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We Believe
By Wendy McElroy

"Man is free at the moment he wishes to be."
-Voltaire

E BELIEVE:
You are a self owner. You own your body. This is an inescapable

truth of human nature: you and you alone control your actions
and are responsible for them.

The alternative is that someone else owns your body, which
is slavery.

Your labor is a direct extension of your body. As such, you own
the profits of your labor. Whatever you produce is your property,
in the same sense that your body is your property.

The alternative is slavery.
"Freedom and slavery! the one is the name of virtue, and the

other of vice, and both are acts of will."
— Epictetus, FRAGMENTS.

Every other human being is also a self-owner. It is wrong to
use force against anyone, because this violates their self-
ownership; it violates their rights.

By using force you tell other people that you have a right to
control their bodies and their property. You say that they are less
than human beings.

Government law is just a form of force that some people—
called legislators—have agreed on.

Laws don't change anything. People don't need the law to tell
right from wrong.

"When men are pure, laws are useless; when men are corrupt,
laws are broken."

— Benjamin Disraeli
"If the people of a State make bad laws, they will suffer for it.

They will be the first to suffer for it. They will be the first to suffer.
Let them suffer. Suffering, and nothing else, will implant that
sentiment of responsibility which is the first step to reform.'

—James Bryce,
AMERICAN COMMONWEALTH

A peaceful society comes from respecting each other's
boundaries. This is a compassionate society, where people lend
the other fellow a helping hand.

Force kills the natural compassion people feel for each other.
Force is the death of humane society.

The absence of force will not bring Utopia. Utopia is not
possible on earth. But freedom offers the best chance we have
for happiness and prosperity. Freedom is the best we can do.

"Freedom...Liberty. The distinction between freedom and
liberty is not accurately known: naturalists have never been able
to find a living specimen of either."

—Ambrose Bierce

DOESN'T FREEDOM MEAN DOING ANYTHING YOU WANT?
No. Liberty does not mean license. It means self-government.

Freedom has obligations. The two main ones are:
(1) You must take responsibility for yourself and for your

actions. You can't blame others for what's wrong. Take control
of your own life.

Too many people try to solve everyone else's problems. The
world can overwhelm you with its needs. Solve your own problems
first. Take care of your family and your friends. Then, when your
house is in order, you can help others without cheating yourself.
But use your own money, not tax dollars. Use your own efforts.

(2) You must respect the freedom of other people. It is wrong

to use force or fraud. It is never right to harm another human
being. Force denies people's humanity. Fraud denies the truth.

"When a...man governs himself, that is self-government; but
when he governs himself and also governs another man, that
is despotism...No man is good enough to govern another man
without that other's consent."

—Abraham Lincoln
Self-government means you manage yourself. This is the only

practical arrangement for a peaceful and prosperous society.
People produce more when they own what they produce. People
are more benevolent when a stranger's hand is not in their
pockets.

BUT WHAT OF GOVERNMENT?
Government is just a group of people, who claim the right to

tell you what to do with your life. They get away with this, because
they are elected'. According to politicians, this means that a
majority has voted them into office. In fact, less than 50% of
Americans voted for anyone in the last elections.

"Nothing appears more surprising to those who consider
human affairs with a philosophical eye, then the easiness with
which the many are governed by the few."

—Hume
Even if a majority had elected them, what would it matter? Why

should you obey? Might doesn't make right.
Force is might," the teacher said —

That definition's just'
The boy said naught, but thought instead

(Remembering his pounded head):
Force is not might but must!'

—Anonymous
"Decision by majorities is as much an expedient as lighting

by gas."
-W.E. Gladstone

If it is wrong for one man to take your money, how can it be
right for a group of men? Calling it taxes' rather than theft'
doesn't change the fact...it is your money.

Anything that is wrong for an individual to do is wrong for a
group of individuals. Nothing—no election, no popularity
contest—can change that. Nothing gives the government a right
to use force or fraud.

Government gets away with force because it claims to
represent the people'. Politicians represent their own interests.

Government exists to benefit its members—politicians,
bureaucrats and other people who can't get an honest job. They
grow fat off you and your family.

