THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE

Thomas Jefferson

@erhaps the most eloquent and the most influential picce of libertarian
writing in history is the Declaration of Independence, written by
Thomas Jefferson (1743—-1826), adopted by the Continental Congress on July 2,
1776, and publicly presented on July 4. The key philosophical section is the sec-
ond paragraph, which concisely sums up John Locke’s theories of individual
rights and government: that people have natural rights, that the purpose of gov-
ernment is to protect those rights, and that if government exceeds its proper pur-
pose, people have the right “to alter or abolish it.” A key feature of Jefferson's
argument is his insiscence of malienable rights. These are rights chac cannot be
transferred. We cannot “agree” to transfer all of our rights to the sovereign; here
Jefferson struck at the very root of absolutist and tyrannical government. Echoes
of Locke's phrasing can be seen in the Declaracion, though Jefferson said that he
“turned to neither book nor pamphlet in writing it.” The most significant change
made by the Congress in Jefferson’s draft was to eliminace his passionate con-
demnation of George III for the slave trade. The specific indicements of George
1II's policies have been omitted from this selection.

D

WHEN IN THE Course of human events, it becomes necessary for one people to
dissolve the political bonds which have connected them with another, and to as-
sume among the Powers of the earth, the separate and equal station to which the
Laws of Nature and of Narture's God entitle them, a decent respect to the opin-
ions of mankind requires that they should declare the causes which impel them to
the separation.

We hald these truths to be self-evidene, thar all men are created equal, that they
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Life, Liberry, and the pursuic of Happiness. That to secure these rights, Govern-
ments are instituted among Men, deriving theis just powers from the consent of the
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ends, it is the Right of the People to aler or abalish ir, and to institure new Gov-
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fioerm, s 1o them shall seem mose Bkely to effect ther Safety and Happines, Pro-
dence, indeeil, will dicraze thar Gewernments long established should not be
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that mankind are more disposed to suffee, while cvils are sufferable, than to right
themselves by abolishing the forms to which they are accustomed. But when along
train of abuses and wsurpations, pursaing invariably the same Object evinoes a de-
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cheow off such Government, and to provide new Guards for thesr futare secutitg.—
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sity which coastrins them to aler cheir formes Systems of Government. The
history of the presenc King of Britain i& o history of pepeated injuries and usarps-
tians, all having in direce object the eszablishment of an absolute Tyeanny over these
States. To prove this, let Faces be submiteed to a candid world. . ...
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humble terms: Our repeated Petitions have been answered only by repeared in-
jury. A Prince, whose character is thus marked by every nce which may define a
Tyrant, is unfir to be the ruler of & free people.

Mor have We been wanting in attention to our British brechren. We have
warned them from time to time of artemipes by chesr legislsture ro exvend an un-
lmmlﬂejuﬂdmmmﬁhwemhﬂd:md’h:%:wnf
out emigration and sertdement here, We bave appealed o chesr garrve justice and
magnanimity, and we have conjured them by the ties of our common kindred o
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ity W muse, therefore, acquiesce in the necessity, which dencunces our scparation,
and hold thermn, & we hold the rest of mankind, Enemies in War, in Peace Friends.

Wi therefore, the Representatives of the United States of America in General
Congress, Assembled, appealing to the Supreme Judge af the warld for the recei-
tude of our inrentions, do, in the Mame, and by the anthority of the good People
of these Colonies, solemnly publish and declare, Thar these United Colonaes are,
and of Right oughe to be Free and Indepeadent Seates; thar they are Absolved
from all Allegiance 1o the British Crown, and that all political connection be-
tween them and the Stare of Girear Britain, s and cughr o be ronally disolved;
and that as Free and Independent States; they have full Power m levy War, con-
cude Peace, coneeace Alliances, eseablish Commerece, and to do all other Acts and
Things which Independent States may of right do. And for the support of this
Deecluragion, with a firm reliance on the Procection of Divine Providence, we mu-
tually pledge to each othes our Lives, our Fortunes, and our sacred Honor.



THE PLAYBOY INTERVIEW
WITH AYN RAND

Alvin Toffler

M\ Rand (1905-82) is one of the most influential and controversial
figures in the modern history of libertarianism. Born Alyssa Rosen-
baum in St. Petersburg, she fled Russia after the Bolshevik Revolution and came
to the United States. In her powerful novels The Fountainbead (1943) and Atk
Shrugged (1957) and in a steady series of nonfiction essays, she developed a phi-
losophy based on reason, egoism, and individual rights, which she called Objec-
tivism. Her novels sold in the millions and inspired in thousands of young people
a passionate commitment to those ideas. The political philosophy found in her
writings virtually defined libercarianism for a generation of readers—individual
rights, the morality of free markets, and a government limited to the protection
of rights through police, courts, and national defense. Yet she disclaimed any
connection with liberarianism, insisting that a political philosophy could not
stand on its own, without the mecaphysical, epistemological, and ethical founda-
tion that she outlined. Although she ateracted many people to libertarian ideas,
many libertarians were uncomfortable with her atheism, her uncompromising
egoism, and wha they saw as her peremprory manner and cule following. Rand's
differences with libertarianism are shared by her heirs, so we are unable to include
her major essays in this reader. Bue her ideas are clearly presented in this inter-
view from the March 1964 issue of Playbey. The interviewer was Alvin Toffler,
who went on to write Future Shock and other books.
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Interview repeinted by permission of Plapévy 2nd Alvin Todfler,
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FLAYBOY: Miss Band, your novels and essays, especially your controversial bese
seller, Anlas Shrugged, present a carefully engineered, internally consistent
world view. They are, in effecs, the expression of an all-encompaasing philo-
saphical system. What do you seek 1o sccomplish with this new philosophy

RAND: | seek to prowide men—or those who case fo think—with an integrazed,
consistent and racional view of [ife.

