
We seek out a world without rulers and 
rules, where we can live freely without having 
to compete against each other. We seek out 

a movement of uncontrollable dreamers who 
don’t believe in authority for its own sake. We 
want freedom, nothing more and nothing less.
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This primer is the collective product of about 10 people’s work. 
There are pieces in this primer that contradict others. As an anarchist 
group, we don’t believe it is necessary for us to have the exact same 
ideas in order to work together. In fact, our disagreements can be some 
of the most rewarding discussions we have. Some of us are new to an-
archism, whereas some of us have been thinking about it for a while. 
Some of us don’t even call ourselvaes anarchists! However, we all value 
anarchist ideas as a way to live more freely.

If you like, disagree with , or want to discuss some of the ideas in 
here, get in touch! 

Our e-mail is CAROLINAUNCONTROLLABLES@GMAIL.COM

We have a tumblr at HTTP://UNCONTROLLABLESCHAPELHILL.TUMBLR.COM/
Most importantly, if you want to put some of these ideas into ac-

tion around UNC or Chapel Hill, we don’t care whether you call your-
self an anarchist or not. We seek out a world without rulers and rules, 
where we can live freely without having to compete against each oth-
er. We seek out a movement of uncontrollable dreamers who don’t 
believe in authority for its own sake. We want freedom, nothing more 
and nothing less.

No copyright 2013
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threatens force in order to achieve his aims. And though we 
may be forced to recognize the powers that may be in our 
given area, the anarchist should remember to recognize only 
what is minimally acceptable to that individual anarchist in 
order to live both independent of the law, and in as much 
harmony as possible with the law. 
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WHAT IS ANARCHY?
Monarchy is rule by one person, a king or queen. Patriarchy 
is the supremacy of men over women. An-archy is the ab-
sence of domination—freedom.

Most people inherently recognize that the state is the 
monopoly on the legitimate use of force. In other words, 
government is violence. Aside from government and media 
propaganda, one reason people think anarchy means chaos 
is they imagine that if the government were to disappear, 
suddenly there would be a decentralization of the violence 
by which it orders society. But just because the state organiz-
es society along lines of violence and power doesn’t mean we 
have to. Anarchists seek to replace rules and coercion with 
voluntary association and cooperation.

! ere are many di" erent societies—both envisioned and 
historic—that can be described as anarchies. Anarchists don’t 
all agree on how their “ideal world” would work. ! ere are 
at least as many kinds of anarchy as there are hierarchy. ! e 
same way di" erent kinds of hierarchical systems contradict 
each other (fascism, communism, democracy) there are dif-
ferent kinds of anarchy: anarcho-syndicalism, primitivism, 
communalism, and plenty more. But whereas hierarchy tends 
to be centralizing—governments are always competing to 
bring more people, land, and power under their control—an-
archies can coexist and # ourish in a decentralized way. 

Many kinds of anarchy are not referred to as such. For 
most of our history, humans have lived without govern-
ment or capitalism. Taoism, one of the oldest philosoph-
ical and religious traditions, emphasizes refusing to assert 
authority over other people or the earth. ! e Zapatistas, a 
revolutionary group of peasants in southern Mexico, collec-
tively control their own autonomous villages without pri-
vate property. Many indigenous societies around the world 
share signi$ cant traits with anarchism. Unlike Marxists, be-
cause there has been so much anarchy not referred to as an-
archism, anarchists don’t have a dogmatic ideology. Instead, 
anarchists try to learn from many di" erent liberation and 
anti-authoritarian struggles.
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Personally, one of the most anarchist groups I have been a part of was an 
“Adult Children of Alcoholics” self-help group. It was a 12-steps group, so 
there was some god-related stu" , but most members just shrugged that o" . 
! e group wasn’t “run” by anyone. Instead, folks volunteered to $ ll two dif-
ferent service positions—someone to facilitate, and someone to read our min-
imal list of group agreements. ! ere was a once-a-month “process meeting” 
where anyone could come and discuss our current agreements and how meet-
ings should adapt to our ever-changing membership, not that there was any 
criteria for membership. Everyone was adamant about rotating the service 
positions as much as possible. Rent for the space was covered by donations, 
but it was absolutely $ ne to show up and not pay. No, like really. ! ere wasn’t 
any social pressure. Even as an anarchist I almost could not believe that part.