"As long as I count the votes, what are you going to do about
it?"

-William Marcy (Boss) Tweed
All organizations exist to serve their members. This is also true

of businesses. But business is voluntary. No one is forced to buy
or sell. An exchange occurs only if both sides think they benefit.
The only choice government gives you is: pay up or go to jail.
Obey or take the consequences.

"I would not give a half a guinea to live under one form of
government rather than another. It is of no moment to the
happiness of an individual."

—Samuel Johnson.
"I have recognized that the object of business is to make

money in an honorable manner. I have endeavored to remember
that the object of life is to do good. "

—Peter Cooper
continued on page 4
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Bad or Worse!
By Carl Watner

This article has been prompted by my reading of two new books
about education. The contrast between statism (compulsory
attendance laws, tax-funded public schools, etc.) and voluntary-
ism (private and homeschools) has been a recent theme in THE
VOLUNTARYIST (see Whole Nos. 48 and 53). The connection
between the title of this article and these books is the fact that
all advocates of public schooling and nearly all those who
support private or homeschooling believe in the need for the
"right" laws to regulate education. Few believe that voluntary
education needs no laws, and even fewer believe that there can
be no such thing as a "good" law. THE VOLUNTARYIST stands
with the latter few who assert that laws can never be "good,"
but must necessarily be "bad" or "worse."

The first book, John Qatto's DUMBINQ US DOWN*, deserves
attention because of the author's background and conclusions.
Despite the fact that John Qatto taught for twenty-six years in
the public school system of New York City, and earned two
university degrees, he quit his "factory school" job in order to
speak out against statist indoctrination and compulsion. Both
in 1989 and 1990, Mr. Qatto was New York City Teacher of the
Year. Following these honors was Mr. Qatto's selection as New
York State Teacher of the Year in 1991. Both his acceptance
speeches for the two most recent awards are found in DUMBINQ
US DOWN. The first, "The Psychopathic School," was reprinted
in Whole No. 53 of THE VOLUNTARYIST (December 1991) as "Why
Schools Don't Educate." The second is titled "The Seven-Lesson
School Teacher." Following his resignation, Mr. Qatto was instru-
mental in organizing and financing an evening program on "The
Exhausted School" given at New York City's Carnegie Hall on
November 13,1991. One commentator summed up the evening's
theme by referring to a quote from a comic strip created by two
of Qatto's students: "I'm glad they don't have schools to teach
you to walk and talk...cause then we'd all be crawling around
speechless."

As Ivan Illich (another critic of compulsory schooling) has
pointed out, coercive public schools are like daytime concen-
tration camps which "confuse teaching with learning," grade
advancement with real education, and "a diploma with compe-
tence." Most learning, Illich says, is not the result of formal
instruction, but rather the result of unhampered participation
in a meaningful situation. John Qatto would certainly agree
because he believes that "schools fly in the face of how children
learn." In describing how the modern State school system and
the modern TV media serve as replacements for the home and
workplace (where learning occurs most naturally), Qatto explains
how public schools have become a major cause of weak families
and weak communities. "They separate parents and children
from vital interaction and from true curiosity about each other's
lives." His conclusion, as an insider, that "government monopoly
schools are structurally unreformable," certainly reinforces my

own position that this institution is one of the most insidious
and totalitarian systems in our country.

In every state of the union, homeschooling parents have had
brushes with the law because their choice to opt out of the public
educational system is a challenge to state domination. State
Social Service workers, backed by the police, have broken into
private homes, kidnapped homeschool students, and in one
instance murdered their father for resisting arrest. From the days
of Plato forward, philosophers and politicians have realized that
individuals living in strong family units are nearly impossible
to regiment because they value their independence and indi-
viduality, and place a loving premium on instilling those values
in other family members.

