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philosophy of difference, provides for fundamentally new forms and methods of understanding discourse,
narrative, and literary text. The main feature of hermeneutics of difference is the traductive interpretation of
the relation of elements in the conditional semantic whole, which denies any hierarchy, continuity and
sequence, and relies on total correlation as a mutual transition. Difference thus emerges as an
epistemological instruction and a fundamental cognitive setting for understanding and experiencing
decentralized fragmented reality.
Key words: subject, hermeneutics of difference, probabilistic subject, narrative, postmodern, text, D.
Barthelme.
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THE PRINCIPLE OF NON-INTERFERENCE OF POWER AND ITS ETHICAL
JUSTIFICATION IN THE WORK OF HANS-HERMANN HOPPE

In the article the contents aspects and methodological meaning of non-interference of power are
opened and its ethical justification in the works of the famous representative of «a new Austrian schooly
Hans-Hermann Hoppe is analyzed. Methodological basis of the research is the use of both general scientific
and sociological methods. The theoretical and methodological basis of work is the system of general
scientific and special methods, namely: historical-logical method, theoretical generalization and
systematization. It defends the universalism of private property ethics, which transforms into the creation of
a speculative concept of «natural order» implemented within the bounds of anarcho-capitalism Mises-
Rothbard direction of «a new Austrian schooly. It is proved that the scientist, building on his a priori,
praxeology, and the principles of self-belonging and homestead, creates his own theory of the economy of
power, where the main object of criticism is the state as an institutionalized form of coercion and
exploitation. For him power — is a coercion which becomes horribly devastating, turning into a state
institution. It kills the creative potential of a person by reducing or even completely destroying the level of
«domination over naturey, and also threatening the normal work of the market, while having the «righty of
legitimate violence, receives a clear preference. That is why the scientist places great emphasis on the
ethical substantiation of the principle of non-interference of government in economic processes.

Key words: «a new Austrian schooly, Hans-Hermann Hoppe, apriorizm, praxeology, universalism,
private property ethics, non-interference of power.

Formulation of the problem. The topicality of this research work is due to the need to find
new methods for analyzing economic reality, within which the category of «power» occupies one of
the central places. Taking into account the modification of socio-economic processes caused by the
controversial combination of unipolar dominant US and the increase of unpredictable multipolarity
in the economic process, increasing the role of progressive countries in the international economy,
growing food and water shortages, increasing the number of armed conflicts, transferring terrorist
activity in cyberspace, low effectiveness of the crisis politics in countries that make up the core of
the global financial system, the issue of the ratio is economic and political power, as well as the
boundaries of state regulation and market opportunities, become critical and require critical and
comprehensive analysis in the theoretical key.

In this sense, there is a need to explore methodological approaches and theories based on
them that reveal the specifics of economic power, which is very closely linked to political
processes. For this is necessary to pay attention on the heritage of «a new Austiran school» (the
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term which firstly appears in the work by O. Shuliak and G. Unterkofler «Austrian school of
economic theory: history of ideas, representatives and establishments» and describes the theoretical
and methodological direction of economic science, presented by followers of the ideas of the
Austrian school from the 1970's to the present).

It is important to underline that the Austrian school is a unique phenomenon in the history of
the economical thoughts. It was founded in 1871 it is still existing and has six generations, work of
which reach out more than 140 years history. Its genealogy is the following: 1) the first generation
or founders (Carl Menger); 2) the second generation or development (Eugen von Bohm-Bawerk,
Friedrich von Wieser, E. Sax, R. Zuckerkandl, V. Mataja, R. Schiiller and others); 3) the third
generation (Ludwig von Mises, Richard von Strigl, E. Shams, L. Illi); 4) the fourth generation or
«dissolution in the main stream of economic theory» (Friedrich von Hayek, F. Machlup, O.
Morgenstern, F. Kaufmann, A. Schiitz and others); 5) the fifth generation or «Austrian renaissance»
(M. Rothbard, I. Kirzner, L. Lachmann); 6) the sixth generation or «a new Austrian school» (H.-H.
Hoppe, J. Huhlsmann, V. Blok, K. Keun, J.-H de Soto, R. Ebeling, P. Leeson, T. Woods, L. White,
and others) [1].