For me, the most inspiring part about the group was how naturally peo-
ple resisted any impulse to centralize or turn somebody into a “leader.” Of-
ten, when I explain anarchism to people, they respond with something like, 
“well that sounds great, but you would have to have a really enlightened 
group of people to make it work.” At Adult Children of Alcoholics, we were 
a group of people with severe emotional and behavioral problems—not 
super enlightened sages. In spite of this, the best form of organization we 
found to take care of each other didn’t involve bureaucracy, leaders, or rules. 
If you had asked anyone else about anarchism, they would have responded 
with a blank stare.

Even if the label “anarchy” isn’t the most important part to being anar-
chist, there are good reasons why some people cling to the word. ! e lin-
guistic root of the word, meaning “no ruler,” guides us away from ideologies 
that promise freedom but deliver a fresh kind of oppression. For example, 
while “anarcho”-capitalists see anarchism as only the absence of the state, 
they ignore the domination of rich over poor. Also, even though communists 
see anarchy as a future goal, they seek to achieve it through some of the most 
authoritarian systems that have ever existed.  Whereas some supposed radicals 
focus on one kind of authority or oppression, anarchists have always fought 
against ALL authority.

Anarchists are people who believe in anarchy. By this de$ nition, it’s clear 
that anyone can be an anarchist. It doesn’t depend on what music you listen 
to, what you look like, or even how many anarchist books you have or haven’t 
read. All being an anarchist means is you stand against domination and coer-
cion. Anarchists believe in freedom in the fullest sense of the word. 
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WHY DON’T ANARCHISTS 
BELIEVE IN THE LAW? 

Anarchists, in an anarchistic society, cannot depend upon a 
“Law,” or universal standards that all must follow. Instead, it 
is up to each individual, predicated upon each community 
and subsequent family, to develop his or her own morality, 
and to follow it as if it were “! e Law.”

Under a state, however, the law cannot be ignored, how-
ever desirable that may be. But although it may not be wise 
to ignore it, it can still safely be sidelined. As an anarchist, it 
is important, if not central to our sense of justice and way of 
life, that we develop and hold our own morality. Even under 
a state, this can still be the case, and the law need not have 
any in# uence on this moral code. ! e only just consider-
ation that can be given to the law is from a consequentialist 
perspective, when having to weigh an option that may be in 
violation of a certain jurisdiction’s laws, in order to ensure 
our own well-being; just as it is not wrong for anarchists to 
adapt to an industrialist society by owning the products of 
industrialization, so too is it acceptable to cede to the laws 
of the state their coercive in# uence. 

On the other hand, the law most certainly was not writ-
ten by anything more than living, breathing human beings; 
the law could have been written by your neighbor! Moral 
value cannot be derived from following the law, that which 
another person has prescribed unto others, which may be 
(and in many statutes of the law, literally is) no more than 
that person’s own morality being imposed on you. Given 
that the moral authority of the law is only a certain group 
of other peoples’ moral beliefs, it can never be more morally 
imperative than that which has undergone careful consider-
ation and owes its moral grounding to the only entity that 
has control over our actions in the $ rst place: ourselves. 

In closing, anarchist morality and the law could be 
thought of as a simple Venn diagram, with individual mo-
rality as one circle, and ! e Law as the other. We need not 
assign it any more authority than we might a burglar who 
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encourage the overthrow or destruction of any such government 
by force or violence; or becomes or is a member of, or a!  liates 
with, any such society, group, or assembly of persons, knowing 
the purposes thereof—

Shall be " ned under this title or imprisoned not more than 
twenty years, or both, and shall be ineligible for employment by 
the United States or any department or agency thereof, for the 
" ve years next following his conviction.

