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The aim Ofanchorage anafﬁwa|ways The early american individualists
been to provide an anarchist perspecti\,@xperimented with intentional communities
that emphasizes the importance ofvhere the participants functioned entirely
individual freedom.  Without absoluteWithout state supervision or internal
liberty for peopled act as they choose, agovernment or hierarchy. They exchanged
long as they do not initiate force againslﬁbor for labor, utilized alternative, nen
others or otherwise limit the equal freedon$tae currencies, and minded their own
of others to live as they please, there can B&isiness when it came to matters which
no anarchist society worthy of the nametoncerned no one except the voluntary
However, even when one accepts this aspParticipants. While none of these
first principe of just human interaction, the communities were particularly lofiyed,
question remains as to how a society basétey served to demonstrate that people are
on the idea of individual sovereignty andapable of living equitdy, in peace and
equal freedom would operate. freedom, without being ordered about and

Individualists differ among themselvegegulated by higher authorities of any sort.

about how a thoroughgoing anarchist Inspired by these pioneers, other writers
society would, should, or coulflinction. and advocates of various sorts sought to
Collectivist Individualist promote the ideas of
el _“Capitalist” individualism and anarchy
Socialism Mutualism Georgism Capitalism -
fosah Warrem among the broader comunity.
i Henry George They campaigned against
Fiere roudhon e cemes e | | profit, rent, interest, and what
o Nietzsche v feeiy has become known as
/\ / zreme intellectual  Oproperty,0 e,
o Benjamin Tacke T S patent and copyright, all of
bt At el | which serve to aggrandize the
v \\\ few at the expense of the many.
Communis ot | [ Frary romoma And none of which could exist
¥ pmrchorcopisien without a state toforce them
. Rudolf Rocker down the throats of those suffer

because of them.
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These individualists shared the ideas dhe privileges granted and coercion
the earlier anarchists, but developed opracticed by the state were abolished.
elaborated on them in various ways. They This tradition pretty much faded out
promoted mutual banks, free credit, laboaround 100 years ago and the anarchist
reform, free love, and frespeech. They individualist current was dormant until it
believed there was no justification for anyas OrediscoveredO in the 1960s. At this
form of state or government, since freédme, some of its advates once again
people were more than capable of sortingeinterpreted the ideas of its earlier
things out for themselves in all areagxponents in innovative ways.  While
whether economic, social, or sexual, oncaccepting much of the legacy of Warren,
Tucker, etc, these writers and activists
rejected some of their economic ideas as
outdated and introduced the heretical idea
that one could be proapitalist as well as an
anarchist. While rejected as OrealO
anarchists by most antapitalist
libertarians, the preapitalists have
contributed in important ways to anarchist
thought.

Although procapitalist anarchists have
a high profile among libertarian
individualists, there continue to be some of
us who advocate approaches more like those
of the historical individualist anarchist

anchorage anarChy writers and activists. We call ourselves all

is a semiannual publication of Bad sorts of things, from mutualists, to market
Press, socialsts, to, simply, individualists. We all

an antigovernment anarchist project,)  giffer among ourselves, but share a
and is edited by Joe Peacott. commitment to individual liberty, which is,

after all, what is most important in the
anarchist tradition.

| expect this issue ahchorage ananghy
demonstrate some of thiarmge of opinion

Subscriptions are available for
$1 per issue.

You can reach Bad Press at:

PO Box 230332 among indiv_idualist aparchists. I haye
Anchorage, AK 995230332 included a piece by _Nlck Evang on Josiah
USA Warren and the Utopia community, as well
as part two of Richard GarnerOs defense of
www.bad-press.net pro-capitalist anarchist ideas. Hope you
bad_press@me.com enjoy. Variety isso it is saidthe spice of

life.
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Utopia: The Successful Libertarian Market Socialist Econor

by Nicholas Evans

For anyone interested, here is an article about a successful experimental free community in the 1800s. | think some of tt
reformers back then were veryvathced, especially coming from a time when | believe the ideas of Hobbes were popular. Hobbes
was a thinker who generally thought life outside civilization was short, brutish and unpleasant, and civilization saved people from the
violent ways. Yet wenkbw now that life outside civilization (particularly Simple Hunter Gatherers) was very different. For Simple
Hunter Gatherers, relative egalitarianism was normal and their central rule was sharing. Humans lived in these egalitarian, sharin
societies foB0% of human history. (Lee, Richard B & Daly, Richaithe Cambridge Encyclopedia of Hunters and(BxiAgrerd
and back cover. Also please see: Evans, Nicholas. OThe Relatively Peaceful Societies of Sim@lattituate® (2009); | also
discuss the views of Keeley and LeBlanc along with Ferguson and Fry and others.) So many of the reformers back then were tryi
alternative communities probably without this knowletgdich | find very brave and respectable.

