtie oottt omo o ooncs willingness to adopt liber-

Sttt Toonaves believe that such principles

mETai oLt cot.nz o ceople ot all culeures, Hoppe




FOR A “LIBERTARIAN ALT-RIGHT”

disputes this idealistic notion in the following:

Many libertarians hold the view that all that is needed to
maintain a libertarvian social order is the strict enforcement of
the non-aggression principle (NAP). Otherwise, as long as one
abstains from aggression, according to their view, the principle
of ‘live and let live’ should hold. Yer surely, while this live and
let live” sounds appealing to adolescents in rebellion against
parental authority and all social convention and control (and
many youngsters have been initially attracted to libertarian-
ism believing that this live and let live’ is the essence of liber-
tarianism), and while the principle does indeed hold and
apply for people living far apart and dealing with each other
only indirectly and from afar, it does not hold and apply, or
rather it is insufficient, when it comes to people living in close
proximity to each other, as neighbors and cohabitants of the
same community.

A simple example suffices to make the point. Assume a new
next-door neighbor. This neighbor does not aggress against you
or your property in any way, but he is a ‘bad’ neighbor. He
is littering on his own neighboring property, turning it into a
garbage heap; in the open, Jor you to see, he engages in ritual
animal slaughter, he turns his house into a ‘Freudenhaus) a
bovdello, with clients coming and going all day and all night
long; he never offers a helping hand and never keeps any prom-
ise that he has made; or he cannot or else he refuses to speak to
you in your own language. Etc., etc.. Your life is turned into a
nightmare. Yet you may not use violence against him, becanse

he has not aggressed against you. What can you do? You can
shun and ostracize him. But your neighbor does not care, and
in any case you alone thus punishing’ him makes little if any
difference to him. You have to have the communal respect and
authority, or you must turn to someone who does, to persuade

and convince everyone or at least most of the members of your
commaunity to do likewise and make the bad neighbor a social
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oeople of non-Western descent to embrace a strong sense of nationalism.
This is typically extolled as a celebration of beauty found in the diversicy
of cultures around the world. However, the same such celebration when
conducted by White people of European descent is scorned and severe-
v ridiculed as “racist’, “supremacist”, “fascist’, “xenophobic” and a slew
>f other meaningless yet stigmatized leftist epithets. This has to do with
‘he spread of Cultural Marxism which will be explored in greater depth
-urther on.

COVENANT COMMUNITY

The question now becomes how to form and sustain a stateless nation?
One solution is to form contractual covenant communities. When one
ourchases property in such a community, he does not acquire full owner-
ship. His ownership, instead, is limited to the extent of the communi-
Vs covenant conditions. Such conditions may include prohibitions on
certain types of public behavior such as lewdness, drug use, drinking,
the promotion of aberrant sexual behavior... etc. Thev mav also entail
certain requirements relating to the upkeep of one’s lawn etc. Thus, if
dne violates these conditions, then legal action may be taken against him
without violating his private property rights, or the libertarian non-ag-
gression principle (NAP). Many of you may have heard of Hoppe’s infa-
mous remarks regarding the “physical removal” of communists, Demo-
crats, and those who publicly promote homosexuality. However, these
emarks were made in the context of a covenant community which
orohibited the conduct of such behavior and the entry of such people.
Stephan Kinsella elaborates in the following:

i1t a private, covenant-based order, one that is not only liber-
tarian but also traditionalist and based on the family-based
social unit, people who are apenly hostile to the underlying
novms of this society would tend to be shunned, maybe even
expelled (not aggressively, but consistent with property rights).
Some of your uncharitable critics say you [Hoppe] mean that
homosexuals themselves would be expelled merely for being
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RACE

One of the more noteworthy accribuces of the Ale-Righet is its exp.i:”
interest in the preservation of the White race. But what exacely is rz:
and whv does it martcer? Fli Harmann providcs some insight:

there is remarkable consistendy aid ;‘epazm[}z'/z'ty in collo-
quial understandings of nice and population geneticists and
forensic anthropologists camn map these popular conceptions
with great accuracy 10 4 variety of 00 jective features which are
snuch more than Skin deep’ (genetic snarkers, bone structiye
etc...)

Racial and ethnic demarcations are actually about kinship
nd relatedness, defining extended human jfzml'[l'es that share
some degree of/ez'nsbz’p. Why is this important? Kinship altri-
jsn is the norm throughout the animal kingdom, though
altyuism is yare in other contexts. The main reason is that
kinship sakes altruism, and its reciprocity, more evolutionari-
ly stable and self-enforcing

In a nutshell that’s why race is important, because race is a
close proxy for kinship and trust is always higher and trans-
action costs lower with peaple who are move akin, along an
number of dimensions, but especially genetic. Thus, racial and
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ethnic criteria are sound, rational, and adaptive criteria for
in-group/out-group identification.

This is why ethnocentric cooperation evolved a.k.a in-group
preference. This always evolves under a wide variety of condi-
tions and assumptions provide only that veproduction is local
(offspring are not randomly distributed geographically but
emerge in proximity to parents) and traits arve at least some-
what heritable!

The “White race” essentially refers to European descended people.
However, what relationship do White people have with libertarianism?
“Vhat is the connection? Rik Storey answers:

It has been hypothesized that European libertarian and ind;-
vidualistic cultures and institutions are the result of four
socio-biological qualities: 1Q, time-preference, testosterone,
and psychopathy. It so happens that ethnic Europeans fall
between the East Asians (China, Korea and Japan) at the
higher end of the spectrum, and the Bushmen and Aborigi-
nal Australians at the other (but far closer to the East Asians)
on all these factors. For example, the average East Asian IQ is
110, for Europeans it is 100 and Bushmen average at just over
60. Having a relatively low time-preference and high 1Q with
moderate levels of testosterone and psychopathy has culminat-
ed in a geneval spirit which was described by Spengler as ‘Faus-

tian’ in its restlessness.

Finally, Hoppe recognizes the role White people, especially White
men, have played in both developing and establishing a libertarian social

--der:

Aibertarianism, as an intellectual system, was first devel-
oped and furthest elaborated in the Western world, by white
miales, in white male dominated societies. That it is in white,
heterosexual male dominated societies, wheve adherence to
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as mere coincidence is either a liar or a useless idiot for the Lett. -

libertarian with common sense.
measures to protect White peop

asked a series of policy questions to verifv s

are male.” Anvone who dismisses =~

this would cue him to take delibe: -
le, espcciaﬂy White men, from svst::

atic legal and social targeting. Hoppe affirms this in the following:

any promising libertarian straregy miust, very much as the
Alt-Right has recognized, first and foremost be tailoved and
addressed to this group of the most severely victimized people.
IWhite marvied Christian couples with childyen, in partici-
Lar if they belong also to the class of tax-payers (vather than
tax-consumers), and everyone most closely resembling or aspii-
ing to this standard form of social order and organization can
be realistically expected to be the most receptive audience of the

libertarian message.”
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i + HITE GENOCIDE

~nother oft ridiculed topic earnestly discussed by the Ale-Right is that of
~*hite Genocide.” It would benefit one to clarify what exactly “genocide”
~+ 2o dispel some common misconceptions:

i Genocide does not necessarily mean the immediate destruction
of a nation . . . It is intended to signify a coordinated plan of
different actions aimed at the destruction of essential founda-
tions of the life of national groups, with the aim of annihilat-
ing the groups themselves. The objectives of such a plan would
be the disintegration of the political and social institutions of
culture, language, national feeling, religion, and the economic
institutions and systems of national groups, and the destriuc-
tion of the personal security, liberty, health, dignity, and even
the lives of the individuals belon ging 1o such groups.

o I any case, it is the point (c) Deliberately inflicting on the
group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physi-
cal destruction in whole or in part, that is the main aspect of
White genocide!

