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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 New 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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Potpourri from The Editor’'s Desk

1. ““Self Help”’

It may be of comparatively little consequence how a man is
governed from without, whilst every thing depends upon how he
governs himself from within. The greatest slave is not he who
is ruled by a despot, great though that evil be, but he who is in
the thrall of his own moral ignorance, selfishness, and vice. Na-
tions who are thus enslaved at heart can not be freed by any mere
changes of masters or of institutions; and so long as the fatal
delusion prevails, that liberty solely depends upon and consists
in government, so long will such changes, no matter at what cost
they may be effected, have as little practical and lasting result
as the shifting of the figures in a phantasmagoria. The solid
foundations of liberty must rest upon individual character, which
is also the only sure guaranty for social security and national
progress.”’

—Samuel Smiles, SELF-HELP, 1859.

2. ““Family Yalues vs. Permissiveness’”
“In today’s America we live in the most permissive society since
Nero’s Rome.”
—Robert Bartley, Editor, THE WALL STREET JOURNAL
September 3, 1992, p. A10

3. ““Use What Talents You Possess’’

Edward Everett Hale wrote the following Credo for The Lend
A Hand Society. It is a good reminder that “The woods would be
very silent if no birds sung except those that sang best.”

I am only one,

but I am still one;

I cannot do everything,

But still I can do something:

And because I cannot do everything

I will not refuse to do something that I can do.

4. “SOCIAL SECURITY: Lies, Myths and Reality’’

The above is the title of a new book (131 pages) by James Turk,
and is available from Greenfield Books, Box 4682, Greenwich,
Conn. 06830 for $15 per book postpaid. This book gives a
complete overview of the federal government’s balance sheet,
and predicts that interest on the national debt will soon approach
30% of the federal government’s income. It reminds us that no
debtor can continue to borrow and borrow forever. A bankrupt
government and rotting currency are the historical prescriptions
for tyranny and dictatorship.

5. “SEND IN THE CLOWNS”’

Richard James has penned an irreverent attack (38 pages) on
our electoral system and campaign politics. His attitude is neatly
summed up by a quote from H. L. Mencken appearing on the first
page:

The government consists of a gang of men exactly like you
and me. They have, taking one with another, no special
talent for the business of government, they have only a
talent for getting and holding office. Their principal device
to that end is to search out groups who pant and pine for
something they can’t get and promise to give it to them.
Nine times out of ten, that promise is worth nothing. The
tenth time is made good by looting A to satisfy B. In other

words, government is a broker in pillage, and every election

is sort of an advance auction of stolen goods.
Available from Micro-Publishing Associates by sending $5 for
shipping and handling to 3402 Palo Verde Circle, Camarillo, CA
93012.

6. ‘“Self-Help Is the Best Help”’

“There is a strange spirit abroad in the times. The whole people
is hugging the delusion that law is a panacea. Whatever the ill
or the wrong or the ideal, immediately follows the suggestion—
enact a law. ...

“What can be the result of this tendency but the softening of
the moral fibre of the people? When there is an unwillingness
to accept responsibility for one’s life and for making the most
of it there is a loss of strong, red-blooded, rugged independence
and will power to grapple with the wrong of the world and to
establish justice through the volition of those concerned.

““Many of the things for which many are now deludedly demand-
ing legislative regulation should and must be worked out by
those concerned. Initiative, aggressive conviction, enlightened
self-interest, are the characteristics that must be dominant
among the people if the nation is to make substantial progress
toward better living and higher ideals. Legislation can not secure
these characteristics... .”

—Samuel Gompers,
THE AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST,
Vol. 22 (1915), p. 113.

7. “Nonviolent Resistance in Nazi Germany’’

In the September 1992 ATLANTA MONTHLY, Nathan Stoltzfus
published an article entitled “Dissent in Nazi Germany.” His work,
based on years of research in Germany and its archives, reveals
that nonviolent resistance can some times be successfully
implemented against even the most ruthless dictators. Stoltzfus
focuses on three nonviolent protests.

In early 1943, almost two thousand Jewish men, who had been
married to Aryan spouses and previously exempted from being
sent to concentration camps, were interned in Berlin. Many of
the men’s wives staged a week-long vigil and protest, demand-
ing the release of their husbands. Even though Gestapo head-
quarters was close by, and the protesters could have easily been
shot, Joseph Goebbels eventually ordered the Jews released. His
action was affirmed by Heinrich Himmler.

The “mother’s revolt” in mid-1941 was an explosive civil dis-
obedience action by devout Catholics who were reacting to a
Bavarian decree that all crucifixes be removed from the district
schools, and that the usual school prayers be replaced by Nazi
slogans and songs. In the face of noncooperation and public
indignation, Catholic mothers initiated a strike against the
schools, refusing to send their children to classes, and large
public demonstrations were staged against the “godless” regime.
Adolf Wagner, Bavarian minister of education, had to rescind his
orders.

While this was happening in Bavaria, a well-known Catholic
bishop, Clemens August Von Galen, was protesting the Nazi
policy of euthanasia. “In July and August of 1941 Von Galen
preached three blistering sermons from his pulpit in Munster-
Westphalia against the lawless power of the Gestapo, warning
his congregation that no one was safe from arbitrary arrest and
punishment, and that, according to the logic of a program that
sacrificed those who were of no obvious productive use to the
war effort, that the state could soon be administering euthanasia
to wounded soldiers at the front as well as to cripples, the old,
and the weak.”” Public opinion favored Von Galen, and although
euthanasia was not officially terminated, it was slowed down and
made considerably less visible.

Soltzfus implies that nonviolent action could have probably
prevented the Nazi holocaust. He would agree with Martin Luther
King, Jr. who said that “if Protestant and Catholics had engaged
in nonviolent direct action, and made the oppression of the Jews
their very own oppression, and had come into the streets beside
the Jew to scrub the sidewalks, and had Gentiles worn the stigma-
tizing yellow armbands by the millions, a unique form of mass
resistance to the Nazi regime might have developed.”
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