In spite of the long history of its existence, the Austrians managed to preserve the theoretical
and methodological core developed by the first generations of the school, provided that it is
substantially complemented. Nowadays, the new school is basically represented American
researchers, the creation of whom is accepted to divide into two directions: Mises-Rothbard view
and Hayekian view. The representatives of the first one have accepted the study of M. Rothbard
who was a strong supporter of apriorizm by Ludwig von Mises, had developed the ethical and
ideological basis of the theory of the Austrian school, picked up and developed by other supporters
of the aforementioned direction. The others ones, followed by Friedrich von Hayek, departed from
apriorizm and praxeology, taking methods (empirical and statistical, mathematical and graphic
modeling) and a number of the mainstream theories (theory of rational choice, game theory, concept
of market equilibrium, etc.), and also supplemented it with a dynamic approach and basic
provisions developed representatives of previous generations of the school.

The similar studies are also relevant for the reason that today socio-economic sciences and
their methodological bases require revision and rethinking: the crisis of research in social processes
is becoming increasingly apparent in view of the reduced predictability of the concepts of scientists
involved in this sector. Especially if we recall the global financial crisis of 2008-2009, when many
theoreticians, based on their studies on Mainstream Economics methodology, were not able to offer
effective solutions for solving macroeconomic problems. In this regard, there is a problem of
finding theoretical and methodological alternative offered by an Austrian school, overcoming the
limitations of the mainstream and instrumentalism approach and critically rethinking the provisions
of the Keynesian theory.

In this way for the special attention from the heredity researchers of Austrian economic
school deserves the creative works of Hans Hermann Hoppe (1949 year of birth). His main works
are «A theory of socialism and capitalism: economics, politics, and ethics» (1989), «Marxist and
Austrian Class Analysis» (1990), «Economic Science and the Austrian Method» (1995), «Murray
N. Rothbard: Economics, Science, and Liberty» (1999), «Democracy — the god that failed: the
economics & politics of monarchy, democracy & natural order» (2001), «The Economics and
Ethics of Private Property» (2006) and others.

Analysis of recent researches and publications. In the Ukrainian scientific literature «a
new Austrian school» is almost not presented, as, in fact; the Austrian tradition in general is
presented mainly at the level of individual articles and sections in the educational literature. Modern
Austrians are given several paragraphs in review articles and textbooks, which mainly contains an
analysis of a single general Austrian theoretical content. Among other national discourse should be
highlighted the works by O. Zaostrovtseva, O. Kovaliova, P. Usanova. Special attention should be
given to the article by M. Konstantinova «Analytical anarchism: the problem of determination and
demarcation» (2012), where the author considers the economical content of works P. Bohttke and
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H.-H. Hoppe as the theorists of anarchism. The potent achievement is the thesis by G. Bazhenov
«Relations between government and the market in the interpretation of the newest representatives of
the Austrian school» (1970-2010’s)». Among foreign sources should be given the special attention
to the works by Jests Huerta de Soto, P. Bohttke and P. Leeson, O. Shuliak and G. Unterkofler.

Purpose. The goal of the article is the analysis of the principle of non-interference of power
in the context of ethical economic study of one of the most known representative of «a new
Austrian school» Hans-Hermann Hoppe. This objective is attained against the background of the
disclosure of the specificity of the universalism of the Mises-Rothbard view, associated with
apriorizm, the rejection of the empirical method (anti-realism), and the propensity for the political
ideology of libertarianism, which is also inherent in H.-H. Hoppe. Working on a set of
methodological ideas, the representatives of this direction of the new Austrian school, by their
ontological convictions, tended more to the Marxist paradigm, with the only difference that
Marxism called and predicted the socialization of the means of production and the emergence of the
socialist and, subsequently, communist socioeconomic formation, on the other hand, the Austrians,
sharing an approach to the state, offered an anarcho-capitalist paradigm, emphasizing the
exploitative nature of the capitalist mode of production and the standing tendency to maximize
private-ownership capital.