If we observe what is happening in the Western world, we can
witness that there is in fact a policy of relentless massive Third
World immigration into the vast majority of White coun-
tries, and only White countries. These open border policies,
combined with forced assimilation and legally forcing 1White
areas 1o become more diverse’ (meaning less White people and
a blended humanity in the vast majority of and only White
countries), is what qualifies current goings-on as (White)
genocide as defined by Article Il part (c) of the United Nations
Genocide Convention, because these deliberare policies are
inflicting on our people conditions of life calculated to bring
about our physical destruction in whole or in part.**

Socially, one may witness efforts towards these ends taking place

49




WELFARE USAGE.
Survey of Income and
Program Participatio=
(SIPP)”

All Asian s

3 ot marriage, endorsement Of 8

through the popular diminishing
racial relationships. promotion of homosexuality, advocacy of ¢
tion, and the encouragement ortra
such campaigns are primarily directed
is socially acceptable to encourage Black m
exclusively with Black women. however encouraging White wome
exclusively partner and procreare with White men is utterly taboo.
Legally, the subsidization of immigration, anti-discrimination
wellfare, and affirmarive action laws serve to not only forcetully
orate and intermingle unwanted foreigners with White people, bu
enable non-Whites (excluding Asians) to enjov a parasitical relatio:
with them as 2 whole. (Obviously some Whites are parasites, and
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birth rates of the parasitical non-White populations.
Hoppe explains chat such efforts aimed at White genocide no
place White people in jeopardy, but also imperil the parasitic class

feeds upon them:
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at White people. For examp
en to partner and proc

..most if not all technical inventions, smachines, tools and
gadgets in current use everywhere and anywhere, on whict
s and comforts Largely and deci

our curvent living standard.
sively depend, originated with them [White people]. All othe:

people, by and large, only initated what they bhad inven.
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ed and constructred st Al others inberired the knowledge
embodied in the inventors’ products for free. And isut ir the
typical white hierarchical Jamily household of father, mother,
their common children and prospective heirs, and their bour-
geois conduct and lifestyle—i.e., everything the L eft disparages
and maligns—that is the economically most successful model
of social organization the world has ever seen, with the greatest
accumulation of capital goods (wealth) and the highest aver-
age standards of living? And isn’r it only on accounr of the grear
economic achievements of this minority of ‘victimizers’ that
steadyly increasing number of victims’ could be integrated and
partake in the advantages of @ worldwide network of the divi-
sion of labor? And isn’t it only on account of the success of the
traditional white, bourgeois Jamily model also thar so-called
alternative lifestyles’ could ar 4l emerge and be sustained gver
time? Do not most oftodzzy} victims, then, /z‘z‘em/{y owe theiy
lives and their curyeny living standards to the achievements of
their alleged victimizers?’

wd would add (at a minimum )i be and do whatever makes
you happy, bur always keep in mind that as long a3 you are an
integral part of the worldwide division of labor, your existence
and well-being depends decisively o the continued existence
of others, and especially on the continued existence of white
heterosexual male dominated societies, theiy patriarchic fami-
by structures, and their lzourgeoz’s oF aristocratic /zfex{y/e and
conduct. Hence, even if you do not want to huave any part in
that, recognize that you are nonetheless 4 [}eneﬁmﬁy of this
standard “Western” model of social organization and hence,
Jor your own sake, dp nothing to undermine it bur instead be
supportive of it as something to be respected and protected,

wdhat doesn’t mean thar you should be uncritical of the ‘ITess-
ern, white male dominated world., After all, even these soci-
eties most c‘/o.ce[y»/’b//ozuing this model also have their various
States that ave responsible Jor veprebensible aces of aggression
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Believing biologv has an impact on one’s propensity to @
certain culrural norms, and has a likewise 1mpagt on 1Q. Beli
the biological differences between races aren’t limited to mere
color or phy sical body shape/structure, but that they tend t
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include variations in mental capacity, testosterone levels, and the

like. [Reasonable]

Having a professional or personal preterence for the company of
a particular race or races of people over others, other things being

equal. [Reasonable]

= (Subjectively) valuing a particular race of people over all others,
other things being equal. [Reasonable]

*. Believing every member of a particular race shares the same set of
cultural, political, moral, or religious beliefs. [Unreasonable and

absurd]

Preterring the company or valuing everv member of one race, over
every member of another [ Unreasonable]

22 Believing every member of one race is mentally/physically superior
to every member of another [ Unreasonable and absurd]

It should be unequivocally stated that only meanings 1- apply to
e clear majority of the Ale-Right. Likewise, the vast majority of the -
~.t-Right recognize that meanings 8- 10 are absurd and/or unreasonable,
onerary to Leftist propaganda.

= ACIAL AND ETHNIC ~ Libertarian 7/, Lean Libertarian 7 Mixed
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CULTURAL MARNISM

At this point, one may wonder why Whire people and Western civ:
tion are being unduly rargeted. What is the ultimate goal? Franklv.
ultimate end of the Left is to establish a global egalitarian socialist S
They happen to correctly recognize that the largest obstacles to this
are traditional Western values and, by extension, White people, as ¢
constitute the vast majoritv of those who harbor and live accordin;
them.

Ethan Chan claborates on the nature of Cultural Marxism in
following:

The difference between the traditional Mayvist class theory
explained above and cultural Marxism is quite simple. The
theory itself remains the same in the case of cultural Marx-
ism, its simply applied to different categories. Instead of deal-
ing strictly with socio-economic class, cultural Marvists Jocus
on race, gender, sexual ovientation, religion, disability status,
and a host of other cultural categories. Such thinking has given
vise to intersectionality, a prevalent form of cultural Marxism
which stresses a velation between the varions oppressed’ class-
es of different desnographics and the need for them to work
together to overthrow the supposed white, capitalist, male,
cisgendered, hererosexial. conservative, Christian patriarchy.
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As such, the ‘intersectional’ cultural Marxist evaluates each
person by placing him/ber/ iy’ on a totem pole of privilege vs.

oppression.

A white gay male, for instance, is more oppressed than a white
straight male, but more privileged than a black gay male. Still
more oppressed would be a black leshian, and even further
down the totem pole would be a black transgender lesbian,
and even further down would be a black, Muslim, transgender,
mentally disabled (or as they say, neurodivergent)), morbidly
obese lesbian. Essentially, the idea is that the more oppressed’
one is based on her position on the totem pole, the more defer-
ence and sympathy she ought to receive Jrome society to recti-
Sy the alleged injustice of her ‘oppression.” For example, many
cultural Mayxists believe that whites ou ght to pay reparations
to blacks as a form of collective restitution for slavery and Jim
Crow laws. Moreover, the lefi promotes affirmative action
initiatives and anti-discrimination laws, believing that if one
is part of an oppressed’ group then he has a right to demand
access to another person’s goods and services.