The article | wrote about bele deals with a community with a competitive market economy made up of moséynpédfyed
individuals or employers that paid their employees enough to buy back what they produced. The community was voluntary and fre
thought and expression were encourhge Socialism in general is a system whenesses or workplaces are organized
democratically. (Please see works by Proudhon and others like Marx.) Haeehmcally Socialism includes any system where
employers pay their employees enough to buwgklihe general value of what they produce. As such, a Market Socialist system with
employerss also a branch of Socialism. | \gifl into more detail abow®ocialism witremployers in the article below.

| also use the term libertarian in the articl€he term libertarian has been used since the 1800s to describe a free society with a
Socialist economy. (1tOs meaning is different from the Libertarian Party.) It also distinguished between Marx and-titsvig top
government and Bakunin and his volant Libertarian Socialism. Marx and Bakunin often had discussions about their differences in
the International WorkingmanOs Association. For anyone interested in learning more about the views of Bakunin, Proudhon, Warre
etc. please seeww.anarchistfag.or§ am a contributor to the site. Main credit goes to McKay. The site has been regarded as Overy
comprehensiveO by Graham, etlatroduction to Political Ideol¢@@86) p 109; and as an exemplacefmmunity governance by
Reagle, OWhy the Internet is Good.O (1998))

So here is my article, and | hope you enjoy it.

'The exception being to an extent Henry Thoreau and his influences and friends and others due to their knowledge and views of life outside civilization.
Modern people who are continuing a similar line of thought but wish to live free from civilization include the excellent writers such as Fredy Perlman and
John Zerzan.

Ol found | cow exchange my labor for place him squarely in line with the cardinal doctrine
theirsE| borrowed twenty six dollars to commenceof all other schools of modern socialism. He
my business with, and paid all that and hadtthi believed that labor was robbed through rent,
dollars left. | now have a house and IotEl feel nowinterest, and profitE® His aim, Bailie states, was
that 1| am a whole individualE,© wrote EG the same as socialists who preferred @&goéree
Cubberley, a resident of Utopia. Utopia was d&rom unearned incomé. The views that Warren
successful voluntary market socialist communityeld are essentially the analysis of Capitalism that
based on the principles of Josiah Waren.other major socialists such as Marx and Proudhon
WarrenOs views wea form of a labor theory of held8 According to WarrenOs labor theory of value,
value and operated free from profit, interest, anénd also according to the labor theory ofueabf
rent* in a community of free individuals that couldMarx and Proudhon, profit exists only through
live as they wished on a voluntary bdsit around  Capitalism.** Capitalism is a market system where
1850 WarrenOs theories were put to the test onemployers pay their employees a wage less than the
tract of land a milérom the site of the Claremont general value of what they produteThe money
Phalanx on the bank of the Ohio Rivér. the employer keeps that would have been the

This tract of land was to be the future villageemployees® the employees were paid enough to
known as Trialville or Utopia, and it operated onbuy back what they created is the profit. Therefore
voluntary market socialist terrisOThe outcome of market socialism is a system of self employed
WarrenOs theory of valueEO staBailie OEwas to individuals, democratic businesses, and employers
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that pay their employees enough to buy back theork. Four families became the original core of the
general value they pduce!® The extra money town. By exchanging labor, they built satisfactory
they make from their businesses would bbhomes. At a later point, nearly two dozen fagsili
considered income rather then profit. Theoccupied the site in their own houses in the
residents of Utopia, following WarrenOs labor theompluntary village, while also having successfully
of value, based the value tfieir products on how built stores and small mills to support and upgrade
much labor went into producing a good. 1@ovas all the professional trades in their communty.
adopted as a medium of exchange at a rate of 20et profit and rent are not the only way to make
pounds to the hour as an alternative to actualinearnel income according to the views held by
labor1! Other products were used for the mediumWarren and the other major socialists.

