may be exercising legal authority over the
productive activities and incomes of others—
up to and including complete slavery. That
seems to me an unfortunate concept of free-
dom. But such has always been the popular
concept and still 1s.

Unrestrained Freedom

Whaen 1 speak of freedom, I mean a condi-
tion of mutual non-molestation, with no per-
son molesting any other person. Under that
concept, 1 fully endorse “unrestrained free-
dom’’—a society based on the idea that no
one has the right to molest anyone else; a
society wherein everyone 1s legally forbidden
to molest anyone else.

Now, I am aware that many millions of
persons within our society do not share my
faith in the principle of mutual non-molesta-
tion. And there seems little likelihood that
the various types and degrees of molestation
which now exist will disappear over night.
But regardless of what others say or do, it is
obvious that those of us who believe in mu-
tual non-molestation must take the first and
necessary step toward i1t by personally follow-
ing the 1deal of no molestation against others.
There 1s no other way for freedom to begin
except through its practice by individuals

who understand what 1t 1s.

8

When Hitler spoke of freedom, he merely
meant a condition 1n which no one molested
him. His concept actually required that some
of the German people molest others of the
German people. The only condition that free-
dom described to Hitler was one wherein he
could do as he pleased. To him, freedom was
strictly a one-way street.

A Universal Idea

Y ou sHOULDN’T be surprised at Hitler’s con-
cept of freedom. He didn’t invent 1t and he
had no monopoly upon it. It was, and 1s, held
almost universally. As stated above, our
Forefathers fought and died for freedom. And
they were sincere about 1t. Yet, they did this
while they themselves continued to violate
freedom by controlling the productive activi-
ties and 1incomes of other persons.

The vast majority of our current state and
federal officials believe sincerely in what they
understand as freedom. Yet, so far as I know,
few if any of them fully accept the 1dea of
freedom as a reciprocal relationship of non-
molestation among persons. On the contrary,
most of them look upon freedom as a cond:-
tion wherein some persons are obligated to
molest other persons. The candidates of all
political parties in our last elections said they
believed sincerely in freedom. Yet almost all
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