In shore, cultural Marxism is simply traditional Marist class
theory repackaged in terms of cultural yather than econom-
ic classes. However, the end goal of bringing about a socialist
society remains in place for the vast majority of cultural Mayx-
JA7A T

-EMINISM
~{odern day feminism is an ugly beast (not unlike most feminists) that
“is served as the primary vehicle for the destruction of the Nuclear

-:milv. N'Goode explains:

it has become clear that modern feminism has become lirtle
more than a pernicions conduit to dismantle the remnants of
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the 7214([&17‘]‘&7721’@, leading to the limitless expansion of the
state. Modern feminists are often an unsightly embodiment
of the very ideology they shrilly prmch. Many have either
endured nasty or spoiled upbringings, prompting them to
detest the mere fabric of the traditional family structure and
wishing for its demise. DPainting men out to be authoritarian
and abusive, while “promising it all” to women has rendered
modern relationships unstable. Women should supposedly be
able to vaise a ﬁzmz’[y, keep a high-energy career, enjoy a ﬁf{ﬁ[[—
ing sex life and plenteous leisure, but z¢nfbrrz4rzat€{y, there are
only twenty-four hours in a day. Something has to give. And
that something is often the marriage or the kids as it would
be a p;‘agre.\‘sive heresy to be an anachronistic, wzgldmomus
housewife.

The resulting epidemic of single motherhood has had far reach:z
effects on the culture, mindset, and health of children being rearec T
the West. Rachels has this to sav:

The majority of child abuse perpetrators and welfare recipients
are single mothers. The shocking rise of fatherless homes has
precipitated an increase in violence, abuse and crime. Statisti-
cally, the absolute best thing both biological parents can do for
their children is commit to one another as part of a traditional
nuclear family.

_The State has also played a large role in breaking up the fami-
by unit. Big Brother has taken the place of father and husband
by subsidizing single parent households whilst penalizing
married households with higher taxes (as they tend 1o be in a
higher tax bracket since they generally bring in more income).
Single parent families account for 90% of Temporary Assis-
tance for Needy Families (welfare) recipients. Half of single
mothers are on food stamps, yet only 12% 0fmar7'z'€d couples
with kids are. It is also worth noting that the rate of children

living in single parent Douseholds bas quadrupled since the
S S
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19605 (when State welfare expanded significantly). The pover-
ty rate drops 65% for women who marry the biological father
of her childven when compared to their jobless single mother
counterparts! Alternatively, the poverty rate drops 38% for
women who marry the biological father when compared to
single moms who work part time.”

Contrarv to popular belief, radical feminists are not primarily
concerned with the wellbeing and protection of women. Instead, thev
:re more concerned with breaking down the edifice of Western civili-
-ztion and bringing about a socialist order. Thev resent Fhire patriar-
v much more so than patriarchy in general. This is evidenced by their
~izarre alliance with Islam:

It is undeniable that compared to modern Western standards,
women are treated abominably in Islamic countries and even
in Ilamic neighborhoods in Western countries. Women are
subjected to barbaric customs and violence, bur Muslims have
been ostensibly hard-done-by according to the Progressive
Stack. Leftists are often cultural and moral relativists, which
would make foreign practices beyond questioning as other
cultures and moral frameworks are allegedly equally valid,
Just different. Furthermore, given that Muslims rank high-
er than many leftists on the Progressive Stack, leftists are (by
their twisted logic) socially indebted to Muslims for any exist-
ing inequalities.

Islam shaves many ideological similarities with leftism. The
logical conclusion of both ideologies is totalitarian; espous-
ing anti-capitalism, globalism, expansionism, anti-Nester-
nism, and only extending tolevance ro their followers. In onr
age of rampant hedonism and nibilism, Islam has been able to
exploit its adberents’ fertility in becoming an ideological force
10 be reckoned with in the West. The West's turning its back on
Christian values in favor of secularism has rendered ir defense-
less to the proliferation of Islam. Ilam is an uncompromising
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is profligacy. With high time preferences, there is promiscu-
ity and carelessness, leading to unwanted pregnancies. After
[flings or throwing caution to the wind with irresponsible sexu-
al partners, single motherhood rates increase. With no male
presence in the household, the mother has little choice but
to resort to welfare participation or sevevely hampering her
career potential by settling for a low-income job. A fatherless
upbringing is one of the worst things the child can be subject-
ed to; as criminality, rvisk of abuse, mental problems, truancy,
and early sexual activity all increase. The child from a single
parent household is also likely to emulate the same behaviors
of their parent and slip into the cycle. High time preferenc-
es place a tremendous burden on the productive in a statist
society, as poor behaviors such as criminality, drug addiction,
alcoholism, voluntary unemployment, violence and other costs
from their consequent effects are externalized onto the taxpay-
er. Our great vedistvibutionist social-democratic welfare States
help create the aforementioned poor behaviors and dyive up
the time preferences of all members of society.

The welfare State, in a nutshell, takes from productive individ-
uals and hands it to lavgely nonproductive individuals. Inme-
diately, productive individuals subject to higher tax levels
become disincentivized to work longer hours or to self-improve,
as their marginal utility for extra income in exchange for more
work becomes lower than their disutility for work and margin-
al utility for leisure.”

GLOBALISM

something libertarians and the Ale-Right should already have in
common is a fierce opposition to Globalism. As libertarians, our ultimate
<oal is to have the individual be the sovereign over his person and prop-
arty, thus a global State should be seen as the antithesis of this objective.
_ikewise, other things equal, sovereigns which are more decentralized
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A

than to Ppess anti-discrimiination Laws.

MULTI-CULTURALISM

As previously mentioned, cultural homogeneity is a key ingredier
sustaining a healthy civilizacion, thus one may conclude that mult
ruralism will have the opposite effect. This speaks to how Globalism
onlv unlibertarian, but also impractical. Chan has this to sav:

the paleolibertarians vejéct political centralization because
they recognize that culture aciually matters—rhat one cannot
simply apply the non-aggiession principle in blanket fashion to
the entive world, or even across a large conntry such as Ameri-
ca without taking regional cultural particularities into account.
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Such a measure can only result in irreconcilable social tension
and conflict, providing a perfect opportunity for a centralized
state 1o arise once more to “keep the peace.” That's not to say
that the non-aggression principle is faulty, of course, or that
libertarianism must include more than the non-aggression
principle and a working undersm;/zding of private property
norms. However, it is worth noting that certain social c‘oizﬂz’c‘z‘x
can arise where a simple appeal ro the non-aggression principle
may not suffice, and in the absence of an “unmwritten constitu-
tion” (i.e. a set of shared cultural values and commonly accept-
ed social noyms) may prove quite thorny.

