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TWO PROBLEMS FOR (RADICAL) LIBERTARIANS 

Emil Dinga 

1. Preamble 

Libertarians take their denomination (or accept it), regardless they are of left or of right on the political 

arena, as positioning them in the vanguard of social-political movement for freedom. Ignoring the 

„imperialist” and exclusivist connotation of such adjudication, it must be said, however, that 

libertarians cannot avoid a certain fundamentalism, that is an ”illegal” reductionism of the doctrine. 

I refer, more exactly, to their preference (or requirement) for the minimal state (for instance, in 

Rawls’s version). To ask a minimal state, as unconditioned requirement for society libertarian 

functioning could be, of course, an acceptable and even an understandable demanding, if it is 

formulated from the political perspective, but to ask it from a scientific positioning is certainly other 

thing. For such a requirement needs a much deeper examination not only of the theoretical concept 

of minimal state but, especially, of a practical  examination (the term practical is used here in its 

Kantian view, that is, regarding the relations subject – subject within society). 

n what are following, I will provide a brief examination of only the practical side of the libertarian 

concept of minimal state. And even less, I shall examine only two problems I think libertarians must 

solve or, at least, should deeper meditate about: a) the positive feed-back on social process (including, 

firstly, the economic one); b) the non-self-testability of social/economic process. I want say from the 

beginning that I consider, as ground of my discussion, the state as being a responsible one under the 

social contract ”signed” among individuals/citizens. The inherent responsibility of the state addresses, 

at least, the following duties: 1) ensuring and guaranteeing of the mutual freedom of individuals; 2) 

preventing, preserving, and correcting the injustice (if, when, and where) arising in free society. It is 

easy to notice that performing of the two tasks in a sustainable way implies to solve the two above 

mentioned problems. Further, I shall detail them and provide some concluding remarks.  

2. Positive feed-back 

Positive feed-back is a kind of reaction in (cybernetic) systems which has as result the escalating of 

the previous state (an example at hand is the hub effect – or as I have named in other intervention 

under this heading, the hubness). In other words, it must be recognized that, in economic process, 

some phenomena, regardless they are of positive or negative connotations (related to accepted 

criterion of assessing as such) by themselves tend to (at least) maintain if not exacerbate their acquired 

state at a given moment. Do not forget we are situated in a free society, consequently in a free 

economy (or market), so the invisible hand must be left to drive the economic process concerned. 

How should we look at this and what should we do with this. After libertarians, we should be not 

worry, because the invisible hand will turn the phenomenon at its equilibrium or, at least, at its 

replicable status. But this appeasement is valid for the case of negative feeds-back only (that is, in the 

case of self-correcting mechanism). The invisible hand has neither consciousness nor purposes – it 

acts regardless the meaning of its action for humans, or for different categories of humans. More 

exactly, the invisible hand acts both in the case in which the phenomenon is endowed with negative 

feeds-back and with positive ones. But, in the case of positive feeds-back, or just in the case of 

dominancy of positive feeds-back over the negative ones, unacceptable trajectories of economic (or, 

more generally, social) could be fed and escaladed. So, in this case, the libertarians’ invisible hand 

does not act to pull the phenomenon to its (dynamic) equilibrium but, by the contrary, it acts to push 

it outside the equilibrium. It logically results that some principles or agents must act from the outside 

of system concerned in order to break the chain of positive feed-back self-catalysing. Such principle 

or agent cannot be than the state (however minimal it is desired or accepted), or another social 

institution or device which, however, in last instance cannot be else than of the state nature, that is of 

a commonly (institutionally and publicly) agreed device to act in the general benefit or interest. An 

example at hand is the collusion (either at microeconomic level or, unfortunately, at global level – 

see the directed globalization) which is, by definition, of a positive feed-back nature, like a 
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monopolization. Thus, the (honest and responsible) libertarians must answer this (first) question 

before to generally claim rejecting of the state. Unfortunately, it seems the issue of threshold is quite 

odd for radical libertarians. 

3. Non-self-testability 

Apart from the cases in which positive feeds-back are dominating or (rarer) unique reactions in 

economic systems, another enemy of radical libertarians is what could be called non-self-testability. 

Non-self-testability in economic phenomena or events addresses the situations in which no valid tests 

(of empirical nature but assigned to natural experiments only) can be performed by economic system 

concerned. In fact, so, the non-self-testability is somehow a genus for the positive feeds-back as 

species, so it contains more than positive feed-backs as discussed above. The non-self-testability 

addresses those situations in which the economic system does not ”know” if a given result, or 

tendency, or size etc. of economic process is something good or something bad (wrong). For example, 

the ration equity/efficacy in GDP distribution (as a trade-off) cannot be tested inside the economic 

process, because it implies not only an economic calculus (for example, based on marginal 

productivity, marginal costs, and marginal revenues) but an ethical one too. The economic process is, 

by definition (and it is best to remain so, that is, axiologically non-assigned – for example, the concept 

of corporate social responsibility is a concept without denotate, or a concept which lack any 

referential). Of course, there are many other occurrences of non-self-testable economic variables (or 

decisions) which require outside (external and autonomous) institutions, mechanism, or devices 

aimed at to manage them – for example, the trade of inflation – unemployment. I think any situation 

in which there are trade-offs which require more than an economic calculus must be arbitrated by an 

agent staying outside the economic system concerned. Such an agent cannot be, again, else than the 

state. It goes without saying that such a state (beyond be as minimal as possible, for many reasons 

which extend from ensuring life security to providing individual freedom) must serve the society but 

not but not the other way around.  

4. Three concluding remarks 

The first concluding remark is that a state grounded on the two above reasons (or justifications) is not 

only admissible but mandatory, because there is not alternative to its introducing and functioning. 

Such a state seems to be a minimax solution in that matter. 

The second conclusion addresses the issue of capability of such a minimax designing of the state. 

Even if we agree with the mentioned solution, the capability of the state must be institutionally (that 

is, constitutionally) provided. Inter alia, it must be elaborated principles of state interventions for 

managing the two problems – positive feed-back, and non-self-testability, respectively. In fact, this 

implies establishing criteria for identifying the actualization of the problems as such (maybe even 

elaborating a ”map” of possible occurrence of those problems). Identifying the capability of state 

action and the criteria for that action means, essentially, to ensure and guarantee the legitimacy (not 

the legality, which is presumed) of state intervention in economy (larger, in society). 

The third conclusion refers to the political ideology (or political theory) which can and must support 

the minimax state. In my opinion, the only such a philosophical al political ideology cannot be other 

than the ordoliberalism. Through ordoliberalism, the (free) economic process is paired with the 

(moral) social justice. Probably, that combination of humankind purposes has not a better alternative. 