! e Supreme Court case that deems these criminal 
statutes constitutional is Gitlow v. New York. ! is case 
was based o"  the charges in New York against Benjamin 
Gitlow who published a document called the “Left Wing 
Manifesto” in 1919. ! e case was reviewed on the grounds 
of whether the state law went against federal law, e.g. First 
Amendment freedoms. ! e majority opinion also based 
their ruling o"  of the “bad tendency” test and the “clear and 
present danger” test that had been developed in earlier cases 
concerning free speech. 

! ese laws are rarely enforced, however it is important 
to be aware of them when organizing and participating in 
activism. In 2012 several activists were arrested in Portland, 
Oregon. ! eir house was searched and anarchist literature 
was con$ scated as well as black clothes. In light of such 
police action the danger for anarchists is still fairly clear 
despite common notions that our era is supposedly one of 
extreme permissiveness. Anarchism is just as susceptible to 
surveillance as any other radical cause with the threat of vi-
olence. So while googling and reading the wikipedia page 
for anarchism may not result in a criminal conviction, it 
is important to recognize that anarchism is a targeted po-
litical philosophy. ! is should not in anyway dissuade one 
from engaging with anarchism, it just means re# ecting on 
the level of involvement one wants to have with the cause. 
 It is always possible to be an anarchist without engaging in 
the kind of action that would involve a criminal conviction. 
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IS ANARCHY CHAOS?

ISN’T IT HYPOCRITICAL 
FOR ANARCHISTS TO BE 
ORGANIZED, TO HAVE A 
GROUP?

It seems that the cultural portrayal of anarchy is that of cha-
os, with scenes of great disorder or social violence described 
as anarchic. Chaos is usually described as disorder and con-
fusion, which I don’t see as e" ects or principles of anarchy. 
Of course many may feel that in the absence of hierarchy 
these traits are totally bound to appear in society, but that 
doesn’t make them components of anarchy. Anarchy, as I 
understand it, isn’t random disorder once the power of the 
state is absent, but a system based on consensual power (if 
one can even call it power, which would be a stretch). Chaos 
would be random e" ects of an event that leave people in 
fragile and possibly violent states. Anarchy is the absence 
of rulers, and not speci$ cally rules. Of course some do dis-
agree (and that’s $ ne), but anarchy can be structured to a 
degree, in the form of organization. ! is sounds very out 
of place, given the general cultural connotations and views 
of anarchy, but organizations and groups do not have to be 
based on hierarchy or disproportionate balances of power. If 
anarchy means to partake in a loose society based on con-
sensus, then people may organize as they please. Modern 
state societies are based on persuasion, which is de$ ned by 
a power imbalance. ! e state persuades you to do some shit 
on the basis of its ability to force you into action versus your 
ability to resist (imbalance of power), and if you refuse then 
you receive the blunt end of said imbalance. Within an an-
archic system, one doesn’t have to do anything one wishes 
not to do, so choosing to group or not to group is both up to 
the individual and within the bounds of anarchic thought.
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A lot of people tell me that it is hypocritical for anarchists 
to be in groups or organize in any way, and I $ nd that kind 
of erroneous. ! e thought behind it is that organization = 
order, which anarchists are totally against in all shapes and 
forms cause anarchy right? And while that can be viewed as 
true based on how you de$ ne or perceive order, how you 
view an organization is also important. Historically, anar-
chists have been great organizers for various goals, from 
small labor rights campaigns and strikes to large anti-state 
movements. ! e idea of people working together towards 
a common goal is not against anarchist principles, but how 
you group together can be. If your group is based on ge-
neric hierarchical power imbalances, where some have more 
power than others and use this power to achieve actions and 
goals, or the lack of individual autonomy, then it’s obviously 
against basic anarchist principles. At UNC we have the UN-
Controllables group, and people ask me all the time “how 
can you have a group? Isn’t that against anarchism?” Well, 
no. If we choose to freely group and work towards a com-
mon goal, then that is not hypocritical. If we had group 
o%  cials, or a system of non-consensus/consent based or-
der, then I would unders tand the con# ict of interests. But 
a group or organization that is based on the openness or 
freedom of the group can exist within anarchist thought, 
and historically they have with much success.
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IS ANARCHISM ILLEGAL?
! ose who say anarchism is seditious and dangerous are 
right to an extent. Anarchism’s illegal nature consists in its 
opposition to existing society, insomuch as it is against the 
prevailing moralities and justi$ cations of societies where 
power is separated from the people, and in which oppressive 
forms of resource allocation exist. ! is often leads to the 
assumption that anarchism is necessarily a criminal form of 
a%  liation and political belief. Anarchism may be criminal 
in certain instances with respect to the means carried out, 
however in terms of it being a purely personal ideological 
conviction it is not illegal. 