WWhile it true that the libertarian philosophy of privare
property rights and non-aggression are based o1 ax objective
understanding of legal principles, one must also recognize that
without being rooted in some sort of cultural trudition (as the
Amevican founding principles were) attempting to mold soci-
eties according to them is doomed to Jail. Peaple do not natu-
rally coalesce around abstract ideas, but around more concrete
things such as a common culture, kinship, Sfaith, lan guage, and
history.”

This brings us to the related contemporary issue of mass Muslim
immigration to the Western world. What is so disconcerting about this
is not only the standard issues that come about via multi-culturalism,
out that Islam in particular is especially anti-libertarian:

Under Sharia Law, there is little to no Jreedom Jfor non-Mus-
lims and women. Non-Muslim inhabitants of an Islamic soci-
ety are referred to as dhimmis, or second-class citizens. Llamic
law is simply not compatible with a civilized society. Non-Mus-
lims would have to submit to their Muslim rulers and pay
them taxes. The dbimmi in the Ottoman Empire were not
considered equal to Muslims and were not allowed 1o Carry
weapons oy ride on top of horses or camels. Even though Chyis-
tians and Jews were allowed to live in the Ottorman Empire
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BORDERS

Contrary to popular delics o the part of many libertarian
Ale-Righters, “public” properzy dorder restrictions are perfectly cor
ble with libertarian principies. The completely untertered and open
border policy advocated by loiberss and letr-libertarians is the one ¢
the furthest removed trom .iberzarian principles. Rachels elaborate
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Ironically, the completely unvestricted and open State border’
position is a one size fits all statist solution that would be
unjustly imposed upon all domestic tax-paying/property-own-
ing citizens. In contrast, the invite only’ z‘mnzignztimz restyic-
tion proposed hevein is the one most in line with private proper-
ty rights and libertarian principles. This is because it recognizes
that domestic tax-payers/property-owners (and other victims
of aggression by the State in question) are the legitimare
Joint private owners of all developed or improved upon State
public-property” and, as such, any uninvited foreign invader
must necessarily be guilty of trespass (i.e. a property violation).
Further, it takes the question of whether a particular foreign-
er should be welcome out of the hands of the State and places
it into the hands of its respective individual property owning
domestic citizens. This is a far more decentralized solution
than the unconditional open State border’ one.””

This may still give Alt-Righters pause as they mav believe char,
according to this proposal, any domestic property owner could practi-
cally invite all the denizens of the world. However, this is certainly not
the case:

i because libertarians ave in a position of having ro come up
with a next best solution, they must approximate how the

majority of ownership shares would be voted if such a vote
were allowed to take place (vemember some individuals have
more shares/claim than others due to their greater net tax
payments or dggressz'ue victimization (’)}/ the State in z]zw.\‘z‘z'mz )
Admittedly, one cannot predict the exact outcome of such vores
hence why the solution described herein is next best and not
perfect. (It is important to note that the completely open state
bovder solution is the furthest removed from the principles of
libertarian justice.)

Howeves, one can say with near certainty that a policy of
anyone and everyone should have unfettered access and/or use
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THE COMPATIBILITY OF LIBERTARIANISM
AND THE ALT-RIGHT

As stated in the introduction, the Ale-Right is largelv absent a uni
political and economic theory, as thev are primarily focused on pr
ing traditional Western culture and the White race. This has led ¢
formation of manv factions within the Alt-Right, some of which
more libertarian and capitalist whilst others lean more statist and
ist. Conversely, libertarianism is exactly the inverse as Hoppe explai

Libertarians are united by the irrefutable theoretical core

beliefs mentioned at the outset. They ave clear about the goal
that they want to achieve. But the libertarian doctrine does
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not imply much if anything concerning these questions: First,
how to maintain a libertarian order once achieved. And
second, how to attain a libertarian ovder from a non-libertar-
fan starting point, which requires a) that one must correctly
describe this starting point and b) correctly identify the obsta-
cles posed in the way of one’s libertarian ends by this very start-
ing point. 1o answer these questions, in addition to theory, you
also need some knowledge of human psychology and sociology
or at least a modicum of common sense. Yet many libertarians
and fake libertarians are plain ignorant of human psychology
and sociology or even devoid of any common sense. They blind-
ly accept, against all empirical evidence, an egalitarian, blank-
slate view of buman nature, of all people and all societies and
cultures being essentially equal and interchan geable.

While much of contemporary libertarianism can be chayac-
terized, then, as theory and theorists withour psychology and
sociology, much or even most of the Alt-Right can be described,
in contrast, as psychology and sociology without theory.

..Given the lack of any theoretical foundation, this split of the
Alr-Right movement into rival Jactions can hardly be consid-
ered a surprise. Yet this fact should not mislead one to dismiss
it, because the Alr-Right has brought out many insights that
are of central importance in approaching an answer to the tuwo
previmw[y mentioned questions unanswered Z}y libertarian
theory: of how to maintain a libertarian social order and how
to get to such an order from the current, decidedly un-libertar-
ian status quo.”

What both libertarians and the Ale-Right would do well to realize is
zhat their philosophies are complementary and svmbiotic. That adopt-
ing libertarianism would greatly assist in achieving Ale-Right ends, and
‘ikewise that adopting the Ale-Right position would help in achieving
.ibertarian ends. Libertarianism is the Yin to the Alr-Right’s Yang, so to
speak. Perhaps one of the largest sources of skepticism the Alt-Right has
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towards libertarianism and capitalism is what they incorrectly percs -
the globalist effects of international free trade to be. Chan answers -
concern in the following:

IWhar distributists  Alr-Righters) corvectly associate with
globalism are the varions political agreements like NAFTA
and TPP which are often toured s ‘e trade deals” What
they fail 10 realize about these agreements is that they are real-
ly managed frade deals incolving a slew of corporate subsi-
dies, labor and einzironmental regulations, all sorts of supra-
national infriigenieits vi snational and local sovereignty in
the name of Srarmoiization, and sometimes even outright
coercive transfers of wealth between different countries. As
Hans-Hermanin Hoppe oice said in an interview, a free trade
agreement only requires 100 SeEnCes: Whatever you want to
ship out, yoit can ship out, and whatever you want to imporr.
you can import.

This z'sﬁzrﬁ’om being the case with modern-day trade agree-
sents, which are sometimes thousands of pages long, Silled
with many provisions Jike the ones mentioned above that have
absolutely nothing to do with free trade, and everything to do
with the centralization of political power into the hands or
mpnzzzdtiomz[goz‘er;zi;zg COMTRILLEES. ..

But what about true free trade? Would that necessarily lead
to the destruction of nations and local cultures and tradi-
tions that distributists ascribe to it? This is hardly the case, i
free trade yeally is as simple as ‘whatever you want to ship our.
You can ship out, and whatever you want 1o import, you cai
z‘mport.’dll trade would consist purely of voluntary exchanges.
with none of the coercive political arrangements involved in
modern-day ‘trade deals’ that evode local sovereignty in o
of globalism. Therefore, communities, where people had a
genuine interest in preserving their own culture, would face no

ree trde, as theiy in-group preferences would

real threat from
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lead them to prioritize cultural preservation over foreign trade
(for example, choosing to patronize the local businesses run by
their neighbors instead of importing cheap goods from China).