Presenting the main research material. During the period from the beginning of 1870™ till
the middle of 1930™ the Austrian school reached its development. In 1933 Ludwig von Mises
stressed that along with the fact that it is accepted in the framework of economic theory to
distinguish Anglo-American, Austrian and Lausanne schools, in fact, «these three schools of
economic thought differ only in a way of expressing some fundamental ideas; their division is more
closely connected with the terminology and specificity of presentation of concepts than the essence
of their teachings» [2, p. 214]. In essay «Austrian school of the economic theory», Friedrich von
Hayek pointed out that the greatest success of a school is the situation when it ceases to exist,
because its main ideals become part of the dominant paradigm. The development of Austrian
(sometimes it is called Viennese) school leads to the fusion of ideas that originate from C. Menger,
from studying of W. Jevons (though Ph. Wicksteed), L. Walras (through V. Pareto) and especially,
from ideas by A. Marshall [3, p. 67]. Thus both researchers decided that the Austrian school has not
been the separate direction of the economic theory but rather it is a part of a general theory of the
economic science. And this is confirmed by representatives of the fourth generation of the Austrian
school, for example, the figures of P. Rosenstein-Rodan or O. Morgenstern, who are not associated
with the Austrian paradigm.

It is important to emphasize that the Austrian school economists never acted within the same
methodological system and were actively discussing different concepts, concepts and principles. In
spite of this, F. Machlup in the article «Ludwig von Mises: A Scholar Who Would Not
Compromise» (1981) tried to distinguish six main provisions, which, in his opinion, share all the
pupils of the Austrian school. Among them are: 1) methodological individualism (the simplest
centers of economic theory are the actions of individuals, carried out in accordance with private
plans and spontaneously lead to the formation of economic order); 2) methodological subjectivity
(economic theory perceives the ultimate goals and value judgments of individuals, considered in the
light of their subjective perception, as a given); 3) tastes and preferences (demand for goods and
services - the result of a subjective assessment of the individual's ability to meet the relevant goods
and services); 4) alternative costs (all the actions of the individual are related to costs: any choice in
favor of something leads to a loss of profit, since an individual could use available resources in an
alternative way; therefore, alternative costs - the best alternative for alternative use of resources); 5)
marginality (economic decisions depend on the value of the last unit: utility value, costs, income,
resource productivity are determined by means of the limit values); 6) intertemporal structure of
production and consumption (all decisions are made in time: the distribution of the individual
resources for production and consumption in time is determined by the temporary benefits of
individuals) [4].

Besides these six based principles, F. Machlup introduces two additional ones — consumer
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sovereignty and political individualism. At the same time, he observes that these additional
principles are supported by the majority of Mises students, spread after the center of school moved
from continental Europe to the United States, under the influence of the Libertarian program. It
should also be noted that these principles are mainly distributed among researchers of the fifth and
sixth generations of the Austrian school. As a representative of the fourth generation of Austrians,
F. Machlup mainly perceived those concepts and ideas that were developed before the 1920's. And
in the 1920’s and 1930’s, there were known «Socialist calculation debate», in which the Austrians
emphasized the dynamic nature of the market process and the importance for the economy as a
whole of the class of entrepreneurs operating in a radical uncertainty. Including this discussion, the
economist of the fifth generation of the Austrian school 1. Kirzner, agrees with the six main
provisions of F. Machlup, adds two more [1, p. 449]: firstly, the markets are processes (the view of
markets and competition as the processes of opening and learning), and secondly, a radical
uncertainty that penetrates all our actions and is a total context.

The provisions allocated by F. Machlup and 1. Kirzner unite the Austrians into a separate
methodological program of economic theory, which was developed in the work of researchers of
the fifth and sixth generations. Based on these methodological benchmarks, they build an analysis
of the relationship between power and the market. Further deepening of differences and differences
in the ranks of the Austrian school was due to the growing discrepancies between L. von Mises and
F. von Hayek on the question of the method. The apriorizm and the works based on it, L. von Mises
inherited in his work M. Rothbard, taking a course on the construction of the theory of human
activity on its absolute scale, which resulted in the creation of a science-like ethical doctrine of
libertarianism and influenced the development of the theory of relations between power and
€CONOMmic processes.

Among the Austrians of the sixth generation the most important scientist of Mises-Rothbard
direction is considered to be the Hans-Hermann Hoppe. Together with other followers of Mises and
Rothbard, he takes as the basic and basic method applied to research within the social sciences, only
praxeology (apriorizm), and also inclined to conservative views on the political, legal, and socio-
cultural values that contribute to marginalization this direction of the school within the ideological
spectrum of economic science. As a student of Rothbard, H.-H. Hoppe supports the teacher's
apriorizm and also discovers Hayek that he «is based on the intellectual tradition of British
empiricism and skepticism, being an obvious opponent of continental rationalism, supported by
Menger, Bohn-Bawerk, Mises and Rothbard» [5, p. 223].