Anarchism in the U.S. can, in certain respects, be an il-
legal activity, especially if it involves the promotion of the 
violent overthrow of the government. ! e federal Gov-
ernment as well as many states still retain criminal statutes 
concerning anarchy. ! ese states are Arkansas, Colorado, 
Massachusetts, Mississippi, New York, Nevada, Florida, Illi-
nois, Louisiana, Texas Vermont Washington and Wisconsin. 
Additionally California, Kansas and Ohio ban political par-
ties that advocate criminal anarchy from being on the ballot.

! is is a sample from the federal code concerning anar-
chy: Whoever knowingly or willfully advocates, abets, advises, 
or teaches the duty, necessity, desirability, or propriety of over-
throwing or destroying the government of the United States or 
the government of any State, Territory, District or Possession 
thereof, or the government of any political subdivision therein, 
by force or violence, or by the assassination of any o!  cer of any 
such government; or

Whoever, with intent to cause the overthrow or destruction 
of any such government, prints, publishes, edits, issues, circu-
lates, sells, distributes, or publicly displays any written or print-
ed matter advocating, advising, or teaching the duty, necessity, 
desirability, or propriety of overthrowing or destroying any gov-
ernment in the United States by force or violence, or attempts 
to do so; or

Whoever organizes or helps or attempts to organize any 
society, group, or assembly of persons who teach, advocate, or 
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Anarchists $ ght to end oppression, while inter-
sectionality studies how oppression occurs on di" erent 
levels and how they interact. Anarchists could use inter-
sectionality to further understand how the oppression 
is occurring and how they would be able to $ ght against it. 

As you probably already know, anarchists basically seek 
to have no more rulers. But anarchism deals with much 
more than just abolishing leaders. Anarchists are looking 
to abolish any sort of system that governs by the use and 
abuse of power in any way. ! ese systems that use and abuse 
power do so by oppressing others. Freedom would include 
self-government and self-autonomy. So when self-govern-
ment or self-autonomy is being disrupted then this means 
that oppression is probably occurring in some form or an-
other. Oppression can be extremely noticeable but in today’s 
society you sometimes have to look harder to $ nd exactly 
how the oppression is occurring. It is harder nowadays be-
cause those being oppressed usually are not able to voice 
their own thoughts or problems with what is happening. 
! ose who are the oppressors have so much power that they 
can get away with a lot of wrongdoing, which is what anar-
chists seek to abolish. ! ose with power are able to continue 
oppressing others in a cruel or unjust manner and this is 
exactly what anarchists are against. Wherever there is hier-
archy, there is oppression and these hierarchies inform and 
support one another and continue discriminating against 
the minorities usually in more than one way. Social di" er-
entiation can be caused by these more complex interactions 
between markers of di" erence (race, class, gender, etc.), 
which is where intersectionality comes in. Intersectionality 
helps to $ gure out where this di" erentiation is occurring 
and why, and it also helps to  $ nd the root cause of the op-
pression that is occurring. 
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SO WHAT’S AN ANARCHIST 
ANYWAY?