As for the claim that free trade destroys Jobs, Georgi Viddzhev
of the Mises Institute writes:

It is true that greater competition between domes-
tic and foreign workers can lead to a decline in
wage rates and possibly unemployment in some
sectors of the economy. But this is only a short-
term effect. Free competition between foreign and
domestic producers also naturally leads to lower
prices for the goods and services which can now be
freely imported from abroad. So, while nominal
wage rvates are pushed down in some sectors, real
wage rates vise overall for everyone in the econo-
my because of the decline in prices.

Thanks to free trade, consumers spend less money
on certain goods and services and this allows
them to spend more money on others, which leads
to vising demand and thus profits in the sectors
providing the latter, and consequently leads also
to more investment by entrepreneurs. This higher
rate of investment naturally leads to the creation
of more jobs in these sectors and thus offsets any
orviginal vise in unemployment that might have
occurred.

The yise in real wages which is facilitated by free trade, therefore,
results in a lawering Of time p;‘cfe;’eme rates which incentiv-
izes increased saving and investment in p;’oducz‘z‘ve enterpris-
es that can then create more jobs. Also, the small, local fami-
by businesses cherished by distributists [Alr-Righters] would
likely become much more prominent without the competi-

6_.
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anything beyond themselves. 1o the libertarian (envisioned
by many as a fedora-tipping, neckbearded, militant atheist,
anti-social hipster), neither family, community, nor church
should have any role in society, as these are authoritarian’
and ‘collectivistic’ institutions that violate the sacred libertari-
an rtenet of individualism.” This vugged individualism, as the
critics say, is the backbone of libertarian ideology.

But is this truly the case? One certainly might think so from
talking with certain libertarians. Anyone who has been in
libertarian groups for some time has almost certainly seen
collectivist, authoritarian, or Statist’ used as an insult against
those who either (a) advocate for culturally conservative values
(even without implying support for state enforcement of those
values) ov (b) make some kind of generalized statement about
a particular demographic. They will incorvectly claim, for
instance, that the alt-righters who point out disparities in
average 1Qs between different racial groups are exactly the
same collectivists’ as the social justice warriors who demand
that whites pay reparations to blacks for slavery and Jim Crow
laws. Or they will incorrectly claim that the anti-feminists
who point out differences in behavioral tendencies between
the sexes are guilty of the same offense as the feminists who rail
against the patriarchy’ and demand all sorts of special legal
protections and privileges for women to overthrow said patri-
archy.”

is libertarvianism individualistic? And if s0, in what sense?
It is certainly individualistic in that it affirms the individu-
al vight to justly acquire private property and exercise exclu-
sive control over it. If one adberes to the Austro-libertarian
tradition, one also recognizes the praxeological truths that
only individuals can act or think and that any sort of group’
action must be understood in terms of individual actions. One
might also add, based on this, that only individuals can bear
moral responsibility. These axioms, when taken together, form
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what is 7'€f€7'7‘€d to as ‘methodologim[ individualism.” This is
the libertarian individualism of Mises, Rothbard, and Hoppe.

Then there is ‘lifestyle individualism. This is the type of indi-
vidualism which is most often attacked by critics of libertar-
janism as I explained preuz’aus[y. They will use slogans like
10 man is an island’ as if it were an actual argument against
libertarian pbz’losophy, believing that Libertarianism is about
‘.\‘e[fszﬁcz'enqy’ and living off the grid. Now; to be sure, there
are s0me seljidesa‘z‘bed Jibertarians who advocate for this
kind of Zzﬁ.\‘tyle, but does the definition oflz'l;ert‘zrmm’sm as
exp[dined above imply that such a Zz_‘festyle is inherently liber-
tariané Not at all. Neither private property norms nor the
$0#-aggression prz’mz'ple require that one live a ‘selfiszﬁcienr’
life in isolation from the rest of society, but only that any trans-
actions that one engages in with other people are voluntary. So
we can see that szpedls to the importance of community and
ﬁzmz’ly in no way constitute an Lzrgumem‘ dgdinst libertayian
theory itself, although they might function as a legitimate crit-
icism of certain libertarians who do not value these things.

Somewhat related to lifestyle individualism’ is cultural indi-
vidualism. This is the kind of individualism which is often
szpazled to by Zeﬁ—libermridns in support of feminism, multi-
culturalism, counterculture, and other leftist social causes.
According to this view, cultural nd social novms such as gmder
voles and the nuclear family are Collectivist’ and ‘oppressive’
rowards the individual and should be overturned. Only when
people have Leen ‘liberated from these norims and becomne
yational, ﬁ"ee—tbin/eing individuals will we have a true liber-
tarian society, they say. Furthermore, it is often claimed that
making genemlz’zed statements about particular demographic
groups, and especially making decisions based on such obser-
vations, is “ollectivist’ and therefore unlibeytarian. Allegedly,
cdture and race do not exist as these are vollectivist’ concepts
that put people into—gaspl—groups. Hence the desire for
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cultural homaogeneity and cultural preservation is then seen as
an affront to this sacred ‘individualism, which prompts many
left-libertarians to reactively support cultural heterogeneity
and cultural evosion instead (that is, at least when it comes to
traditional Western European and Christian cultures).”

Finallv, Hoppe affirms that, regarding libertarianism, the way to
transition from the realm of theory to application is to adopt and act in
accordance with the Rightist conception of the world as it is:

True enough, the libertarian doctrine is a purely aprior-
istic and deductive theory and as such does not say or imply
anything about the vival claims of the Right and the Lefi
regarding the existence, the extent and the causes of human
z'7z€qzm[z‘tz‘€5. That is an empz’riaz/ question. But on this ques-
tion the Left happens to be largely unrealistic, wrong and
devoid of any common sense, wheveas the Right is realistic
and essentially correct and sensible. There can be consequient-
ly nothing wrong with applying a correct aprioristic theo-
1y of how peacefil human cooperation is possible to a realis-
tic, i.e., fundamentally rightist, description of the world. For
only based on correct empirical assumptions about man is it
possible to arrive at a correct assessment as regards the practical

implementation and the sustainability of a libertarian social
36
order.

THE WAY FORWARD: HOPPE'S PLAN

With all this in mind, we may now conclude with an outline of whar
concrete steps must be taken in order to achieve the ends of the “liber-
zarian Alt-Right” union proposed herein. For this task. I shall once again

dorrow from Hoppe so as to not duplicate magnificent effort (these

steps are in no particular order ofimportance with exception to the first

step):
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APPENDIX

CLEARINGUP THE
HOPPE FOREWORD
CONTROVERSY

I'd like to begin by expressing my reluctance to go through with bring-
ing the details of this sensitive issue to light. [ absolutely love the Ludwig
Von Mises Institute and never thought I'd find myself in a situation to
where I would be revealing facts that mav have a negative impact on its
repute. [ also have a strong personal distaste for being involved in drama
and controversy. Unfortunately, due to the ever growing spread of out of
context rumors and outright libel (even by Mises staff/workers), I am in
a position now to where I can only defend my reputation and honor by
bringing all the facts to ligh.