For H.-H. Hoppe, as well as for the majority of the Mises-Rothbard direction of the new
Austrian school, apriorizm and praxeology of theoretical discipline, which serves as the basis for
economic theory, develops to the level of the basis of human knowledge as such. The apriorizm is
completely subordinated to epistemology, which ultimately leads the Austrians in this direction to
the methodological setting, according to which, if based on praxeology and its axioms; it is possible
to «open» the laws of ethics and to carry out a final justification of certain ethical principles. The
basis of theoretical constructions H.-H. Hoppe is the ethical theory of libertarianism, which the
Austrian, applying praxeology, seeks to logically and rationally justify. For the ethics of
libertarianism, the principle of belonging is the key, according to which the individual and only he
owns the property of his body, as well as the principle of homestead principle, which states that the
ownership of a natural resource that no one previously owned has only the one who first finds it,
will use, transform, etc.

In the article «On the Ultimate Justification of the Ethics of Private Property» (1988) H.-H.
Hoppe, relying on the concept of argument apriorizm, argues as follows: the question of justice
arises only in a dispute in which the parties can make assumptions. An individual is able to argue,
that is, to bring evidence and arguments in favor of their judgments, refute or agree with the
assumptions of the interlocutor. According to Hoppe, this is possible only if the parties to the
dispute have the right to own themselves. A lengthy dispute is possible only if there is not only the
right to own body, but also the ability (right) to assign rare resources that the participant discovers
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and uses the first, that is, before they are discovered and used by another. If the individual, who
considers a resource as his property, could approach other people and claim the right to use this
resource, since, in their opinion, it is in common ownership, then nobody would be able to dispose
of this resource, because it would have been You must obtain permission from all past, present and
future owners.

According to the concept of H.-H. Hoppe, given that individuals as parties to the dispute are
alive and can make assumptions, the ethics of property rights are capable, rational and logically
verified, unlike other ethical systems. That is, the rights of individuals to their own bodies, as well
as the rare, determined according to the principle of homestead resources, existing in the original,
and not assigned to anyone later, result in a result: the free discussion of the issue of justice between
two and more parties to the dispute, and, therefore, it becomes possible economic free exchange and
there is a market order.

The Austrian, appealing to the tradition of natural law, deduces the notion of natural order,
which is an obvious curvy in the direction of classical political economy. In his works, relying on
the above principles, he shares two ways of obtaining and increasing wealth, noting that both the
first and the second are natural for man. You can either grow rich either through the development of
new resources, the production and sale of goods and services, the accumulation of savings or the
conclusion of commercially viable deals, or through the expropriation of those who go the first way.
In any society, there are those who choose both the first and the second way.

The difference between the natural order and other configurations of society lies in the
absence or presence of a monopolist compelled to compel, without asking for consent, to pay taxes
to all who live in the territory under his control. The very natural order of H.-H. Hoppe defines as
«a social system free of monopoly [violence and coercion] and taxation» [6, p. xxi]. Including the
natural environment, any of the limited resources, including all land, is privately owned, each
enterprise is based on voluntarily beneficial buyers or private sponsors, free access to the
production of goods at all levels, including property protection, permitting and resolving conflicts»
[7].

Unlike all other social systems, where there is a monopoly right to violence and coercion,
the natural order involves an armed civilian population that is able to defend the property and its
rights. H.-H. Hoppe emphasizes that the micro level within private property is characterized by
«high discrimination, segregation, spatial separation, uniculturalism (cultural homogeneity),
exclusive law and marginalism» [7], while the macro level cannot be called «equal», but, on the
contrary, «Elitisty, and «hierarchical», «proprietary», «patriarchal» and «authoritarian». The
stability of a similar social system is based on the existence of an aristocracy that recognizes itself
and is voluntarily universally recognized. It formed spontaneously within the framework of the
process of socio-evolutionary selection. At the same time, these elites act as guarantors of the
functioning of non-state institutions (private farms, church, contractual obligations, community and
community).

