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METHODS

Editor's Introduction: "The Voluntary I s†s seek to
reclaim the antl-polltlcal heritage of libertarianIsm."
As an example of that tradition I have selected a chapter
on voluntary1st "methods" written by Francis Dashwood
Tandy. Tandy (1867- ? ), a supporter of the Individual-
ist Ideas of Benjamin Tucker, published the book, VOLUN-
TARY SOCIALISM, (from which this chapter Is taken) In
Denver during the Spring of 1896. The book was described
In advertisements In LIBERTY as "a complete and systemat-
ic outline of Anarchistic philosophy and economics, writ-
ten In a clear, concise, and simple style."

It's purpose. In the words of the author's Preface, was
to provide" a brief but lucid outline of ... Voluntary-
ism". It's title, although somewhat of a puzzler,Is easy
enough to explain. Throughout much of the 19th Century,
"socialism11 meant the abolition of every type of economic
privilege. According to Tandy, there were two types of
socialists: the State Socialist, who hoped to use the
government to abolish the surplus value created by legis-
lation (a method which he thought Inherently contradict-
ory) and the "voluntary Socialists or Anarchists", who
maintained that the exercise of free competition. In such
legally restricted areas as banking and tariffs (to name
just two), was the only way to eradicate social evils.

Tandy has a clear grasp of the voluntary 1st Insight and
the voluntary principle. He rejected revolutionary vio-
lence as impractical and unnecessary and saw electoral
politics as just another form of Institutionalized coer-
cion. In reviewing his comments, I have changed his ex-
pression "passive" resistance to the more modern nonviol-
ent resistance. I am proud to offer this condensed ver-
sion of Chapter XIII (pp. 186-201), which I suspect rep-
resents the first and only time It has reappeared In

ly 100 years. - Carl Watner

Many and various as are the different Ideas ïn regard to
what are the best social conditions, the opinions held
concerning the best methods of attaining the desired end,
are no less so. That different conditions may be brought
about by different means Is to be expected, but that so
many entirely different methods are proposed as likely to
produce the same results, Is indicative of the loose
thinking that is prevalent upon all subjects.

A correct Idea of what we wish to attain Is essential
before we are capable of discussing how we can. best at-
tain It. Usually a thorough understanding of the first
problem ís a sure guide to the solution to the second.
Having seen that the abolition of the State Is necessary
to progress, and that private enterprise Is perfectly ca-
pable of performing the duties for *hlch the State Is
said to be necessary, It Is now In order to discuss how
this end can be achieved. One thing should be borne In
mind from the start. It has been shown that the State Is
essentially an invasive Institution. Since the person of
the Invader Is not sacred, there Is no ethical reason why
we may not use any means ïn our power to achieve the re-
sults we desire. The State Is founded In force. There-
fore there Is no good reason why It should not be abol-
ished by force If necessary. The whole field is open to
us. All we are bound to consider Is, which method will
be most likely to meet with success.

Where Is the State? What is It? How are we to
attack It? We see Its agents around us every day. They
are not the State and do not pretend to be. Where Is the
State from which these agents derive their authority? It
only exists In men's minds. Karl Marx says: "One man Is
king only because other men stand In the relation of sub-
jects to him. They, on the contrary. Imagine that they
are subjects because he Is king." The officers of the
State derive their authority simply and solely from the
submission of Its citizens. When It Is said that the
State ís the main cause of our social evils, It must not
be forgotten that the State Is but a crude expression of
the average Intelligence of the community. Every law Is
practically Inoperative that Is very different from the
general consensus of opinion In the community. The posi-
tion of the State seldom exactly coincides with public
opinion In regard to new measures, because It moves much
slower than individuals. But It follows slowly In the
wake of new Ideas, and when It lags much behind Its power
Is weakened. These facts are seen very plainly In pro-
hibition States. They would be apparent to everyone,
were It not for the superstition that we must obey the
law because It Is the law. It Is said that our represen-
tatives are our servants. These servants make laws which
we consider bad, yet because they are our servants, we
must obey the laws they make! The State Is king only be-
cause we are fools enough to stand In the relation of
subjects to it. When we cease to stand In the relation
of subjects to It, It will cease to be king. So that. In
order to abolish the State, It Is necessary to change
people's Ideas In regard to It. This means a long cam-
paign of education.
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EDITORIAL

IDEAS HAVE CONSEQUENCES
One o† the most significant essays of all times for
radical libertarian thinkers Is Henry David Thoreau's
CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE. Originally delivered In 1848 as a
talk on the relation of the Individual to the State and
the story of Thoreau's tax-res Istance, It was published
the following year under the title of "Resistance to
Civil Government". In his essay, Thoreau deals with sev-
eral themes of crucial Importance to The Voluntaryists.