I will provide as many facts, e-mails, texts, ...etc. as possible. Screen
shots of these are available at https://radicalcapitalist
.org/2018/01/25/clearing-up-the-hoppe-foreword-
controversy/. I will also include some of mv own interpretations
and speculations to help make sense of the facts. However, I will be very
careful to distinguish between fact and interpretation/speculation. Ulti-
mately, vou the reader will have to decide for yourself what to make of
the situation. I hope most of vou will choose truth over comfort.




WHITE, RIGHT. ANT L11ZZ: -~:1-XN

THE ORIGIN OF T==2 -0 =20 ORD

[ first contacted Honoe to Noocmoer 1o 2017 requesting that he ~ - =:
s ox Uhire, Right, and Libertar:c. =
- =im¢ ot the book, as well as the c- - =

“oat agtied o write the foreword the oo o

Lams, pertici oo ool s Yo may remember

Jew sears s Jons oo oA Spontaneous Order: The
Capiralisz Care 70 5 Noaze Socieny, in the mail. It w.as
heavily fumuncs o on e dowy dear friend, Stephai.

Kinsella, wi oo cn oo oowrite the foreword. Since

~

'

thew it has 525 = -0 ni s sonsidering the ropic, I believe
it was g siccess Amiocod s a7 of a new short book/bookler
I plai oir prev s oo oznid: Whire, Right, and Libei-
tavian. Thes o5 e oo baavily inspived by your work...
namely your i i ook vegarding: Democracy: The
God Thar Fizq. 4 N0 v Heszors of Man, “Realistic Libert.ai-
janisn a5 Rios Lolcvniniion’ and “Libertarianism and
the Alr-R: gz 305 mc o ncurice the Alr-Right to adopt the
political oo i o o gennine libertarians, and liber-
s ois o mnid positions of the Alt-Right.

oo winch, but I was hoping you would

+

vz mhe ntroduction, foreword, oy at least
a small verien o vimcnn I ocan think of no better muan
Jor the joi. a1 7 be deeply honored. I very much look

. o
forw.ard 1o a0k

Chiistopher "Coase” Racheds

Phosne: reaicr:a

Attached e 1 KoL ihertarian.docx

&8




CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

This is the entire text of his reply:
Dear Christopher,

I read your excellent book Spontaneons Order and I have
been following and am delighted about your Radical Capital-
ism blog. I would be happy to write a short foreword for your
planned little book if you give me time until the end of the year

HHH.

[ then responded thanking him for granting my request on November
17th. Approximately a month later, On December 18th, I followed up to
see if he needed an extension.

Ds. Hoppe,

I just wanted to follow up to see if you still planned on finish-
ing that foreword by the end of the year? If you need more time,
thats perfectly fine, I'm just trying to get my publishing time-
table set. Again, I'm very excited and honoved ro have you
contribute to this work.

IVith the utmost respect,
Christopher “Chase” Rachels

Hoppe responded later that very same day, December 18th, to confirm
that he was still planning on completing the foreword, but that trag-
ic family matters would delay the completion until mid January. The
following is a relevant excerpt from his response:

. But I have thought about you and if it is not quite by the end
of the year it will be there by mid-January.

HHH
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CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

announcing Hoppe’s contribution.

Tho Bishop of the Mises Institute also saw the post (He handles
social media and the press for the institute according to Mises.org).

Now to give you some more background information, several weeks
carlier I sent Chris Calton (writer for the Mises Institute) a possible
design for the cover that [ was considering using, however I expressly
told him to keep it confidential. Screen shors of this conversation are
likewise available on my website.

[ wanted this cover design confidential because 7 did 1ot want to
publicize a cover design that Hoppe had not yer approved of (at this point
I had vet to show him the cover design, though I acrually planned on
showing him the following dav, after confirming with my designer that
he didn’t want to make any more final tweaks). If Hoppe were to disap-
prove of this cover design, I had the full intention to modity the design
accordingly (just as I eventually did).

After becoming aware of Hoppe’s intention to contribute to my
upcoming book on January 15th, Chris Calton was contacted bv “some
Mises Institute people” inquiring about the book, Hoppe's connection to
it, and expressing some concerns. Apparently Chris then felt compelled
to share the cover design with Jeff Deist as he was allegedly unsure if I
was planning on showing Hoppe the cover before publishing (of course
he could've easily confirmed this either way by asking me directly).

Chris felt bad about breaking his word, so he later confessed to me
what he had done via text. Screen shots of his text to me, where he also
cited concerns of this possibly impacting the Mises Institute’s donations
are available on my website. The text reads:

Hey 1 just wanted to give you a heads up because I feel like [
broke my word to you, and I vespect you enough that I want
you to know from me what is and why (ir might not be a big
deal ro you, I don’t know, but I valume my own honesty so 1d
rather just let you know myself).

I was contacted today by some of the Mises Institute people
about Hoppe’s forward [sic] for your book. I'd never said a
thing to anybody about it, they just know you and I are friends,
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CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

foreword owing to the “incendiary” cover (Chris didn’t confess to me
until after Hoppe sent me the following e-mails):

Chase,

I heay thar the planned book has an incendiary cover with
which I don’t want to be associated under any circumstances.
In that case 1 withdyaw my offer 10 publish my preface.

HHH

to alter the cover

I then responded that I would be more than happv

design to address his concern:

HHH,

1 have no problem: with LZ/t€7'i72g the cover design to be less or
non-incendiary. I will send you the new design I come up with
< and for you to approve prior to publishing. Is this satisfacrory?

Chase

Hoppe responded:
Lam forced to withdraw my preface. [ urge you respect my wish.
HHH

To which I replied:

The cover hasn’t been made ublic, I can easily change the
) £

design. I can even have you approve of the new design before
publishing. Does this not addyess your concern?

= Chase
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CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

rassur- up torwarding nearly all of the following e-mail correspondence berween
=:iling Jettand myself to Lew Rockwell and Tho Bishop.
2], he The following is the e-mail I sent Jeff after the phone call:
: move
1= until Jetfs
=inged
wallva Attached is the manuscript for the short book White, Right,
~:v his and Llbertavian I plan on publishing with Hoppe's Jforeword.
Once again, Hoppe was fully aware of both the title and entire
g on content of the book, as I sent it to hinm with mmy vequest that he
¢ sense write the foreword 2 or 3 months ago. I do plan on changing
=< clear the cover, however ro clarify, it was intentionally incendiary
r=word and ‘edgy” since this is what seems to capture people’s attention.
2 with It is also art, and the “bodies” represent ideologies (Socialism,
rzcause Anti-fa, feminism, and Islam) not actual people (hence the
Tite to Jact that the heads are ideological symbols instead of human
heads). Again, I plan on removing these “incendiary” elements
o 1 was out of vespect for Hoppe and concern for the Mises’ institute’s
2ope to perceived threat to their reputation and donors...et.
“zion of
- rank- I was informed by Chris Calton (who wishes to remain
narties neutral in this, he is a mere messenger) that members of the
<s Insti- Mises Institute, in their capacity as Mises staff, expressed their
concern to him about Hoppe providing his foreword for my
careful upcoming book, and had alyeady taken measures to prevent his
g out Joreword from being associated with said book. Chyis told me
~ut the this was taking place even before they were aware of the cover:
Stfered Well, after some at the Mises Institute (or those acting on its
Hoppe’s bebalf) contacted Hoppe, Hoppe thein contacted me requesting
2old Jeft I remove the foreword in light of the cover. I offered to change
Jdoppe’s the cover to his satisfaction and wm making the same offer to
you all.
e was
sing my 1 hope we can all work this out together. I will say, I have no
vith my intention of altering the content or title of the book as Hoppe
>ended was fully aware of both when writing the foreword. I also want
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CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

Iz not a party. Bur I wonldn’t publish this under the M Mises
Inst. name because of all the “white” discussion and title. If
white folks created the best culture and political systems for
liberty and ﬂam'z‘s/_)z‘ng (true), they also created the worst
ideologies. So it becomes a distraction and leaves you open to
VACISL/NeONAZE accusations.