Thus, the natural is the order in which homework and the libertarian ethical principles of
belonging themselves are absent at the stage of realization. In essence, postulates the following
statement: «The more monopoly coercion, the further the social system is from the natural order».
The problem of the relationship between government and the market is considered H.-H. Hoppe
through the prism of the above concept, where power (in the sense of «Macht») is conceived in the
context of «coercion» and «physical violence». Under duress, the Austrian understands the
powerful way of pushing someone to do something, while it is very important to distinguish
between private coercion in a society of natural order and monopoly compulsion with taxation in all
other social systems.

In the case of private coercion, a private conflict situation arises, which, according to the
position of the scientist, is solved in the light of the existence of an extensive insurance system,
which suggests that a separate coercive case is not capable of disturbing the public balance based on
respect and realization of the rights of self-affiliation and homestead. Another thing is the existence
of a monopolist, who makes coercion on the expropriated territory. In essence, it is a state that,
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using the power of taxation, insists that the final decision in any conflicts that arise between
residents of a particular territory has always remained for it (final approval) [7]. This case is
devastating for society, since it maximizes «power over people» and sets the tendency to minimize
«domination over naturey.

In his work «Marxist and Austrian Class Analysis» (1990) H.-H. Hoppe, considering the
problem of institutional coercion, analyzes the theses of the Marxist theory of history (the entire
history of mankind is the history of class struggle, the ruling class is uniting its interest: maintaining
the position of the exploiter and maximizing expropriated excess; class domination manifested in
industrial relations; competition between groups of the ruling class leads to greater concentration
and centralization of power; with the growth of centralization and concentration of power,
contradictions between classes reach their climax and in a certain moments will become
incompatible with the further development of «productive forces»). In general, he agrees with these
theses, he criticizes the Marxist theory of exploitation, while noting the equity of the author's
«Capital» judgments about the existence of operational relations in pre-capitalist societies. H.-H.
Hoppe emphasizes the difference in the nature of industrial relations within the slave and feudal
system and in capitalism. If you use the «Austrian theory of exploitation», then there will be a
striking difference between the relations of the slave and the slave, the feudal lord and serfs, the
capitalist and the hired worker. The line of fault lies in «recognition or non-recognition of the
homestead principle» [8, p. 83]. The Austrian states that the author of «Capital» mistakenly
considers the capitalist mode of production exploitative, since «does not understand the
phenomenon of temporary superiority as a universal category of human activity» [8, p. 82].
Exploitation — «It is an expropriation of developers, producers and custodians. It is observed when
the principles of belonging and homestead are violated, as in the case of slavery and feudalism, but
capitalism is a unique economic system that is both moral and mutually beneficial for owners of
means of production and employeesy.

Reflecting on the historical phenomenon of institutional coercion, the scientist believes that
people who prefer exploitation, united into groups, creating «large-scale exploiting enterprises,
governments and states» [8, p. 84]. Unlike private enterprises operating in harsh market conditions,
the ruling class at the head of the state, in essence, appears to be an institutionalized exploiting
enterprise whose force depends on the segregation of the population whose private property rights
are suppressed by this class. The tendency towards business concentration is the signal of the
«nationalization» of economic life [8, p. 88]. The deeper the state penetrates the life of society, the
more it contributes to the concentration of business in the hands of pro-government businessmen,
and the more social system departs from the natural order. In essence, the interests of the state,
based on the practice of exploitation, and the interests of the market, are based on the practice of
development, production, sale and contract, the opposite, more precisely — antagonistic.

An important aspect of institutional coercion is its main instrument — taxation. H.-H. Hoppe
article «The Economics and Sociology of Taxation» (1990) is devoted, first, to explaining the
general economic implications of taxation, and, secondly, answers to the question: «Why is there
taxation? And why is it becoming more and more?» [9, p. 33]. From the standpoint of praxeology,
the tax always has a negative impact on production, contributing to the reduction of social wealth,
since taxation itself is «it is forced, not a contractual transfer of certain physical assets (in our day it
is usually money, but not only) and invested they have the value of those individuals or groups that
owned these assets and could receive income from ownership in the future into the hands of other
people or groups that now become owners and can earn income» [9, p. 34].

