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A HThere igeperhane nothinl morae contrary to the free market thanv
#l.1. that dey in, day oub exercize of initistory violence:' slavery. :
Even murder is only a once and for all apgrestive acty the slave .
suffers a lifetime: I shall show, however, that without the en-

. forcenent of one type of islavery,; voluntary slavery, thé free
{4, mnarket will be stripped of a 108t basic¢ tenet-that each 1nd1v1d-

' u‘l has a private prooerty rlflt i1 nis own perkon. i
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. Consider the case of Mr A wno ‘can save his wife's life only by 3
) ! paying $1 million for an operation. He does not have the money;tho.
o 4 The only way he can bet it ic by selling hinself into slavery .
% St to Mr B who'is willing ¥ to vay $1 hillion for Mr A's enslavement, |
T e N Ay valuing hig wife's life nore than his own freedom; arrees.
B He recieves the money, turns it over to the uoctor,'and‘thén ' ,
- b [";./voluntarlly sizne himself into slavery. hir A, however, goon’ ‘tires
» iof \the drudbery of slavery, andruns away. a0 '
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" Should the enforcement: agency1 try to- catch hr A and return h1m
¢ | 41 to Mr B? I give an unequivocal "Yes" in answer? For’ A is really |
‘,@";‘Wﬁqi_runninﬁ away with'(stealing) & valuable piece of B'S hroserty=- '
i ° A,hincelf. The enforcement agency shovld stop this theft and
.return B's property to him just as they would return any other
- pieee of property stolen from B. Peonle can either traneact vith

are not. enforced, they will not be entered 1nto, and we will have |
iyt to rely on forces If it were known that tne voluntary slave

. ' ' . contract would not have been enforced, A would not have' been

{0 2 able to save his wife's 1life by hones t contractual means because
(. B would not heve-a reed. to nart with the $1 nillion. -

§ &0 el rThere are llbertarlans wno are disposed to argue thig noint. Prof.
MRTATE L Murray N.' Rothbard is soldisposed. He holds that ‘contracts calling
. for voluntary. slavery would not be enforceable in a' free market.
¢ On page 142 of his "Man,Econony, and State" he F1ves two arpuments.
Flrut, the "changing one'e mind argument: ; ] :
4 - "A man may not ‘agree to permanent bondave by. contract—v»~w“
, yis .+ ing to work for another man for the rest of his Yifeau
spo 7w . He mipht change:his nind at.a later date, and then.he. . . .. j.
fy 0 vl carnob, in a/free'market, ‘be compelled to contlnue o
i working thereetter." ¥ » i
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‘@il{ 1f u'mcre change’ ofxmlnd (a whlm) wore enouph to overrlde all con= |
v tractve, the free market’ ‘would be untenable: o trades would be "for
rif:»keeoe" becau‘e A% 8 the value of soretnlnp sold went up, the neller

1Whoever thlo'nay/—call 1t the forces of . Juotlce if you w1ll..

2My soeition of favorlng the return of run-avay voluntary slaves
) to their rightful owners ‘should not be confused with a position
4y favoring the return of captured or non-contrwctuol glaves to
' their "unrightful®.musters. For exsmple, it is perfectly conesis-
4o tantiwith ay voluatary!slavery noeition,to ajplsud the underground
s railwey of pre-civil war . times for ltu herolc efforts to rescue
unJhStly eneleved peooleu ~ T 5

?] h ~ei? each other by force or by’ voluntary agreement-contract. If contracts!|
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