! ere is a lot of baggage that comes with the word “anarchism.” 
! is is to lay out what we believe and dispel some myths.

Anarchists seek to reduce or even end violence and op-
pression. ! e increasingly frequent misrepresentation of 
anarchism by the media to be about violence, nihilism, or 
disorder is completely false.

Anarchists, most simply put, seek to abolish oppressive 
systems. Anarchists advocate a self-managed, classless, state-
less society where everyone is a participatory member and 
takes collective responsibility for the health and prosperity 
of their community.

We believe that power corrupts and equality of the peo-
ple should be the priority, not the wealth of a few.

All anarchists are anti-capitalism. Capitalism is the eco-
nomic system where investors and landlords are allowed 
to extract wealth from the economy without contributing 
goods or services back. Under capitalism, actual workers 
have little autonomy, or control over themselves. Instead, 
politicians and bankers control them.

Anarchists advocate socialism instead of capitalism. Un-
der socialism, workers have direct control of the means of 
production, or the land, factories, and o%  ces. ! rough dem-
ocratic organization, anarchists seek to remove the abusable 
systems of power that bosses and politicians leverage today 
to unjustly rule over society. Anarchists want to give every-
one complete control over that which a" ects them.

Most anarchists are communists (another vili$ ed word), 
and advocate a “moneyless, stateless society.” Others are 
mutualists, and advocate “free market socialism. ” Anarchist 
society has no central authority, but instead consists of in-
terconnected communities that use direct democracy (spe-
ci$ cally, consensus) to organize themselves without rulers 
or bosses.
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WHAT ARE ALTERNATIVES TO 
CAPITALISM?

! is question makes no sense. Listen to everything we’ve 
been telling you about capitalism: It’s enslaves, it oppresses, 
it destroys, and it’s incredibly violent. Why are you asking 
for an alternative to that? When abolitionists were $ ghting 
against slavery, they weren’t asked for alternatives. ! e alter-
native was no slavery.

! e better question is “What would a world without 
capitalism look like?” And the answer to that is, unsatisfy-
ingly, “It depends” — on the following (and more):

• how industrial society collapsed
• the resources that an area naturally has
• the type of people in the area
• the in# uence of forces other than anarchism

If industrial society were overthrown in an area that is 
now America and Mexico, maybe near the deserts of Ari-
zona, the types of structures formed to defend that society 
and cope with the new power dynamics will be shaped by 
access to resources like water, and will be dependent on the 
di" ering American and Mexican cultures.

Classical anarchist thinkers wrote a lot about how so-
ciety could be formed. ! ey would talk about communes 
and syndicates, markets and mutualism. But anarchist talk 
of “alternatives” has decreased recently with the realization 
that the types of organization to arise after industrial society 
will be as varied as the types of organization currently under 
industrial society. Furthermore, to predict and argue about 
the types of organization to arise even in a very particular 
area under particular circumstances at particular times is, 
well, stupid, because resistance has a habit of being as unpre-
dictable as possible, as does capitalism’s response to it.

! e Zapatistas in Chiapas are a good example of autono-
mous organization. ! e Zapatistas have declared war on the 
Mexican state and have formed within their claimed land 
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HOW DOES 
ANARCHISM RELATE TO 
INTERSECTIONALITY AND 
OPPRESSION?

Let’s begin by de$ ning the three terms anarchism, intersec-
tionality, and oppression separately and then determining 
how they are all related to each other. 

Anarchism is the actions or ideas carried out to achieve 
anarchy. ! ere are several di" erent types of anarchism and 
ways of going about anarchy but I do not want to get too far 
into that. In the general sense, anarchism is about $ ghting 
against domination, coercion, and oppression. 