Until the family unit is destroyed all over America, the central·i
ized State cannot assume full control over us. Parents who!
instruct their own children are more likely to teach them loyaltw
to themselves and to family values rather than loyalty to thfl
State. An interesting counter-example of this was described irn
a WALL STREET JOURNAL article (April 20, 1992, p. Al) aboutl
DARE, the Drug Abuse Resistance Education program, being
taught in public schools in 4700 communities nationwide. After
attending a drug education class, an 11-year old student in
Searsport, Maine informed the police that her parents were
growing and smoking marijuana. Following up the tip, the police
searched the family's home and arrested both parents for drug
possession. Displaying remorse, the father stated he could not
blame his daughter: "She told the truth when asked questions
by (the) authorities. That's what I've always told her to do." Here
is a perfect illustration of how State education is a form of social
control which practically ensures its own continued existence.
It brainwashes the parents, and then brainwashes their children.
It legitimizes its own activities and purposes in their minds. It
falsely labels all other alternatives as 'Utopian," 'anarchic,' or
'chaotic,' and if it cannot outlaw challenges to its own existence,
it strictly proscribes and /or regulates them.

John Qatto deserves recognition for perceiving the conflict
between state education and the family. He calls for a return to
"the family as the main engine of education," for a totally free
market in education, the end to teacher certification, and the
end to compulsory attendance laws. Will there be some mistakes
made in a free market system, he asks?

There will be plenty of mistakes made! The only thing I
can say in defense of advocating a free market is that the
system we have now guarantees that everybody will be a
mistake. It guarantees a world that none of us want to live
in. We have 200 years of earlier American history to study
and to see that the free market worked sensationally well.
Quite coincidentally, the author of the second book to be

mentioned here, comes to a similar conclusion. Karl Reed who
wrote and published THE BIBLE, HOMESCHOOLINQ, AND THE
LAW* * writes that "Freedom has its risks," but the alternatives
to freedom are always totally unacceptable. He continues:

Better to live in freedom under the risk of "poor educa-
tion" than to live in slavery under the state-approved alleged
good education. Far better that our children be free to pursue
knowledge unfettered than to be compelled to be in a place
where only approved "knowledge" is allowed.
Both authors see that we are moving in the direction of more

and more State control and less and less parental control over
children. Qiven the political and philosophical orientation of
most modern parents and voters, the failure of the public school
system only increases the demand for more government. The
public school promotes life-styles which can only result in family
failure, and the more the family fails, the more professional and
"expert" justification there is for the public school to assume
additional authority over children. Most Americans living today
are the end result of several generations of American public
schools. Like the parents in Searsport, Maine they have "been
conditioned to accept a statist world view," and the Tightness
of everything their government does.

This leads us back to the main theme of this article. As a devout
Christian, Reed believes that political laws have certain limits.
"There are certain things that a law cannot do. Success cannot
be assured by a law. Failure cannot be eliminated by a law.

Page 2



Intelligence cannot be created nor enforced by a law. ' In other
words, we are bound to reality by natural laws which the
legislature cannot alter. Yet, the whole problem with Reed s
outlook is that he infers political laws can have limits, that there
is some legitimate role for Caesar and Caesar's government. He
believes that there is a need for "good law" to ensure that
homeschool parents and children are left alone. He suggests that
"a good homeschool law might (take) the form of a constitutional
amendment stating"

"The right of parents and guardians to educate their
children shall not be abridged."
But like the First Amendment, after which it is fashioned,

Reed's "good" law is not likely to be respected by any coercive
government. The very fact of paying tribute to "Caesar" in the
form of taxes, must ultimately impact on the right and the ability
of parents to school their children as they please. Parents must
pay their taxes before they spend money to educate their
children. Whatever the amount of tax they pay, it is that much
less available to spend on education or any other purpose of their
choosing.

Looking further at the Bill of Rights, I believe it is foolish to
think that coercive governments will ever respect individual
rights. Consider the concluding words of the Fifth Amendment
of the U.S. Constitution.

Mo person shall...be deprived of life, liberty, or property,.
without due process of law; nor shall private property be
taken for public use without just compensation.
The very wording of the Fifth Amendment implies that people

may be justly deprived of life, liberty, and property. Such depri-
vations shall be legal so long as they are countenanced by "due
process of law." The Amendment also implies that private
property may be taken for public use, so long as compensation
is given. But what kind of respect for rights is this? Rights are
either inviolable, without any sort of legal exceptions, or they
are not rights. And consider that the qualifications and excep-
tions ("due process of law" and "just compensation") are to be
determined by the very same institution that is violating those
rights. Who is to guard the guardians against abuse?

