
V o l U n t r y  s l a v e r y
Vo lun t , t r y  S l a v e r y  B Y  Wa l t e r  B l o c k

There i s . p e r h a p s  n o t h i r v :  more c o n t r a r y  t o  t h e  f r e e  m a r k e t  t h a n
t h a t ' d y  i n ,  d a y  o u t  e.,:erCize o f  i n i t i a t o r y  v i o l e n c e :  s l a v e r y .
Even murder  i s  o n l y  a. once and  f o r  a l l  a g g r e s s i v e  a c t ;  t h e  s l a v e
s u f f e r s  a  l i f e t i m e .  I  s h a l l  show,  h o w e v e r,  t h a t  w i t h o u t  t h e  e n -
forcecient  o f  one  t y p e  o f  s l a v e r y ,  v o l u n t a r y  s l a v e r y ,  t h e  f r e e
market w i l l  b e  s t r i p p e d   of a  most  b a s i c  t e n e t - t h a t  each  i n d i v i d -
uA. h a s  a  p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y -  r i t  i l  h i s  own pe rLon . .
Consider t h e  case  o f  Mr  A  who ' can  save' h i s  w i f e ' s  l i f e  o n l y  b y
pay ing  $1  m i l l i o n  f o r  a n  o p e r a t i o n .  i . e  does  n o t  have  t h e  money i t ho .
The o n l y  way h e  c a n  g e t  i t  i s  b y  s e l l i n g  h i m s e l f  i n t o  s l a v e r y
to M r  B  who i s  w i l l i n g '  t o  p a y  $ 1  l i l l i o n H f o r  h r  A ' s  ens lavement .
h r  A i - v a l u i n g  h i t  w i f e '  l i f e  more t h a n  h i t '  own' freedom, a r e e s .
He r e c i e v e s  t h e  money,  t u r n s  i t  o v e r  t o  t h e  d o c t o r , ,  and
v o l u n t a r i l y  s i n s  h i m s e l f  i n t o  s l a v e r y .  h r  A ,  howeve r,  ' s o o n ' t i r e s
o f  t h e  d r u d g e r y  o f  s l a v e r y ,  a n d r u n s  away.
Should t h e  en fo rcemen t  agency1 t r y , t o . c a t c h . E r 2 A  A n d ' r e t u r n  h i m
to M r  B? I  g i v e  a n  unequ ivoca l .  " Ye s "  ' i n  answer.  Fo r '  A ,  i s
runn ing  away w i t h  ( s t e a l i n g )  a  v a l u a b l e  p i e c e  o f  B ' d : P r o - l e r t y -
A , h i o s e l f .  T h e  en fo rcemen t  agency  s h o u l d  s t o p  t h i b  t h e f t  and
r e t u r n  B ' s . p r o p e r t y  t o  h i m  j u s t .  as t h e y  wou ld  r e t u r n  acly o t h e r
pieee o f  p r o e r t y  s t o l e n  f r o m  B .  P e o p l e  c a n  e i t h e r  t r a n s a c t  w i t h
each o t h e r  b y  f o r c e  o r  b y  v o l u n t a r y  a g r e e m e n t - c o n t m c t . : j f  c o n t r a c t s
are n o t .  en fo rced ,  t h e y  w i l l  n o t  .be e n t e r e d  i n t o , ; -and we w i l l  have
to r e l y  o n  f o r c e .  I f  i t  were  known t h a t  ; U p  v o l u n t a r y - s l a v e
c o n t r a c t  wou ld  n o t  have  been  e n f o r c e d , '  A wou ld  n o t  have  been
able t o  s a v e  h i s  w i f e ' s  l i f e  b y  h o n e s t  c o n t r a c t u a l  means because
B wou ld  n o t  h a v e a H r e e d . t o p a r t  W i t h . t h e •  31 m i l l i o n .
There a r e `  l i b e r t a r i a n s  Who axoct isposed.  t o  .argUe t h i s ,  ; j o i n t .  P r o f .
h u r r a y  N. '  Rothbard  i s  s o  d i spoSed .  He  h o l d s  t h a t  c o n t r a c t s  c a l l i n g
f o r  v o l u n t a r y.  s l a v e r y  w o u l d n o t  b e  e n f o r d e a b l e  i n  ,a f r e e  m a r k e t .
On page 1 4 2  o f  h i s  "han,Economy,  a n d S t a t e "  h e - g i v e s  t w o  a rguments .
F i r s t ,  t h e  " c h a n g i n g  o n e ' s  mind  argument :

"A man may n o t  a g r e e  t o  permanent  bondage b y  c o n t r a c t - -
i n g  t o -work  f o r  a n o t h e r -man f o r  t h e  r e s t .  o f  h i s  l i f e . :
He. m i g h t  change h i s  m ind  a t  ,a l a t e r  d s t e , a n d  t h e n , h e :
c a n o t , : i n  a  f r e e  m a r k e t ,  b e  'compel led t o  c o n t i n u e
work ing  t h e r e a f t e r . "

I f  a  mere change o f  ; A n d  ( a  whim) w o r e  enough t o  o v e r r i d e  a l l  c o n -
t r a c t s ,  t h e  f r e e  m a r k e t  wou ld  b e  u n t e n a b l e .  k )  t r a d e s  wou ld  be  " f o r
keeps" because i f  t h e  v a l u e  o f  someth ing  s o l d  wen t  u p ,  t h e  s e l l e r
could a l w a y s  c; lange h i s  in ind and  d e a n d  t h e  t h i n a b n c k .   I t   i s  h a r d

Be
1Whoever t h i s  m a y t - c a l l  i t  t h e  f o r c e s  o f  j u s t i c e  i f  y o u  w i l l . ,
2h y : : ) o s i t i o n  o f  f a v o r i n g , t h e  r e t u r n  o f  r u n -away v o l u n t a r y  s l a v e s
to t h e i r  r i g h t f u l  owners  'should  n o t  b e  con fused  w i t h  a  p o s i t i o n
f a v o r i n g  t h e  r e t u r n  o f  c a p t u r e d  o r  non - c o n t r a c t u a l  s l a v e s  t o
t n e i r  " u n r i 6 h t f u l " , m a s t e r s .  F o r  example ,  i t  i s  p e r f e c t l y  c o n s i s -
t a n t  w i t h  fay v o l u n t a r y  s l a v e r y  p o s i t i o n ,  to .7,)?1,,,u0 t h e  underground
r a i l v y  o f  p r e - c i v i l  w a r -  t imes f o r  i t s  hercbic e f f o r t s  t o  r e s c u e
u n j u s t l y  e n s l a v e d  p e o p l e .
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