of exchange depending on the state of the Utopia operated by a voluntary system of a
community economy, technical learning, andabor theory of value in a free community. Interest
machine productiord2 Prices of individual goods beyond expenses is considered a form of unearned
included wheat at six hours to the bushel, milk ahcome in MarxOs and Proudhorddsl, therefore

ten minutes per quart, eggs at twenty minutes paiarrenQOs, labor theory of val@eAn example of
dozen, shoes varied between three and nine hourderest operating only as the cost of covering
depending on quality, efé. The value and prices expenses in WarrenOs system can be observed in an
were expected to change aepling on new account between a store keeper using WarrenOs
production methods that were introduced. Themethods and a borrower. A stranger had borrdwe
economy of Utopia worked, noted Martin, and itthirteen dollars from the store keeper. OThe money
was illuminating4 The success of Utopia alsowas leni the note and security takefOIn two

included being free of rent weeks the stranger returned laying down thirteen
dollars. The stranger noted the borrowing of the
money saved him and his family from so much loss
and dstress and he wanted to compensate the
keeper in proportion to the benefits he received. O |
am ready to pay you any premium you choose to
ask.O The stranger paid ten cents to cover the cost
of interest expense since it took around ten minutes

I"'NDIVI DUALIS T of actualwork for the lender to lend and receive the
: money?! This principle of paying interest only for
In Utopia, people owned only the land theythe cost of expenses, was the principle that was
lived upon. Land ownershippy landlords that carried out in Utopi2 The views of Warren and

receive pay from tenants is considered NS his theory of a free market socialist society
with Marx and Proudhon, Warren considered rentcontinued to besuccessful, long after Warren Réft.

a form of unearned incomé. For this reason, each The village of Utopia was a libertarian Market

member of the village owned up to two lots at mos§ocialist society that worked when applied in
The system of ownership was set uphgorights of practice. Warren later visited the village and he
each person and their land in the community wereagdiated with optimism. Olt is not the display that
respected. Differences of opinion, the responsibilitye [ittle group obuildings makes to the eyeEbut

of every individual and how each individual Usedmowing the means by which theseEhave been
their own individual land were encouraged,acquired, and seeing that there the subject of Equity
particularly with the mature members of thenas had eight years and six months deep study and
villagel” In this way, indivi.duals were able to bU”dpracticaI trial, and that from the beginningE the
and own houses and businesses through their ow(ipject had lost nothing witthose who first took
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hold of itEbut had gainedEfrom year to yearE@ ecaomic system which relies on markets. -Gapgitalist

As Martin notes. the viIIage based on the |ab0¢]=,conomies also had markethere producers could sell excess
’ supplies of agricultural goods or handicrafts, and where exotic

exchange was W'thOUt_ a dOL!bt an OutStand'nlgommodities (like spices or fabrics) fromofrands could be
example of decentralist social and economigurchased.Most forms of socialism also rely heavily on markets
principles in actual operating situatictis. And to distribute end products and even, in some cases, to organize

unlike Marx and his big government way Ofinvestment and production. So markets are not unique to
italism, and there is nothing inherently capitalist about a

o ~ -~ al
socialism, WarrenOs mar_kEt socialism was I&é’rket.é Stanfordjm. Economics for Everyone: A Short Guide to th
ProudhonOs market socialism, based on voluntagenomics of Capitali#mn Arbor, MI: Pluto Press, 2008) p 36

and therefore libertarian views. Utopia was OEa Sometimes individuals, even scholars, mistake Warren as a

; ; A Capitalist because he supported markets. And as radical
community without a formal government; it alsoCapitalist Rothbard nted, OWe must therefore conclude that we

persevered without ther‘ﬂsencle of a patnarch and are not anarchists, and that those who call us anarchists are not
escaped the general fate which fell to those whos firm etymological ground, and are being completely

fortunes were inextricably interwoven with those ofinhistoricalEO  Rothbard, Murray N.  OAre Libertarians

; & OAnarchists®?0 Ludwig von Mises tastorint 2008 (original
a dominant leader® Yet there was order. As 4 1id-19500s in the unpublished article OFaith and FreedomO

result, meetings by viIIagers te_nded to be for leisuﬁﬁder the name Aubrey Herbert)) Rothbard is using the term
only. OWe have hadfaw meetings, but they were OLibertarian® differently then | use it and how it is used in this

for friendly conversation, for music, dancing orarticle.