It up to Hans re the cover

It was convenient for him to claim he was “not a party” when Lew
and he were previously investigating the matter and reaching out to
Hoppe directly to encourage him to pull the foreword according to
Chris Calron. I then responded with the following:

Jetf,

Yall became a party when Lew (and others ar the institute)
interfered with my and Hoppes arvangement, and poisoned
the well with Hoppe (attached is testimony to this fact thar I
received from Chris Carlton, which evidences such medsires
were being taken even before yall were made aware of the
cover). Like I said before, I was already planning on show-
ing Hoppe the cover before publishing 1o get his approval, If
he didn’t approve of the cover, I 1was going to change it (as |
am currently doing). However, thanks to the interference on
part ofz‘/.ie Mises Institute, it APPears my communication with
Hoppe has ceased.

Regarding the title and content, Hoppe was privy to this from
the beginning so I have no intention of altering the title and
content. I don’t expect you or the Mises institute to publish,
however I think the least you could do is apologize for inter-
fé7"ing with our prz'mz‘e arrangement, and assure Hoppe‘ thar
my publishing of this book will nor negatively impact the Mjses
institutes 7’6[[1[[072.\‘/][[7 with him in any way (e especially now
that I will be removing all the "z‘mendz)z;y” elenments and

9-




co o CCUdon the email

Jad ooz o © o vespect for you, Lew,
Heppe om0 Co T2 Do a bir disappoint-
ed i e T coon cvents transpived, 1

i ool support the Mises

o assipances that your
Cilron will in ono way

' = oo punished for being
hoiess i o0 - oo that were taken to
underiis .o S

To which Jerm Denrin o2

Tdow: oo o 0 oo s You reached out to
Hoppe EERN S ol souy book. Nothing

- : o asking for something
and rreaa oo o o shows bad judgment,

aid i oL T T D ;

Z('?'OH:{ Lol

Hes e oo o nirwith bim than me.
Noboe (-

Of course. *re 2 nz7 71 Tal ~-znt” because I had no inter-
S ==z -: = Hoppe’s reputation without
first receiving nis 2707 moTIe .~ 2zo o disapproving of the cover.

so I changed it zcomronss 7o o -.o: o idea where this “reputation

tion of makirg it :

L]
'
'
[
f
1

o

treading” was ocoummmg T T T :=¢ people showing bad judge-
ment were those 37 75c L+o.oze L7a71 220 on s Zhose to go to Hoppe to pull
the foreword. orr o T LT T it T would change it. After
all, T was theonlv pervin i me e o0 change the cover and at this




CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

point had clearly demonstrated my willingness to do so. Also, they were
further compounding their bad judgement by refusing to work with me
to find a mutually agreeable resolution, even after I went to them directly
with the sincere intention to do just that.

I then replied:

Jeth

Did you not read the text from Chris Calton I attached to the
previous email? It clearly indicates thar Lew and others at the
institute were involved in pressuring Hoppe to pull his fore-
word (even before yall were made aware of the cover). Are
you denying this interference took place? If not, then how is
that not poisoning the well? Do you think its a mere coinci-
dence that Hoppe told me he wanted to pull his foreword after
having been contacted by Lew? (Brw the foreword is alyeady

in my possession...not sure if yall ave unaware of this fact)

Thar cover hasn't been made public, and I'm removing the
incendiary elements. So no poor judgement on my end, espe-
cially because I fully intended acquiring Hoppes approval
before publishing, and of course I was not going to publish
cover he disapproved of. I do hope your next response will be

HOYe Con a‘[zlztory.
Chase Rachels

Untorrunately. Jeft’s next response was not more conciliatory
because he never provided a response after this. Ac this point I was quite
upset that mv bridge was being burned with the Mises Institute, despire
my sincere and carnest efforts to reach out to them to find a resolution

that worked o7 evervone. [ was shocked and disappointed to discover
Jeff Deist &ic =77 ippear to have any intention of working with me to
find a resoizzion 2ns snar Lew Rockwell had not even so much as both-
ered to rese oo oo v onone call or e-mails.

However 22 ms 2 oint decided to let the matter go. Despite the
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CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

Lew,

I noticed ;01 published Hoppe's foreword to my book (found
heve:  bhrtps://www.lewrockwell.com/2018/01/hans-heriann-
hoppe/on-getting-libertarianism-right/) that is conspicuouns-
ly missing both the paragraphs endorsing my previous book, A
Spontaneous Order, and my upcoming book White, Right,
and Libertarian. I would like to ask that you please take this
article down atleast until afier my book is published (or include
the two omitted paragraphs regarding my book endorsements),
50 that others don'’t get the mistaken impression that my book’s
Jforeword is somebow a work of fraud or plagiarism. Thank you.

Chase Rachels

Unfortunately, Lew Rockwell never responded, never unpublished
the article (atleast as of January 30th 2018), and never added back in the
omitted paragraphs where Hoppe endorses my previous and upcoming
book.

At this point, [ was even more perturbed at the lack of consideration
and professional courtesy on the part of Lew, however I still did not
wish to go public because I wanted to avoid unnecessary drama, contro-
Versy, and potential damage to the reputation of the Mises Institute, Lew

Rockwell, and Jeff Deist.

STEPHAN KINSELLA CONTACTS ME

On January 20th, 2018 I sent Hoppe the new, and benign, cover design
tor White, Right, and Libertarian in the hopes that he may then offer his

blessing to publish his foreword once more. The following is the e-mail I
sent verbatim, the screenshot of which is available on my website:

HHH,

Attached is the siew cover design for White, Right, and Liber-
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CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

ing rhe cover design without asking for anything in return, I
have demonstrated I'm willing to negotiate in good faith. I'm
Just not willing ro alter the original terms on nry end unless
others would like to meet me in the middle. If Hoppe is inter-
ested in this deal, then itd likely be better if he made this
proposal to Lew andy/or Jeff.

Stephan: Not gonna /Jdppen

Chase: Understood. Might be good to let Hans make that call
though

THE FALSE RUMORS BEGIN

A couple days later, on January 24th, 2018, I publicly announced that
[ would soon be publishing White, Right, and Libertarian with a fore-
word by Hoppe.