To clearly demonstrate the devastating impact of taxation on society, H.-H Hoppe gives an
example of the taxation of monetary assets, which contributes to the depreciation of money, which
in turn leads to two important consequences: firstly, the marginal utility of leisure increases, and,
secondly, increases the marginal usefulness of future assets that we usually buy for money. Since
they seek to avoid the depreciation of money and convert them into assets with a pronounced
consumer value, the way of acquiring these goods looks much more attractive, which means, on the
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one hand, the chain of production steps is shrinking (reduction of investments in production-driven
distant consumption sectors and the transfer of capital to the consumer sector), on the other hand,
the direct exchange, i.e. barter, is becoming more and more attractive.

Concerning the answers to the above-mentioned questions, they can be formulated briefly in
the following form. Firstly, the essential points here are, firstly, the lack of demand for taxation, and
secondly, the consolidation of the practice of collecting taxes by coercion and, finally, the scale of
the impact of ideology on the society, which is more effective than the more legitimate actions of
the government in the focus of public opinion. On the other hand, the decisive role of public
opinion within the framework of the problem of accepting the expansion of government functions
or protesting against it, where four important factors contributing to the slow, but radical changes
that were adversely affected by the idea of justice in the public consciousness [15, p. 50], after the
transformation from the ethics of private property and the natural rights of classical liberalism to the
egalitarian ethics of socialism. H.-H. Hoppe distinguishes the following factors of this
metamorphosis: the transformation of the state from the police to redistributive and regulatory;
constitutional changes (transition from monarchy to liberal democracy); inter-state rivalry (the
tendency to increase nationalism and militarization); external framework («the existence of
different states imposes significant restrictions on the size and structure of each of them») [9, p. 71].

All of the above-mentioned factors directly influence the growth of taxation, concentrating
public opinion on the wave of statistics. The Austrian is convinced that it is in vain to struggle with
the exploiting enterprise by the method of boycotting or aggressive resistance, since in general
social discourse is a state position. The only way to address the ethics of private property and
change public opinion. According to H.-H. Hoppe, «this idea must be reborn and once again inspire
the minds and hearts. The idea of private property has one undeniable advantage: it alone is the true
expression of human nature as a rational being» [9, p. 74-75]. In his work «A Theory of Socialism
and Capitalism» (1989), the scientist defines socialism as «institutionalized intervention, or
aggression, against private property and private property rights» [10, p. 2], thereby demonstrating
his commitment to the metaphysics of «natural order».

Conclusions. Firstly, all economic benefits convinced H.-H. Hoppe, a person acquires two
ways: either through the development, production and acquisition on the basis of a contract, or by
the method of expropriation of the benefits of those who prefer the first method. The subject,
having found between choosing these methods, actually chooses between the format of performance
or exploitation. If the first method corresponds to the ethics of private property that the Austrian
justifies, based on the principles of the theory of communicative action by J. Habermas, and
stimulates the growth of «domination over nature», creating a market, then the second, on the
contrary, operates the concepts of the ethics of egalitarianism, raising the significance of «power
over people», and thus reduces the level of public welfare, destroying market relations.

Secondly, productive and exploiting firms are antagonists. This is because the latter always
seek to capture the wealth of the first. At the same time, H.-H. Hoppe, the exploiters cannot do
without the developers and producers, and therefore they are looking for a way of legitimate
coercion, which can be considered the emergence of the state — a system of institutional coercion,
supported by public opinion. Its main instrument, aimed at expropriating funds from productive
enterprises, is taxation, which, however, is in its pure form better than all regulatory measures
applied to manage the economy of the controlled territory. If taxation and regulation increase, then
the state is increasingly approaching a «socialist state» that systematically violates the ethics of
private property.

Thirdly, what can be done in this situation for productive firms that suffer from the coercion
of the exploiters? They, in the opinion of the Austrian researcher, can and must realize their
commonality and consolidation by popularizing the ideas of private property ethics in order to
influence public opinion, which, in turn, will contribute to the establishment of a natural order
based on the absolutization of the principles of this ethical direction. In this point H.-H. Hoppe turns
to praxeology, the principles of belonging to the homosexuality, and formulating the theory of the
economy of power. For him, power is a coercion that becomes horribly devastating, turning into a
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state institution. It kills the creative potential of a person by reducing or completely destroying the
level of «domination over nature». It threatens the normal work of the market, while having the
«right» of legitimate violence, receives a clear advantage.

