The Voluntaryist

Whole Number 30

“if one takes care of the means, the end will take care of itself.”

February 1988

“/If This Be Treason,
Make The Most Of It!”’

By Carl Watner

Why is it that legislation defining the crimes of treason and sedi-
tion soon follows in the wake of the establishment of every nation-
state? The answer is reasonably simple: At the heart of the question
of these crimes lies the legitimacy of the State and the claims it can
make upon the loyalty of its citizens. Treason has always been con-
sidered one of the most heinous crimes. Punishment has usually
been capital and has at times been marked by quartering and burn-
ing at the stake.

The crime of treason is generally treated as a betrayal of
allegiance - the duty and obligation of the citizen toward his State.
In the laws of the Roman empire and in early British law, treason
encompassed imagining or planning the death of the king, his
family, or his officials; levying war against the sovereign; adhering
to the king's enemies in the realm; or giving them aid and comfort
in the realm or elsewhere. In the United States, which is one of the
few countries to have defined treason in its Constitution, treason is
confined to two specific types of action: challenging the power of
the nation by armed insurrection and aiding its enemies during
wartime.

Sedition is a loose concept that includes “everything whether by
word, deed, or writing,” which might disturb “the tranquility of the
State,” and lead to its subversion. In England and the United
States, during the 18th Century, sedition meant any hostile
criticism of the government, which the authorities might choose to
prosecute. If treason could not be alleged, then people might be im-
prisoned for sedition, i.e., “disloyal” speeches and writings. This
occurred in the United States in 1798, at the time of the Civil War,
and again during World War 1.

Treason and sedition are twin-edged swords because they are
found only in a statist context. Since every State arises out of con-
quest and domination, there inevitably arises a conflict between
existing States and those striving to assert their independence. For
example, all who advocated American independence from Great
Britain in 1776, could have been prosecuted and convicted as
traitors. Had the revolution been a failure, undoubtedly they would
have been tried for treason under British law. Since they were suc-
cessful in establishing a new State, they went on to write laws
against any actions they deemed hostile to their new State. At the
Nuremberg trials after World War Il, the Nazi leaders were tried and
held personally responsible for the crime of war, membership in
certain criminal organizations, and for participation in the plan-
ning of aggression and domination. Yet had any of these Nazis refus-
ed to obey superior orders - on the basis that they owed a higher
duty to humanity, which is what the prosecutors at Nuremberg
claimed - they could have been tried for treasonous behavior in
Germany during the war. As Thomas Jefferson put it, “The unsuc-
cessful strugglers against tyranny have been the chief martyrs of
treason laws in all countries.”

All of this leads me to ask: Is voluntaryism treasonous? Are
voluntaryists guilty of treason and/or sedition? Is THE VOLUN-
TARYIST a seditious publication?

Undoubtedly the answers to these questions are “Yes,” par-
ticularly if treason and sedition are viewed in their broadest scope.
Although treason in the United States requires overt action (levying
war or in adhering to the enemy) against the State - actions which

Continued on page 6

To All Patriots and Constitutionalists:

Some Critical
Considerations

on the United States
Constitution

By Carl Watner

The Constitution is one of the most revered symbols of the United
States. Over the years, it has taken on all the trappings of
sovereignty, commanding the loyalty of almost every American.
The Constitution is “America’s uncrowned king,” because "[ijt is
above party, a common object of veneration, a living symbol of na-
tional unity.”

We should examine the Constitution closely, since it has such a
pervasive influence over our lives. Does it meet the requirements of
commonly accepted legal principles and reason, or do we judge it
by a double standard? Did the Constitution have a legal birth, or
did it uniawfully encroach on the Articles of Confederation? In
other words, is the Constitution constitutional, and does it have
any inherent authority?

Did the Constitution Originate in a Constitutional Manner?

Constitutional conventions are characteristically an American
institution and had their origins during the American Revolution,
when individual state conventions were convened. In 1787, the
Congress of the Articles of Confederation, called for a new conven-
tion in Philadelphia for the “sole and express purpose of revising
the Articles.” (emphasis added) The forty-two delegates, who
gathered there, ignored their instructions, instead creating an en-
tirely new framework of government - the Constitution. Regardiess
of their justification, the members of the convention had no
authority to do anything but revise the Articles of Confederation. In
violating their “commission,” they committed a serious breach of
trust.

