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Major Crimes of the United
States Government: 1776-1993

By Carl Watner
Because of its very high legitimacy rating, the government of

the United States does not generally use "direct" violence to
enforce its edicts. Since it has trained so many of its citizens so
well, they are inclined to obey "voluntarily. " Hence, most people
tend to think of "their" government as some sort of heaven-sent
institution designed to dispense benevolence and goodness. The
purpose of this article is to debunk that view of the State by brief-
ly reviewing the major crimes (crimes being defined as an inva-
sion of person or rightfully owned property) committed in the
name of, or by agents of, the government of the United States
of America.

As the following narrative demonstrates, the American State,
like all other States in history, is a coercive and exploitative
institution. It is still a criminal institution, regardless of how
"democratic" it appears to be. Even though we have one of the
highest standards of living in the world in the U.S., we should
never lose sight of the fact that the lesser of two evils is still evil.
The primary difference between States is simply the amount of
violence they are required to exert in order to maintain power.
The more successful and long-lived States usually exercise less
physical force because they are more adept at waging
psychological warfare, and thus capturing the minds and spirits
of their citizens. As the recent elections show us, the emphasis
on electoral "participation" is to focus on "Who should rule us,"
not to raise the question: "Should we be ruled at all?" It is
practically a foregone conclusion that we need leaders to direct
a government that robs us of nearly half the fruits of our labor,
registers our births and deaths, destroys our money, and
regulates and governs us in thousands of ways.

It would take a series of books to enumerate and discuss all
the crimes of the United States government. What this brief
review attempts to do is put the major crimes of the United States
government in perspective. THE VOLUNTARYIST is far more
interested in promoting positive alternatives than in decrying
the evils of statism, but it is necessary to "know the enemy."
We can do so only by examining its dark, dark history.
American Revolutionary War Era, 1776-1798
...Expropriation of Property

Both our federal government and the state governments of the
thirteen colonies were born amidst violence and an orgy of ex-
propriation. During the Revolution most states passed laws
voiding all debts owed by Americans to loyalists, and confiscating
the holdings of those people who remained loyal to the Crown.
Such confiscations were used as a tool of the national and state
governments in an effort to build loyalty. Confiscated land and
property were used to reward and enrich Revolutionary War
leaders and their friends. Some was parcelled out among small
farmers and soldiers who fought for the cause, in order to create
a mass base of support for the new government. "Indeed, this
became a characteristic of the new nation: finding itself
possessed of enormous wealth, it could create the richest ruling
class in history, and still have enough for the middle classes to
act as a buffer between the rich and the dispossessed."
...People's Tribunals, Loyalty Oaths, and Censorship of the Press

In nearly every community, Committees of Safety were formed
by supporters of the Revolution. The function of these groups
was to identify potential Loyalist sentiment, write and administer
loyalty oaths, conduct ad hoc' people's trials to punish those

suspected of committing disloyal acts, and to pass bills of
attainder, by which loyalists were deprived of their life or
property. In Mew York state over 1000 people were convicted of
treason. In 1778, 400 people were attainted and banished from
the state of Pennsylvania.

"All of the colonies passed wartime laws prohibiting the
publishing of materials supporting the King's authority over the
emerging states." Laws were also passed which made it a crime
to decry the Continental currency, which became nearly worth-
less as the Revolution progressed.
...Incongruities of the American Revolution

The Founding Fathers were in rebellion because they were
denied the rights of representation which, like other subjects of
the King, they would have enjoyed had they lived in England.
Their acts of disobedience and tax refusal were not an attempt
to overthrow the authority of government. "They went into
rebellion first in order to gain admittance into, and then take
possession of, the organs of government." They had no inten-
tion of extending the recognition of individual rights to native
American Indians, whose lands had been mostly stolen, to
negroes, who themselves, or whose ancestors had been kid-
napped and were held in slavery. Nor did they intend to extend
suffrage to indentured servants, women, and poor white working
people. The Revolutionary slogan—"No taxation without repre-
sentation "—was obviously not a plea for no taxes, but rather a
demonstration that the American revolutionists believed that
robbery (taxation) of themselves and their neighbors would be
politically proper so long as they had a say in the process.
...From the Articles of Confederation to the U.S. Constitution —
A Coup d'etat, 1786-1791

The U.S. Constitution was clearly a work of genius because it
"created the most effective system of national control devised
in modern times, and showed future generations of leaders how
to keep control with a minimum of coercion, maximum of law-
all made palatable by the fanfare of patriotism" and national
unity. The Constitutional Convention was engineered mostly by
wealthy men and politicians who realized that under the Articles
of Confederation the federal government lacked the power to
become a strong, centralized force in the new nation. The Consti-
tutional Convention was supposed to amend the Articles of
Confederation, not replace it with a new form of government.
Any proposed changes were supposed to have been ratified by
all the states before they were adopted. "But the Framers defied
these legal stipulations, abandoned their authorization to amend
the Articles only, designed an entirely new centralized national
government, and inserted in the Constitution that it should go
into effect when ratified by only nine states." What the Framers
"actually did, stripped of all fiction and verbiage, was to assume
constituent powers, ordain a constitution of government and
liberty and demand a plebiscite thereon over the heads of all
existing legally organized powers. " Had Julius Caesar or Napo-
leon committed these acts, their actions would have been
pronounced a coup d'etat.

The passage of the first ten amendments to the Constitution
(the Bill of Rights) was designed to bolster the weak popular
support for the new Constitution. These amendments appeared
to make the new central government the guardian of the people's
liberty—to speak, to publish, to worship, to petition, to assemble,
to be tried by a jury of their peers, and to have their homes
secured against official intruders. But using the Constitution to
protect the people from its own government was like having the
proverbial fox guard the hen house. Within less than ten years
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