; ; =A | am using the term Libertarian déswas used in 1858 in New
some other social and pleasant pastiméeO York by French Anarchist Joseph DZjacque, has been used since,

Utop|§1, like many Commun't'es _W|th alltemat'veto mean a free society with equality of opportunity. Also please
theories, was tested for its practicality in the reake: McKay, lain.An Anarchist FAQDakland: AK Press, 2008)
world. It was proven that WarrenGdeas of The FAQ has been regarded as OEveymprehensiveEO in

indivi ; raham, Paul & Hoffman, Johnintroduction to Political Ideologies
individual freedom, his labor theory of value and %J_ondon: Pearson/Longman, 2006) p 109; and as an Oexemplar

libertarian market socialist society free from profitys the principlesE® of community governance by Harvard
interest, and rent was applicable in a reafesident fellow Joseph Reagle My the Internat Good:
economy.*** Community Governance That Works @alnbridge, MA:
Berkman Center for Internet and Society at Harvard University,
1998) .

As Martin notes, all the Individualists preferred to live free
from profit. Martin. Men Against the Stéite70) p 209
**\WarrenOs views were later modified by Greene, who
suggested a Mutual Bank and currency based on a commodity
standard of value, but also allowing for the monetization of all
durable wealth. These views were to work with the more
advanced industriabfms of society.

In an industrial society where wealth can be made in very
large amounts, it might be helpful if followers of WarrenOs
economic theory adopt a community controlled organization to
regulate large companies and their wealth in order to exrev
2 market power. Market power can come about as over time a
———— successful company becomes very wealthy, therefore being able

T — to afford new machinery and hire many employees. Smaller
businesses may not be able to compete with the large company
with its maclnery and products. Most people would not be able
to enter into the market to compete with the large company, and
*A socialist community can exist with landlords. It is calledherefore believe they have no choice but to work for the large
Feudal Socialism. Please see Section 3, part 1 A The company. Most people would therefore not have equality of
Communist Manifegtéarx. opportunity as thg must always work for someone else
**Capitalism is only one type of market system. There are othdpvoluntarily, hence would appear not to be free (i.e., work or
types of market systems. (e.g., Market Socialism) As th&@rve).
economist Stanford notes: OBut capitalism is not the only The large successful company would also gain control over
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the local market as no one else would believe they could compete
with them. The large aopany would then be able to generally , . .

set prices they would want on the market because of lack of mgé{l_amn’ Men Against the State 59
competition and therefore hold market power. Proudhon had albid, p 63

solution to this through regulation of the market by the locaflbid, p 61

communities. Please see RitbanO®rinciple of Federatids  “lbid, p 58

Proudhon notes below, OThe advocates of mutualism are abid,pjg

familiar as anyone with the laws of supply and demand and th@Bailie, Josiah Warrenp 111

will be careful not to infringe them. Detailed and frequentlwlbid pl12

reviewed statistics, precise informmatabout needs and living g ’ . w
standards, an honest breakdown of cost prices, the foreseeingwr)_(’ Capital, Volume.;].p 676. Marx.states. The

all eventualities, the fixing after amicable discussion of working day of 12 hours is represented in a monetary
maximum and minimum profit margin, taking into account the value of, for example, 6 shillings. There are two

risks involved, the organization of reguigtisocieties: these alternatives. Either equivalents are exchanged, and then
things, roughly speaking, constitute all the measures by meansigé worker receives 6 shillings for 12 hours of labour; the
which they hope to regulate the market.O Edwards, Stewagtice of his labour would be equal to the price of his
(Editor). Selected Writings -6f Froudhon (Garden City, New product. In that case he produces no surplus-value for the

York: Anchor Books, 1969) p 70. buyer of his labour, the 6 shillings are not transformed in

Bibliography: to capital, and the basis of capitalist production

Bailie, William. Josiah WarreriBrooklyn, New York: Herbert C vanishes.” Also iee Proudhon, What is Prqperty"?; 129.
Roseman,1971) Proudhon states: “...that the producer may live, his
Martin, James JMen Against the StéBolorado Springs: Ralph Wages must repurchase his product.”

Myles Publisher, 1970) Please see footnote 9.

Marx, Karl. Capital Vol.1(England: Penguin Classics (reprint),'°Please see Warren, Josiah. True Civilization (Boston,
1990) 1863); Marx, Karl. Capital Volume 1p 931; and

Marx, Karl. Capital Vol.3(England: Penguin Classics (reprim)'Proudhon, General Idea of the Revolution in the

1991) ;
Proudhon, Pierreloseph. General Idea of the Revolution inh“nj;zle]nmecr:‘e:;;ﬁgtﬁi’ég’t@ 61

Nineteenth Cent{dew York: Cosmo Classics, 2007) 2
Proudhon, PierreJoseph. What is Property®ew York: Cosmo Ibid, p 62