Homeschoolers who assert that they have a constitutional right
to teach their children are mistaken. Whatever the legislature
or majorities grant, they may revoke. There is never any security
in constitutions or political documents. Contrary to the belief
of many homeschooling parents, their children are creatures of
the State from the time the parents receive a State birth certi-
ficate and apply for their children's Social Security number. The
Supreme Court decisions which they rely upon to assert the right
to homeschool provide few assurances. Many homeschoolers
refer to Pierce v. Society of Sisters (268 US 510, 45 S.Ct. 571)

OñíL·

"It's nothing against you, Mrs. Gruber—I just
don't trust people who work for the government"

decided in 1925, because it sanctioned non-state educational
alternatives. The State of Oregon (represented by Governor
Pierce) had passed a law which effectively outlawed private
schools. Although the statute was declared unconstitutional,
embedded in the Supreme Court decision is the following dicta:

Mo question is raised concerning the power of the state
reasonably to regulate all schools, to inspect, supervise, and
examine them, their teachers and pupils; to require that all
children of proper age attend some school, that teachers
shall be of good moral character and patriotic disposition,
that certain studies plainly essential to good citizenship
must be taught, and that nothing be taught which is
manifestly inimical to the public welfare. ...As often
heretofore pointed out, rights guaranteed by the Consti-
tution may not be abridged by legislation which has no
reasonable relation to some purpose within the competency
of the state.
So there you have it: the state may regulate all schools

(including homeschools) and rights "guaranteed" by the Consti-
tution may be abridged so long as there is some reason in the
state's agenda. (Who has ever known the state to be without some
"reasonable" justification for its intervention?) Historically, the
state's interest in education has been two-fold: civic and
economic. The states require citizens who can read and write,
and vote and participate in its political system, but who cannot
see the invisible chains woven about them. The states also
require that "children will be able to eventually provide for
themselves so that they will not become a burden on the state's
welfare rolls." (There must be producers, after all, to support the
parasitical class.) As the Supreme Court said in Pierce, "the child
is not the mere creature of the State, (emphasis added)" implying
that while the child belongs to the State, its parents and
guardians still retain some say in how it is raised.

"I believe it is morally incorrect to
knowingly select a wrongful course simply
because it appears to be less wrong than
some alternative.' The lesser of two evils
is still evil!

— Robert LeFevre,
in LEFEVRE'S JOURNAL,
Winter 1973, p. 8

Bob LeFevre used to speak of two kinds of government: bad
and worse: no government could ever be categorized as good
or better. The idea of good government, he thought, was as
ridiculous as imagining an honest burglar, nor, he affirmed,
could there be any such thing as "limited" government. In his
mind, "unlimited" government was a redundancy, and "limited"
government was a contradiction. Our system of government "is
so bad that as you (try to) improve it, it gets worse." All (political)
laws are bad so long as they emanate from the State, and, of
course, they would not be laws if they did not issue from the
legislature. Laws, like limited government, as LeFevre inferred,
are either bad or worse, no political laws are ever good or even
necessary. As the ancient Roman Stoics explained: "if the govern-
ment directed them to do something that their reason opposed,
they were to defy the government. If it told them to do what their
reason would have told them anyway, they did not need a govern-
ment." In either case, there is no justification for government
or political laws.

•John Qatto, DUMBinQ US DOWtt: The Hidden Curriculum of
Compulsory Schooling, 1992. Available from new Society
Publishers, 4527 Springfield Avenue, Philadelphia, PA 19143.
$9.95 + 2.50 postage.
• · Karl Reed, THE BIBLE, HOMESCHOOLinG, AnD THE LAW, 1991.
Available from Christian Home Ministries, Box 100, Mammoth
Springs AR 72554 for $9.95 postpaid. IB
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