Thoreau not only rejected unjust laws but he also

withdrew his support from the men who made them. He

realized that there were a large number of people who

paid obedience to the law, simply because It was the law.

This class of people unquestíoníngly obeyed the law. As

Thoreau observed, "Law never made men a whit more just;

and by means of their respect, for it, even the well-dis-

posed are daily made the agents of injustice." To the

extent that laws embodied justice, and only to that ex-

tent, would Thoreau obey them. Laws embodying injustice

he disregarded or disobeyed.

The Fugitive Slave Law of 1850 requiring the return of

slaves who had escaped from captivity was a classic exam-

ple of a law which Thoreau rejected. Rather than enforce

this law, Thoreau believed the Governor of Massachusetts

should have resigned. By remaining in office and execut-

ing a law which embraced an Injustice, the Governor sub-

ordinated his conscience to the law. Thoreau demanded

that office-holders shed the mantle of their office and

take personal responsibility for what they did. Lawyers,

too, were part of the defensive machinery of the State.

Although they should be defenders of truth and justice,

Thoreau saw that "the lawyer's truth ïs not Truth, but

consistency, or a consistent expediency...." Rather than

defend the natural rights of the Individual, lawyers

looked to the Constitution and thereby Increased the

State's legitimacy. But Thoreau went further than refus-

ing to obey unjust laws and refusing to support the

agents of the State. He questioned the authority and

legitimacy of the government Itself. It was for no par-

ticular Item In the tax bill that he refused to pay: "I

simply wish to refuse allegiance to the State, to with-

draw and stand aloof from It effectually." For his re-

fusal to pay Its poll tax, Sheriff Sam Staples kidnapped

Thoreau and held him overnight against his will.

Thoreau exhorted all thinking people to right action In
accord with their individual conscience. He realized
that Ideas have consequences and that the types of ideas
we act on largely determine the types of results we get.
Voting was nothing more than a "sort of gaming, like
checkers or backgammon, with a slight moral tinge to It,
a playing with right and wrong, with moral questions."
The essential complaint that Thoreau had with voting was
that the voter was not "vitally concerned" that right
should prevail because he was willing to leave the deci-
sion to the will of the majority. When Thoreau decided
not to pay his poll tax, he did not consult the majority
but acted directly on his perception of the right. In
contrast, had he voted on the subject of paying his taxes
and allowed the majority opinion to be the one he acted
upon, Thoreau, by his own standards, would have shown a
disregard for achieving actually what was right. Instead
of aiming at doing right, he would have aimed at fulfill-
ing the will of the majority. Thus Thoreau considered
that "even voting for the right Is doing nothing for
ït." In short, Thoreau rejected electoral politics. He
came Into this world, "not chiefly to make this a good
place to live In, but to live In It, be ït good or bad."
He believed that people should simply go about the
business of living their lives, so long as they gave no
practical support to the State.

Resistance to injustice and the State Is clearly a matter
of Individual conscience. Many of us refuse to vote or
engage In electoral politics as a matter of conscience.
Each person has to know his or her own conscience In
order to determine the right course for him or herself.
Paul Jacob chose to go underground rather than surrender
to the federal authorities. Carl Watner chose to go to
jail rather than obey a judge's unjust order that he
cooperate with the Internal Revenue Service. As Thoreau
stated, "The only obligation which (any of us) have a
right to assume, Is to do at any time what (we) think
right." "Action from principle", such as non-voting and
that taken by Carl In his conscientious objection to
taxation ïs essentially revolutionary. The question
before us Is the same question that was before Thoreau.
"Unjust laws exist;" he wrote, "shall we be content to
obey them, or shall we endeavor to amend them, and obey
them until we have succeeded, or should we transgress
them at once?" - Carl Watner

On a more mundane level, we would like to again apologize
for the erratic and long delayed appearance of recent
issues of the newsletter. Those who have not re-sub-
scrlbed will be receiving at least one extra Issue In an
effort to show that we are serious about getting back on
schedule. Although we are unable to pay, we urge all
readers to submit articles which they think might be of
Interest to readers of The Voluntary1st.

page 2



Continued from page 1

These means are too slow to suit many who want to

inaugurate a new social system at once. They cannot

hasten matters a bit too much to suit me. The sooner the

"new order" comes, the better I shall like It. But often

"the shortest cut home Is the longest way round." III-

advïsed haste Is disastrous. By all means let us hasten

the progress of the race, but let us also use care lest

our zeal upset our reason and cause us to hinder, Instead

of help, the re-adjustment of social forces.