In setting out the instructions for ratification of the new constitu-
tion, the convention also exceeded the power it had been
delegated. It sanctioned a ratification process which looked to
specially elected conventions, rather than being dependent upon
Congress and the existing state legislatures. The new constitution
was to supercede the Articles of Confederation, after it had been
approved by conventions of 9 out of the 13 states. The procedure
for amending the Articles of Confederation provided that amend-
ments be originated in Congress and approved by all 13 state
legislatures. The fact that the Articles were still the fundamental
law was simply ignored by the members of the Constitutional Con-
vention. There is no question that they resorted to an illegal pro-
cess to create a new government.

Many questionable legal maneuvers were employed during the
struggle for ratification of the Constitution. In Pennsylvania, the
call for a convention was adopted without a quorum. In South
Carolina, the anti-federalists tried to block the call for a conven-
tion, on the grounds that the Philadelphia convention had exceed-
ed its lawful authority. Patrick Henry, in Virginia, launched a
critical attack on the Constitution and alleged that the delegates in
Philadelphia were engaged in a criminal conspiracy.

In many states, ratification was achieved by narrow margins, but
nowhere was the new constitution put to a popular vote. Women,
Negroes and Indians did not vote for convention delegates in any of
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From the Editor:

The Noose Tightens
Another Notch

The WALL ST. JOURNAL reported on May 7, 1987 (p. 33) that the
new federal immigration law, coming into effect on July 1, man-
dates that “anyone wanting a job in the U.S. will have to show proof
of citizenship or legal residency, or else attest to plan to file for
legal residency.”” While it will be some time before the new law is en-
forced, employers may be subject to fines up to $10,000 or six mon-
ths imprisonment for violation of the law.

During late July, the Immigration and Naturalization Service sent
out their HANDBOOK FOR EMPLOYERS: “Instructions for Com-
pleting Form [-9, Employment Eligibility Verification Form.” Accor-
ding to the Immigration Commissioner, "The new law seeks to
preserve jobs for those who are legally entitled to them: American
citizens and aliens who are authorized to work in our country.”
(front cover) The law is said to represent “‘a step forward in the ef-
fort to secure our nation’s borders.” (p. 1)

There is no question that this law represents another notch in the
noose. Your employer is not only required to have you establish
your identity, but he is also required to have you present some
document to show that you are eligible for employment in the
United States.

It seems to me that the law breaks new ground in that it refers to
those who are “legally entitled” to a job. What can this possibly
mean? Is anyone ever “entitled” to a job if a prospective employer
doesn’t wish to hire him or her? This sounds similar to a “'right to a
job. “At whose expense?”’

What about securing our borders? Who are they to be secured
from and why? We are not only securing our borders from those
without, but securing our borders for those within.

Such regulations only lead in one direction: towards total
political control over the people and property of the United States.

In line with voluntaryist thinking, we oppose the new immigra-
tion/employment law and urge non-compliance.

We Don’t Need to Say
It: He Already Has!

“After working for years toward improvements to
Miami’s municipally operated Orange Bowl, where the
Dolphins had played since 1966, (Joe] Robbie decided
to bypass the bureaucratic morass and build his own
$100 million coliseum with private funds. ‘This
stadium is a monument to a free, competitive enterprise
system and shows that anything government can do,
we can do better,” Robbie says. ‘People working
together can accomplish anything they set their minds
to.”

{from INSIGHT, September 21, 1987, p. 8]
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Another step on the road to collectivism.

My 1988 New Year’s
Resolution

Bob LeFevre’'s biography has been completed for
nearly two years. Unfortunately, | have not been able to
interest a commercial publisher in it. Therefore, my
plan is to self-publish, hopefully with the assistance of
readers and subscribers of this newsletter.

I have a committment for $1500 in matching funds
toward publishing the manuscript. Typesetting and
printing budgets for several hundred books total
$3000. | need to raise another $1500 to publish the
book. That is where you, dear reader, come in.

If you are interested in preserving and spreading
LeFevre's ideas, then please make your checks payable
to the ""LeFevre Book Fund” and mail them to The
Voluntaryist, Box 1275, Gramling, S.C. 29348.

The names of all contributors will be published in
THE VOLUNTARYIST. Those who send $25.00 or more
will receive a complimentary copy of the book. (If suffi-
cient monies cannot be raised, your contribution will
be returned.)

Potpourri From The

Editor’s Desk

1. ““From LUCIFER’S LEXICON"’
Limited government, n., Limited robbery, limited slavery, limited
murder.
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