Oppression is the exercise of authority or power in a 
burdensome, cruel, or unjust manner. It can be the action 
of weighing down on someone’s mind or spirits. Hierarchy 
causes oppression. Oppression is not con$ ned to just one 
group of people; there are several di" erent groups or types of 
people who can be oppressed in di" erent ways. 

Intersectionality is the study of intersections between 
di" erent groups of minorities. It also includes the study of 
interactions of multiple systems of oppression or discrimi-
nation. Intersectionality includes studying how di" erent bi-
ological, social, and cultural categories such as gender, race, 
class, sexual orientation, species, and other parts of identity 
interact on multiple levels. ! ese di" erent interactions then 
contribute to systematic injustice and social inequality in 
most cases. It includes how these various forms of oppres-
sion connect to each other within di" erent intersections. 
Intersectionality beliefs include that oppressions within so-
ciety, whether it is racism, sexism, homophobia, or another 
type of bigotry, do not act independently of one another 
and that they create these intersections within society that 
contribute to numerous forms of discrimination.

Alright, now this part is simple. How they relate to one 
another:
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PRIVATE VS. PERSONAL PROPERTY, 
OR, “CAN I KEEP MY TOOTHBRUSH?”

! e anarchist critique of private property is often met with allegations that 
“the anarchists want to take your home(/car/books/bed/food)!”. ! e problem 
with this accusation is that it doesn’t acknowledge the di" erence between 
“private” and “personal” property.

1. Private Property: I can be an anarchist and call my home my own per-
sonal property, but I cannot own someone else’s home and call it my property. 
! e key here is personal usage. If you live or work in a place, it is your person-
al property. If you own a place which you do not personally use and pro$ t o"  
its usage, that is private property and that is what anarchists oppose.

2. State owned private property: In our country today, the only “legit-
imate” alternative to private property is public property.However, to anar-
chists there is very little di" erence between the two. Whereas private property 
demands rent from its occupants/users, public property demands taxes, and 
it is up to a centralized authority(government) what you may do with that 
property. It’s not truly “public” property, it’s private property owned and con-
trolled by the state.

3. Communal Property: Property that is open to all and has no deed or title 
to its name, and collects no rent. Communal property has no owner, but if 
a collective of people contributes to its upkeep, the property might be con-
sidered to belong to them in a purely custodial sense, and not for the sake of 
pro$ t. In an anarchist world, roads, parks, libraries, and woodland would be 
communal property, and not belong to the state.

4. Personal property: Your bed, your apartment, your backyard, and your 
car are your personal property(and yes, your toothbrush too). You personally 
use these things in your daily life, but you do not molest them in the name of 
pro$ t, and you do not hold power over others due to your ownership.

! us, there is no real di" erence between private and state property, and 
communal and personal property are the only kind acceptable in an anarchist 
society.
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several autonomous municipalities, with structures such as 
the Councils of Good Government to oversee community 
programs on food and health. ! e anarchist revolution in 
Spain from 1936 to 1939 , which made heavy use of syndi-
cates and federations, is another example.

Anarchist organization in your area may look very dif-
ferent from these examples, but I hope you have come to 
realize by now that it does not matter. If the government in 
your area has a monopoly on social welfare programs and it 
is overthrown, people would likely come up with some way 
that works for them to deal with lack of those programs. It 
is important not to devise ways to organize when that hap-
pens, but to make that happen now.
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WHAT IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN 
ANARCHISM AND LIBERTARIANISM?

! is is a common question because, on the surface, these two philosophies 
look very similar. Both anarchists and libertarians believe in individual rights, 
that people should be able to do whatever they want (as long as it doesn’t 
harm others) without government interference. But the two ideologies di" er 
greatly in a number of ways.