Classics, 200 - “lbid, p 62
I SUPPOSE IF PEOPLE THOUGHT . \bid, p 62
ABOUT REAL ISSUES AND NEEDS 15Ple_alse see: Martin, Men Against t_he Statdarx,
INSTEAD OF MANUFACTURED Capital Vol 3 and Proudhon, What is Property?
DESIRES, THE ECONOMY WOULD '°Please see: Marx, Capital Vol 3 p 926; Proudhon, What
COLLAPSE AND WED HAVE | is Property?p 129; and Martin, Men Against the State
TOTAL ANARCHY . | Martin, Men Against the Statp 60
181bid, p 59
/ "Marx, Capital Vol 3 p 460; and Proudhon, What is
Property?p 129; and Warren, True Civilization Passage
260
> == DWarren, True Civilization Passage 260
G 2| bid.
“Please see: Martin, Men Against the State
21hid, p 65
%1bid, p 63
! lhid, p 63
== *Ibid, pp 60-61

YIbid, p 60
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Anarchism and Anarch&apitalism, Part 2

Cougter claim: Anarchist Socialists that
WonOt Allow Non-Socialist Anarchism Are
Betraying Their Own Principles

Jerome Tuccille, in his serautobiographical
history of his travels through 196®olitics It Usually
Begins With Ayn Raredounts an experience he had
when trying to forge an anéiuthoritarian Oledftight
alliance® between socialist anarchists and market
anarchists against the state:

Beginning somewhat apprehensively, |
emphasized the areas ofgraement
between freenarket anarchists and
anarchists of the LeftE

So far so good.

The great barrier between us, of course,
was the formulation of economic
principles, most especially the question of
property rights. Here you had to step a bit
more caréully.

OHey, man. What do you mean by free
market economics anyway?0 a voice called
out through a furry beard in the back of
the room.

OFree exchange of goods and ideas on an
open market place.O

OYou donOt mean that if some pig
wanted to own his own faary and hire
other people to work for him, he could get
away with that, do you, man?0

OThe only way you can stop private
ownership and the exchange of labor for
capital is by state coercion. If youOre
serious about anarchism you have to
accept the possity of all forms of
voluntary exchange whether you like them
or not.0

OLike, thatOs exploitation! How about
private property, man? You donOt believe
in private property, do you?0O

OThereOs no such thing as freedom
without a privateproperty system. TheDs
no way you can divide the earth equally
among all people if you wanted t0.0

OWe don®t wanta divide, man, we want
everybody to use anything he needs. The
earth belongs to everybody.O

OI1tOs impossible for everybody to use
everything in common. Unless oy
acknowledge the concept of individual
autonomy and individual ownership, there
can be no freedom, no privacy.O

OFuck privacy, man! We all gotta love
one another. | mean, like, weOre all
brothers, you know what | mean?0

OIf some people want privacyeyhhave
a right to it. You canOt force people to
share everything if they donOt want to, not
in a voluntary society. ThatOs not
anarchism, you need a dictatorship for
that.O

OYou canOt have some pig ripping off the
land from the people and let him get awa
with it. ThatOs exploitation, not freedom.
Some greedy fuckers are gonna have more
land and more money than others under
your system.O

OThe only way you can guarantee
complete economic equality is with a
dictatorship. If you destroy individual
initiative, youOll only be able to guarantee
equality at the lowest level. If you want to
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eliminate greed in a libertarian society,
youOll have to do it through educat®if
you try to outlaw it youOll have to create a
state all over again.OE

Now the Objectivst was on his feet.
Ol just want to know one thing. If we
were living in an anarchist society and you
people had your commune organized the
way you wanted it, what would you do
about private property owners who didnOt
threaten you in any way? Suppose ther
was a capitalist community five miles away
that left you alone and minded its own
busines would you ceexist with it or
would you try to suppress it?0
Perhaps it was a reaction against the
anarchocapitalist and his little
marketplace, perhaps thegally meant it;
| have no way of knowing for sure. But to
this question there was a universal outcry
from the class at large:
OweOd come in and kick the shit out of
you, man!O
OweOd beat your ass in!O
OweOd rip you off, baby! Just like that!O
Now, obviasly socialist anarchists would
probably be eager to see this as a parody or
strawman. They wouldnOt really Ocome in and ki
the shitO out of members of the capitalis
community, or private property owners that didnC
threaten the commune members, buidmOt join
either. But this leaves open the question of wha
precisely, socialist anarchists would do about then

anchorage anarchy #16
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want, to subject themselves to experiences or things
that others think are bad, wrong, or harmful to those
involved. Surely this means that if people want to
form hierarchical relationships, in which one person
is, for instance, the worker, and another is the boss,
then they should be allowed to. After all, self
ownership means that what a person does with
themselves should be up to them, so if they want to
put themselves in a position of subordination to
others, for whatever reason they choose, then
respecting their ownership of themselves would
mean not preventing them from doing this.