I decided to keep Hoppe’s foreword because I changed the only
thing he explicitly took issue with (the cover design), and he had the
entire manuscript and title for two months before giving me the fore-
word (plenty of time to review all the content). Moreover, his foreword
verv much echoed the themes contained within the book, so he couldn’t
nave had issue with any of the content (none of which was any more
controversial or incendiary than ideas which he had already previous-
v expressed elsewhere). I had delayed my publication timeline for the
oreword and had even made limited advertisements that he would be
oroviding the foreword. I was disappointed that Hoppe had changed his
mind abour his blessing, but in the end (and considering the removal of
ais blessing was likely due to pressure being applied to him by members
ot the Mises Institute) I decided to hold Hoppe to our original terms
and publish the book with his foreword.

The first major false rumor came from the “Fakerrarians” facebook
sage. In it thev claimed there were rumors going around saving the

ollowing:
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CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

1. Has Hoppe okayed the foreword being published now that
the cover has changed?
2. What did the original cover portray?

~o which I replied:

Fakertarians I'm not going to get into details about the orig-
inal cover because I assured him I wouldn’t make it public. T
also dont wish to divulge any more details on the matter in
general. But trust me, my silence on the other details isn’t for
my own sake. [Emphasis added] It should be enough for now
to know he had the entire manuscript and title for tio months
and wrote the foreword for it. He even explicitly endoyses both
wzy previous and upcoming book in the foreword.

It is important to note that, even at this point, I still didn’t want to go
‘nto details about what was going on. This was because I was still intent
on protecting the reputation of the Mises Institute and wished to avoid
1 major CONLroversy. This was despite the fact that, in my opinion, it
seemed someone connected with the Mises Institute was spreading chese

TUmors.

THE MISES INSTITUTE STAFF/WORKERS ARE FOUND TO
BE SPREADING FALSE AND OUT OF CONTEXT RUMORS

Finally, on January, 25th 2018 I discovered that members of the Mises
Institute (namely Tho Bishop and Natalie Fawn Daniclshen who designs

graphics for the Mises Institute FB page) were spreading false and out of
context rumors on facebook.

In a facebook comment posted by Natalie she claims (in reference to
my book):

Hoppe never saw the title or cover. he [sic] asked thar the
Sorward [sic] be pulled and to have nothing further to do with
the project after that. he [sic] never gave consent back (as far
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CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

Basically Hoppe was generous enough to read Chases work
and write him a forward [sic], and Chase responded by being
utterly irresponsible with his name and then explicitly going
against his own [sic] wishes in order to help him sell books.

This is dripping with irony. [ wasn’t being irresponsible with Hoppe’s
~zme because Hoppe agreed to write the foreword for mv book after
-zing fullv aware of the book’s title and having the entire manuscript for
=0 months prior to sending me his foreword. Moreover, making the

:iginal cover was in no way irresponsiblc because it was never made
- :blic... for the very reason that I didn’t want to publicize it without first
~:ving Hoppe's approval, because... you guessed it... [ was being respon-
ole.

However, despite Tho’s claims that the cover was irresponsible, he
“<nt on Facebook describing the original incendiaryv cover to people
70 were in turn spreading rumors about it. If anything, Tho was help-
=2 ensure details of the original incendiarv cover were made public
ich was ostensibly the very thing the Mises Instirute wanted to avoid
= the first place!

Asaspecial bonus, it also appears that the Mises Institute vindictivelv
“=moved my profile and book (A Sponzaneous Order) that were previous-
~ published on Mises.org.

3 g

_=FFDEIST DOUBLES DOWN ON THE
USESINSTITUTE S INVOLVEMENT

~ dav or two later, around January 27th, 2018, Jeff Deist decides to
zuble down on the Mises Institute’s interference in this martter with an
= the cuff Facebook comment. He seemed to have no interest admit-
-.=g such interference now whereas in the beginning he was very care-
- to neither confirm nor deny the role the Mises Institute plaved in
:7.:s matter. This was vet another shocking and disappointing display of
-~orofessionalism on the part of Jeff Deist:

Look I'm glad MI got involved in an attempt to get Hoppe

107




WHITE, RIGHT. ANT LIz::7=51aN

dissociated e woo ez oL d drs author The drama is
all on his cia.

HANS GOESPURLIC 2207 =Is DECISION
TO WITHDRAW =18 21233 ING

On January 9. 221% mins mI00E ~udlished the following message to

his website:

Some iires io i o a foreword for a forthcom-
ing book o (o Il e vight and libertarianism,
and seir b T LT ey rhought, I notified Rachels
that [ deci o7 - oz i o s nde the foreword in his book
and withara: o T 0.7 oublished a version of it as

astand-alone s 07 iGernng Libertarianism Right”

It has come = e conon o oean Rachels is planning to include
the dyapr o= v~ ik despite my withdrawing

iy perinisii s o s ord thar Ido not consent to

Py JOreriTE S D i ook,

Of course. &t <me T = oo tr.eased this statement it was already
public knowlecge snie o -2 wis=drawn his blessing to have the fore-
word published =iz 270 on oo ~naid Libertarian (namely because |
had already pud.ines oo entiss -=zline of events several davs earlier
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CLEARING UP THE HOPPE FOREWORD CONTROVERSY

= ook so as to dispel any potential false rumors that I just copy and past-
<2 it from LewRockwell.com and added the endorsements mvself.

There was some confusion about what Hoppe “notified” me of. He
- otified me that he had withdrawn his blessing, however he did not nori-
= me that he intended on publishing it as a standalone article. The firse
_was aware of this standalone article was when Lew Rockwel] published
-on January 18th, and at that time I was under the impression that Lew

-ndorsement paragraphs himself.

~zd simply taken the foreword I sent to Jeff Deist and omitted the two

~ONCLUSION

[t was only after discovering that Mises Institute staff/workers were
->reading false and out of context rumors that I decided to begrudgingly
<> public with this. I have provided as clear of a timeline of events and
:s many facts with as much evidence as I possibly could. For screen shots
.- the correspondence, please see https: //radicalcapitalist
::g/2018/01/25/clearing-up-the-hoppe— foreword-
:introversy/.

[ completely understand why the higher ups at the Mises Institute
~:d concerns with Hoppe’s association with my book. I think these
--ncerns are and were perfectly valid. The issue is that they did not come
- me with them first. That they refused to work with me, even after I
:ooroached them with a sincere desire to find a mutually agreeable reso-
-2tion. That Lew published an altered version of Hoppe’s foreword
o<cifically omitting his endorsements of my book, prior to the publica-
=0 of Hhite, Right, and Libertarian. And finally, that Mises Instituce
it workers took it upon themselves to spread false, misleading, and
-2z of context rumors on Facebook.

Now that vou have the facts, I hope vou will be willing and able to
-2 through the false rumors and make vour own informed conclusion
=2 cur the truly unfortunate preceding series of events.
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White, Right, and Libertarian is a compilation of sociopolitical
essays which accomplish three major tasks: First, libertarianism
(a.k.a anarcho-capitalism) is strictly defined and grounded in the
private property ethic, contrary to the practice of so-called
left-“libertarians.” Second, the notion that open State borders
and “freedom of movement” are positions derived from libertarian
principles is refuted. Finally, the alternative right (Alt-right) and
libertarianism are revealed as complementary movements worthy
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