For one, the existence of a government. Anarchism $ rmly believes in the com-
plete destruction of the state and any form of hierarchy, whereas libertarianism 
believes that government is inevitable but should be as uninvolved as possible. 
Libertarians believe that the purpose of the government should be to protect peo-
ple and their possessions, which means having an army for defense against foreign 
invaders, a police force to give the illusion of safety walking down the street, and 
a system of courts so that when a contract is breached or property stolen the 
perpetrator must answer to it. A common complaint against libertarians is, “how 
can you be against government involvement but still think it is acceptable for the 
government to have armed forces? How do armed forces stand apart from oth-
er things that the government could claim jurisdiction over, such as health care 
and education?” It’s a slippery slope. Anarchists too have a number of di" erent 
perspectives for how a society lacking hierarchy should function, but as you can 
read in other sections that is not the primary focus of anarchism as much as the 
destruction of those hierarchies currently in place.

Anarchism and libertarianism also vary greatly in the reasons for their 
perspectives on limited/nonexistent government. Anarchism asserts that any 
form of power that one person has over another is inherently wrong because 
all people are equal, but hierarchy leads to the oppression of the groups not 
in power for being “lesser.” Libertarians tend to favor lack of government in-
terference because it does not enable a free market that theoretically would be 
able to regulate itself through rational consumers and healthy competition. It 
could be argued that libertarianism takes a positive outlook on human nature 
in trusting that individuals acting in their own self-interest will inevitably do 
what is best for society as a whole within a free market, whereas anarchists 
take an anti-capitalist approach because of an indi" erence towards human 
nature and don’t trust the individual’s ability to possess power without using 
it to infringe on the rights of others.

Besides those two big ideological di" erences, anarchists and libertarians 
vary on a number of other issues. For example, anarchists strongly oppose 
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the police as a violent enforcer of the government’s laws, whereas libertarians 
tend to consider police to be preservers of the peace. ! ese two philosophies’ 
opinions di" er not only because of ideological preference but also because 
the two as political groups have very di" erent relationships with the police. 
Anarchists have been speci$ cally targeted by government organizations from 
the moment they declared themselves anarchists, and tend to be on police 
watch-lists because ful$ lling the ultimate goal of taking down the govern-
ment invariably involves illegal activity. To touch again on capitalism, liber-
tarians tend to be more receptive to capitalism and free enterprise because it 
is a means by which an individual could lead an independent and productive 
life without government interference, but the anarchist response would be 
that corporations as a product of capitalism involve hierarchy and freedom is 
always better than subordination (that is Noam Chomsky’s counterargument 
to socialism as well). ! e libertarian would then say that regardless of the 
quality of a job, the individuals working for a corporation still voluntarily 
accept their job and could theoretically switch to another job if they were 
being treated badly, though of course this completely disregards the situation 
of many that options are limited and sometimes can only be 1. have a terrible 
job or 2. starve.

One position on which anarchists and libertarians tend to agree is opposi-
tion to compulsory education, though again for di" erent reasons. Anarchists 
are against compulsory education because it is a means by which the govern-
ment may brainwash children into proponents of the state through meticu-
lously crafted curriculums and the exclusion of details that may shed America 
in a bad light (don’t believe me? Did you ever learn in public school about 
the US’s concentration camps established in the Philippines decades before 
those in Germany? How about the widely accepted practice of eugenics—in 
which North Carolina took the lead in sterilizations per capita—which in-
# uenced Hitler’s idea of racial puri$ cation?). Libertarians prefer privatization 
of education because there is more freedom for parents to choose the sort of 
education their child receives, which would supposedly increase the quality 
of the education as well. And I guess those that can’t a" ord education just do 
without? So much for “social mobility” and “equal opportunity.”

! ough these are just a few reasons, it is clear that what separates libertar-
ians from anarchists is not just a di" erence of perspective  on a few issues but 
also a fundamental separation in ideology, as anarchism opposes government 
as a form of hierarchy that will oppress the people, but libertarians oppose 
government because it inhibits a free market from independence and self-reg-
ulation (aka a di" erent, capitalistic way of oppressing the people).