A favorite method of reform, with those whose Impatience

with the present system Is very great, Is a violent revo-

lution. If the State Is purely an Idea, how can we at-

tack It with force? True, Its agents use force to compel

us to support It, and we might oppose them with force,

but unfortunately we are not yet strong enough. As far

as morality Is, concerned, It Is of course, justifiable

to meet force by force. But, as an Egoist, the only

morality I recognize Is the highest expediency. So It

would be highly Immoral to attempt a revolution which

would be foredoomed to failure. When a large minority

have a clear Idea of the nature of the State and an

earnest desire to abolish It, such a revolution might be

successful. But then It would be unnecessary, for people

having refused to stand In the relation of subjects to

It, the State would be no longer king. TIM then It must

Inevitably be a fearful failure, no matter which side was

actually successful In the battles. ...

Political methods must be condemned without even these

qualifications. The ballot Is only a bullet In another

form. An appeal to the majority Is an appeal to brute

force. It Is assumed that, since all men are on the

average equally able to carry a musket, the side which

has the largest number of adherents would probably con-

quer In case of war. So, Instead of actual ly fighting

over questions, It Is more economical to count noses and

see which side would probably win. The political method

Is a form of revolution, and most of the arguments direc-

ted against the latter are valid when applied to the

former. The result shown at the polls Indicates a cer-

tain stage of mental development In the community. As

that mental development Is changed, the political mani-

festations of ït change also. So we are brought back to

the original starting point. îf we wish to effect the

abolition of the State through politics, we must first

teach people how we can get along without It. When that

Is done, no political action will be necessary. The

people will have outgrown the State and will no longer

submit to Its tyranny. It may still exist and pass laws,

but people will no longer obey them, for Its power over

them will be broken. Political action can never be suc-

cessful until It Is unnecessary. ...

Any one who has had any experience In practical politics

must know how hopeless It Is to attempt to effect any re-

form — especially any reform In the direction of freedom

— by that means. Platforms are adopted to get elected

on, not to be carried out In legislation. The real posi-

tion of a party depends, not upon the justness or unjust-

ness of measures, but upon the probabilities of re-elec-

tion. Scheming and "diplomacy" are the methods of the

candidates for public office. Reasoning and honest con-

viction do not concern them In the least. ...

These facts give us a glimpse of the Intricacies of

politics. How can the reformer or business man who has

to earn his living hope to cope with the professional

politician while this Is the case? The politician Is In

possession of the field. He Is able to devote his whole

time to studying the situation and to heading off any

move to oust him. What can you do about It? You can give

the matter a little attention after business hours and

think you grasp the situation. You can vote once a year

or so for a different set of thieves. If you are very

enterprising you can go to the primaries and think you

are spoiling the politician's little game. What do you

think the politician has been doing since last election?

Instead of going to primaries you might as well go to —

another place which politics more nearly resembles than

anything on this earth. Perhaps better, for a spook

devlj would probably be an easier task-master than a pol-

itician In flesh and blood. You can do what you please,

the politician Is dealing from a stacked deck and has the

best of the bunco game a I I the time.

At Its very best, an election Is merely an attempt to

obtain the op ï a ï 31 of t'ví :vijo»̀ ?̀ty· ¡i;>jn a given subject,

with the Intention of making the minority submit to that

opinion. This Is In Itself a radical wrong. The major-

ity has no more right, under Equal Freedom, to compel the

majority. When a man votes he submits to the whole busi-

ness. By the act of casting his ballot, he shows that he

wishes to coerce the other side, If he Is In the major-

ity. He has, consequently, no cause for complaint If he

Is coerced himself. He has submitted In advance to the

tribunal, he must not protest If the verdict Is given

against him. If every Individual Is a sovereign, when he

votes he abdicates. Since I deny the right of the major-

ity to Interfere In my affairs, ít would be absurd for me

to vote and thereby submit myself to the will of the ma-

jority. ...

Must we then sit still and let our enemies do as they

please? By no means. Three alternatives offer them-

selves, active resistance, nonviolent resistance and non-

resistance. The folly of the first has already been dem-

onstrated. Non-resistance Is just as bad. Unless we re-

sist tyranny, we encourage It and become tyrants by tac-

itly consenting to ït. But nonviolent resistance still

remains. The most perfect nonviolent resistance li<j;>

often been practiced by the Quakers. During the Civil

War the Quakers all absolutely refused to serve In the

army. In European countries they have resisted conscrlp-
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