PLAYBOY: What are the basic premises of Objectivism? Where does it begin?

RAND: It begins wich the sxicon that existence cxists, which means thar an ob-
jective realiey exisrs independent of any perceiver or of the perceiver's emao-
o, feelngs, wishes, hopes or feans. Objectiviam holds that reason is man's
only means of perceiving reality and his only guide 1o action. By reason, |
mean the faculty which identifies and integrares che maresial provided by
RS SENEes.

PLAYBOY: In Atar Sbrugged your hero, John Galr, declares, *T swear-—<by my
life and my leve of it—rthae 1 will never live for the sake of anoeher man, nor
ask another man to live for mine,” How is this relared to your basic principles?

BAND: Galt's seaternent is o dramatized summation of the Objecrivist ethics.
Any system of ethics is based on and derived, implicitly or explicicly, from a
mataphysics. The ethic derived from che metaphysical base of Objectiviam
hilds that, since reason is man's basic ool of survival, rarionality is his highest
virtut. To use his mmd, to perceive realicy and o scr sccondingly, is man's
meoral imperative. The standard of value of the Objectivist ethics &: man’s
life—man's survival qua man—ar char which the narure of a rational being re-
quires for his proper survival. The Obgectivist ethics, in ciscnce, hold thas man
exists for bus own sake, thae the pursuir of his own happiness is his highess
maral purpose, cha: he muse noe sacrifice himsell to others. nor sacrifice orhers
£ harndedf. v is chis bae thar Gale's statement summanizes. . .

PLAYBOY: Woukl you be willing o die for your cause, and should your follow-
erd be willing 1o die for it? And for the truly nonsacrificial Objecrivise, is )
couse worth dying for?

RAND: The answer to this is made plain in my book. In Asler Sheagged | explain
thar a man has to live for, and when necessary, fighe for, his values—because
the whole process of living consises of the achievement of values. Man does rot
survive automatically. He must live like a rarional being and acoept nothing
bess. He cannae survive a3 a brate. Even the simplest value, such s food, has oo
be creared by man, has wo be planted, has ro be produced. The sarme i true of
his more interesting, more impartant achievernenrs. All valucs have w0 be
gained and kepr by man, and, if they are threarened, be has o be willing o
fight and die, if necessary, for his right to live like & rational being. You ask me,
would I be willing w die for Objectivism? | would. Bur what is mare impaor-
want, | am willing re e for it—which is much more difficult. . |

PLAYBOY: [ your early novel, Amthew, your proragonise declases, “It is my will
which chooses, and the choice of my will is the only edice | respect.” lan's ehis
anarchism? Is one's own desire or will the sy low one maste respect?
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RAND: Mot one'’s own will. This i, mose of less, 3 poetic expression made clear
by the eocal context of the story in Antbes. One's own rational judgment. You
see, | use the term free will in a tomally different sense from che one usually a-
rached to it. Free will consists of man's abiliry ro think of not ro chink. The sct
af thinking is man's primary sct of choice, A rational man will pever be guided
by desires or whims, anly by values based on his ratsonal judgment. That is the
only authority e can recognize. This does not mean ananchy, because, if 8 man
wants to live in a free, civilized society, he would, in reason, have to choose o
observe the laws, when those laws are objective, raconal and vabid. 1 have
witten sn article on this subject for The Dbpectivins Newsletter—on the need and
proper funcrion of a government.

PLAYBOY: Wihat, in yous view, is the proper funcrion of a governmenc?

RAND: Basically, there is seally only one proper function: the peotection of indi-
widual righes, Since rights can be violated only by physical force. and by cer-
tain derivasives of physical force, the proper funcrion of govemment i
protect men from ehose who initiste the use of physical force: from those who
are criminals. Force, in a free sociery, may be used only in reraliavion and onby
against those who initinte its use. This is the proper task of goverament: o
serve &5 & policeman who protects men from the use of farce.

PLAYBOY: If force may be used only in retaliarion agamst force, does the gov-
ernment have the right to wse foree to collece taxes, for example, or to drafe
soldiers?

RAND: In principle, | believe thar 1axation should be voluntary, like everything
clse. But how one would implement this is & very complex question. | can only
suggese certain methods, but | would st stcempr to insist on them as & defin-
itive answer. A government loctery, for instance, wsed in many couneries in Bue-
rope, is one good method of voluntary tacation. There are ohers. Texes should
be woluntary contribuitions for the proper governmental services which people
do need and eherefore would be and should be willing to pay for—as they pay
for insurance. Bur, of course, this is a problem for a distant furure, for the rime
when men will eseablish a fully free social system. It would be the b, sor the
first, reform mo sdvocare. As eo the draft, it s improper and unconstitutional,
[t ix a windagion of fundamenral rights, of a man's right to hes own life. No man
has the right to send another man to fight and die for his, the sender’s, couse.
A country has mo right to force men ineo involuntary servitude. Asmis shoubd
be serictly voluntary: and, as military suthorities will eell you, volunoeer
armics are the bese armies.

FLAYBOY: W har about other public needs? Do you consider the post office, for
example, 8 legitimare function of government?

RAND: Mow let's gee this seraighe. My position is fully consistens. Not only the
past oifice, bur streers, roads, and above all, schooks, should all be privarely
owned and privately ran. T advocate the scparation of state and coonamics,
The government should be concerned only with those issues which invalve the
wse of force, This means: the police, the armied services, and the law courts