NOT ANARCHIST

The Sex Pistols
voting

You, relative to me

Government

Taking initiative

Your barber

That Pac-Man
from a few we.

Cop-baiting as a means of
resolving personal conflicts
The color black

Crust punks

Gr: nn(]m e Meat substitutes

Masturbation of various forms
Bill and Ted

Not confronting other
anarchists on their horseshit

100+ comments
Andy Richter
Free Radio Oly) mpnqs 5 fn

Outlandish behavior
Getting infiltrated
y ists

None of the above sl Goldinan

anarchist

How, absent a state, would socialist anarchists Socialist anarchists differentiate themselves from

prevent what Robert Nozick has called Ocapitaligiuthoritarian socialists, state socialists, by saying that
acts between consenting adultsO? they, unlike he statists, want Ovoluntary socialism.O
Likewise,with hierarchical relationships, in the But to say that socialism is voluntary is to say that it
firm or otherwise:how would you stop ?h&€m has been adopted in preference to some available
someone, as a selfvner, decides they want to bealternative, without fear of violation of oneOs rights
subjected to a hierarchical relationship, placed in gr aggression if not so adopted. But this further
position of subordination to another person, an@ntdls that if socialism is to be voluntary,
that other perso wants to subordinate the first, oralternatives to socialism must be available, at least as
hold his position in the hierarchy, thdow will you possibilities that people can engage in if they want,
stop thsSocialist anarchists may be quite right thadnd can justly obtain the means to create. So, unless
such relationships are, in some way, bad, or wrongiternatives or options to socialism are permitis
or harmful to those involvedEbut as anarchists,choices, voluntary socialism is impossible. Voluntary
surely trey think that people should be free, if theysocialismentails, then that voluntary nossocialism
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he wears his hair long or short, whether he

gets drunk every night or uses drugs or
stays cold sober, whether he believes in
l capitalism or voluntary communalisBiso
long as he doesnOt reach for aEgu a
. politicianEto compel others to live as he

thinks they should. As long as men mind
should be an available or permitted alternative. This their own business and donOt initiate force
means that if people are not permitted to engage in against their fellow men, no oneOs life is a
. N o threat to anyone else.

what Nozick called Ocapitalist tac between .

) - tAnd Jerome Tuccille wrote that,
consenting adults,O then they are unable to o I _

I i | . d itali Specifically, a libeatrian society was one

voluntarily accept alternatives to Ocapitalist acts in which everyone would be free to choose
between consenting adults,O but are compelled to  his own life style: to own or not to own

accept these alternatives. Such -mafpitalist property; to work or not to work, for
arrangements would, therefore, be compulsory, not himself or for others; to trade freely in an
voluntary. Only, then, if capitalism is permitted, can open market place or not to trade at all; to
socialism be voluntary. This means that unless delineate clearly thedundaries of his own

anarchists permit capitalist arrangements, then they ~ autonomy and live privately, or to join in
cannot possibly beoluntargocialists. communes or cooperatives orl other
The anarchecapitalist economist Bryan Caplan Egrsr;;numtanan structures on a voluntary

wrote, '
Critics d anarchecapitalism sometimes
assume that communal or workewned
firms would be penalized or prohibited in
an anarchecapitalist society. It would be
more accurate to state that while
individuals would be free to voluntarily
form communitarian organizans, the
anarchocapitalist simply doubts that they
would be widespread or prevalent.
However, in theory an Oanarcho
capitalistO society might be filled with
nothing but communes or workewned
firms, so long as these associations were
formed voluntarily(i.e., individuals joined
voluntarily and capital was obtained with
the consent of the owners) and individuals
retained the right to exit and set up
corporations or other profitnaking,
individualistic firms.

Likewise, in their anarchoapitalist classidhe So, anarchecapitalists and libertarian capitalists
Market for Libertynda and Morris Tannehill wrote, 5. not particularly, qua  anarche
AstIng asl a mgn_ ‘f:oeS':Ot |rr]1_|t|rz:1tre] fort::e, the  capitalists/libertaian capitalists, opposed to people
zfgjrsguoeajoi%t 'goirterzlsﬂ‘:\é Ifcr:ee 2hcoi(?gs§rs forming cooperatives or communes. After all, they
threaten the goals of anyone else. It doesnOt both strongly believe 'n_ property rights, which
matter whether a mm goes to church means that they clearly think that nobody should be

every day or advocates atheism, whether prevented from using their property, or that of
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e idea that workers are entitled to the products of their

/ \ labour would surely entail that if somebody takes

J \ that product without a workerQsermission an

\ injustice occurs. This plainly entails that socialists
should either deny that workers are entitled to the
products of their labour, or that they are entitled to

J; exclusively hold them, and refuse access to them by

people who might need or wathem. More on this

later.

A crucial issue is land ownership. But even here,
surely, socialist anarchists are inconsistent. After all,
they strongly, or so they say, believe in
decentralization. Under anarchist communism, for
instance, the nation state wld be replaced by a
network of voluntarily federated, voluntarily formed,
consenting others, ot start cooperatives or communes. But decentralization is just another way

communes, or making their property freelyof saying that people X and not people Y should be
available, according to need, to whomever shou@ble to make decisions regarding something. It
want it. If | want to leave my house open so thaf€ans that only people in a pattlar commune
whomever may want to may enter and find a p|ac§hould be able to decide what is done ywth that
to stay (or do anything in it), then liberians and communeOs land, and that people in other
anarchocapitalists would surely defend my right to“ommunes are not entitled to have any say over it. If
do so. In other words, then, people under #omebody from commune A wanted land in
libertarian or anarchaapitalist system of securecommune B to be used in a particular way, then
property rights would be able to live as socialists. BWhether it vill be or not would be the decision of the
would people under socialism be able iige las Members of commune B, not that person in

dLet it go! Then move on and up!
/* It's a burden you don't need.

libertarian capitalists? commune A.

The objection, of course, will come that not only[ se yes twe ace faall, {No. v, whered a4
do private property rights allow an owner of a anarchusts 1 | yes. qo?
resource to leave that resource open to use as 3| . ! Moo b

I resy ak, dnarchnst

into chaos dnd outreach.
and more usually, allonhé owner toexcludeeople 3ison dnd bonbs| | yes! f
from that resource, and it is that aspect that sociali

\
anarchists object to. But what is it that people ar ‘ ) Prew
being excluded from? The first piece of property is E 4 e

when anybody should want to use it, but they alsg / S0 you tuiedfe ol 1
of

AR
9

aod s1F¥, yeah?

uol
person themselves, and libertarians believe ea -
person should beconsidered the full owner of So it seems plain that anarchist communists, at
themselves, which entails exclusive control &fast, believe in some people having a right to
themselves. Socialist anarchists surely do nekclusively own or control land. Now suppose that
disagree with that. The second thing that people angie chap in ommune A who wants land in
being excluded from is a product of labour. Thecommune B to be used in a certain way said, Oif you
third is some plot of land. Dsocialist anarchists guys put this land into my preferred usage, or let me
deny that some people should be excluded, hyo so, then | am willing to give you some of this
others, from things that are peopleOs products? Th@duct | have made, or provide this service to you.O
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The first questionis whether anarchist socialistswhich to sow crops. Exhausted, they retire to bed, to
think that this fellow should be able to offer higest before they sow their seed in the morning.
products in this manner (since his being able to makéowever, when they wake up, they discover that
this offer entails that he also has a right to refuse people from commune B have come along and
provide people with access to his product, andlanted crops in the field, different crops from those
therefore to eslusively control its use, regardless ahat people in A wanted. Now, have the people from
the need others have for it), and what they will do toommune B done something wrong? Should they
people in order to stop them doing so. The secondave asked permission? If so, then doesnOt that mear
question is whether this really basically means th#iat the field is the exclusive property of the people
commune B would be renting its land, or selling itof commune A? Perhaps the people from commune
to the chap in commune A? This would seem to b8 should gie some share of the crops to the people
the case to me, in which case we have the questiohA? But then, wouldnOt that be payment for use of
of what anarchist socialists propose to do tthe land? It would seem to me, then, that either
communes, or their members, to stop them makingocialist anarchists should accept property in land, or
these agreements, and how they would reconcile thie prepared for the possibility that people such as
prevention with  their commitment  to those é commune B should be allowed to come and
decentralization and the claim that how commundake land with impunity!
BOs land is used should be decided only by commune Inequality would surely also still exist. After all,
B, or its members? some communes will control better land than others,
and so get better produce from it. Likewise,
members of some communes may be heslttiian
members of others, meaning they may be better able
to produce, etc. This will mean that some people will
be richer than others. This again leads to the
question of what anarchist socialists plan to do about
this. Of course they could say, Owellhaic
communes will voluntarily give a share of their
wealth to poorer communes, to even out the
distribution so things are equal again.O But the same
answer could be given by anaretapitalists to the
fact that inequality will arise under their proposals:
People can voluntarily correct that inequality if they
want to. Neither anarcheapitalists or socialist
anarchists expect this to happen (anarchpitalists

. expect charitable giving to be high, but the point of
Anarchistcorn chgrity is not tc? pr%duce eguality or rr)ecduc
inequality), so why would it happen under these

Or consider this: Groups of anarchist ) .
. . ._communist arrangementsEunless human nature
communists successfully achieve the revolutiof

|
abolishing the state, repilag centrally imposed somehow changes!

authority with local autonomy for voluntary _
1 http://economics.gmu.edu/bcaplan/anarfaq.htm#part10

Communes' Everything people prOdl,Jce is pOOIBd_ annehill, Linda and MorrisThe Market for LibefBan
their local commune, and made available accordingrancisco, CA: Fox and Wilkes), pp 10

to need. Now the people of commune A work hard Jerome Tucille, It Usually Begins with Ayn Reamd Francisco,
to clear a plot of wasteland and make adfigi CA: Foxand Wilkes), p 17

©Archie McPhee
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An excerpt from

Anarchist Individualism as Life amctivity

by E Armand (1907)

To say that the anarchist movement embracesolour, the anarchist enters it purelg a member
several tendencies is not to put forward anythingf a particular trade, in the hope of obtaining by
new; it would be surprising if it were otherwisecollective action an improvement in his ownBlot
Non-political, outside of parties, this movementbut he will see nothing anarchistic in gaining a
owes its existence solely to the individuakage increase, or a reduction of working hours.
personalities of which it is composed. Since thefdom an economic point of view, under present
is noa prioranarchist programme, since there areconditions, each anarchist does what he thinks best
only anarchists, it follows that each one of thosler himselfone by working for a boss, another by
who call themselves archists hashis own acting outside the law; one benefits from the
conception of anarchismfEo ask that all advantages obtained by association, another by
anarchists should have similar views on anarchisparticipating in a Ofree milieu®t another by
is to ask the impossible. Hence a wealth dcfatisfying I needs as an artisan. None of these
diverging conceptions is to be found among them.ways of getting by are more OOanarchistO than the

E[W] hoever denies that the intervention ofotherdthey are makeshifts, sometimes OevasionsO,
government is necessary for human relationshipsngither more nor less.
an anarchist. E

But this definition would have only a negative ~ The anarchist denies authority because he
value did it not possess, as a practical complemekfiows he can live without it. He is guided by the
a conscious attempo live outside this domination Play of agreements freely entered into with his
and servility which are incompatible with thecomrades, never trampling on the liberty of any of
anarchist conception. An anarchist, therefore, ig1em in order that none may trample on his.
an individual who, whether he has been brought to E

it by a process of reasoning or by sentiment, live Anarchists no more want to be masters than
to the greatest possiblextent in a state of they yvant .to be servafkhey no more want to
legitimate  defence  against  authoritarian® <€'¢!S€ violence thato submit to it. They
encroachments. From this it follows that anarchis?tXpose' they propose, but they do not impose.
individualisnN the tendency which we believe hey aré pioneers, attach.ed to no party, hon
contains the most profound rémdtion of the conformists, standing outside herd morality and
anarchist ideBl is not meely a philosophical gonventlor)aDgoodO and Oeiiligsocial.O  a
OspeciesO apart, one might say. They gorihyrwa

doctrineN it is anattitudean individualway of life . X ) ,
E stumbling, sometimes  falling, sometimes

His relationships with his comrades are basefiumphant, sometimes vanquished. But they do
on reciprocity, on mutua”sm, Ooomradesh'qnd go forWar’d, and by ||V|ng for themselves, these
take numerous forms, all voluntary: freeO€goists,O they dig the furrow, they open the
agreements of every type and in all spheres; respégach through which will pass those who deny
for the p|edgeword and the Carrying out of arChism,the Unique on&gho will succeed them.
promises and engagements freely consented to. It b3
is in this fashion that the individualist of our kind -

practicesmutual aid in his species 2 \ ] '{‘?fw:l I\Y
: }j gl =1
If he joins a trades union regardless of its BE W g_—.—zg._I E