Fourthly, among the tangible disadvantages of the Austrian scholar's approach, there are
several. First of all, the moral conditionality of his theory, dissonant with its scientific substantiation
(given the fundamental impossibility of verifying it), because H.-H. Hoppe, by creating his own
conception, tries to propagate the values and ideals of libertarianism, thereby marginalizing the
Mises-Rothbard direction of the new Austrian school. Relying on the universal way of thinking, the
a priori and the praxeological paradigm, he proposes a picture of the «natural order» isolated from
reality and the human model, ignoring the tendency of the majority to minimize the risk and
uncertainty, as well as the passivity inherent in the masses. A radical departure from empiricism
gives rise to a beautiful mosaic and extra metaphysics (the laws of a priori thinking are projected
onto the laws of social reality), which leads to the utopian world of «natural order» as an area of
absolute freedom without borders and prohibitions, in which there is no place for the state. All
relations are based on morality, and any deviations are offset by the insurance agencies system. But
the questions of the following nature remain open: what exactly will the insurance agencies keep
from transforming into states? What guarantees are the market-dominant insurance company will
maintain parity with others, rather than decide to use the leading position to become an
expropriator? And other firms cannot go this way? What are the criteria for the differentiation of a
compulsory and voluntarily concluded contract between a simple member of a society and
insurance agencies possessing means for forceful coercion to the contract? And in the end, what
mechanisms to prevent the emergence of the state? These and other issues emphasize universalism
as the ethics of private property as well as the position of the scientist himself, which leads to the
creation of a purely speculative concept of «natural order», implemented in the framework of
anarcho-capitalism.
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Ilpobnema. Oonum 3 HaAUIOOMILUX NPEOCMABHUKIE HANPAMY, 3anodamkosarnozo JI. ¢pon Mizecom

ma M. Poobapoom, € npubiunux ascmpiticokoi wkoau 6 exonomiuniu nayyi Iauc-I'epman [onne.
Jlocniooicennst 11020 no2nsidie npedcmasisic Cymmesuil iHmepec 6 KORMeKCmi pO3yMIHHS 6UXIOHUX NPUHYUNIG
ma 0cobausoCcmell CyHacH020 aHapxo-Kanimaiizmy ma iibepmapiancmed.

Memoro cmammi € po3Kpumms 3MiCIOGHUX ACNEeKMI8 ma MemoOON02IYH020 3HAYEHHA NPUHYUNY

HeemMpyuauHs 61adu U 30UUCHEHHs aHanizy U020 emuyHo2o OOIPDYHMYSAHHS V Npaysx 6i0oMo2o
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npedcmagnura «1o8oi agcmpiticokoi wikoauy I anca-I'epmana I'onne.

Memoou. Memooonoziuno 0CHOB0I0 QOCTIONCEHHS € GUKOPUCTNAHHS K 3A2ANbHOHAYKOBUX, MAK |
coyionociynux — memooie. Teopemuunum ma MemoOUYHUM  NIOIPYHmMAM  pobomu €  cucmema
3A2ANbHOHAYKOBUX U CHeyianbHUux Memooig: ICHMOPUKO-I02iUHO20, MEeOPemuiHo20 Y3d2anbHeHHs mda
cucmemamu3ayii.

Pezynomamu. Jlogederno, wo 6ueHul, Onuparoducb HA anpiopusm, HPAKCeONO02il0 ma NPUHYUNU
CAMONPUHATIEHCHOCHT 1l 20MCMeOd, CMBOPIOE GlACHY Meopilo eKOHOMIKU 81adu, 0e OCHOBHUM 00 €Kmom
KPUMUKU € 0eparcasa K IHCmumyyionizosana popma npumycy i ekcniyamayii.

Haykosa nosusna. Obrpynmosano, wo Ianc-I'epman lonne iocmoroe yHigepcanizm emuxu
NpUBAMHOI  61ACHOCHI, SAKULL MPAHCHOPMYEMbCA Y CMBOPEHHS YMOTAOHOT KOHYenyii «npupooHo2o
NOPAOKY», Peanizo8anoi 8 pamKax aHapxo-Kanimanizmy MizeciancbKo-pomoapoiancbko2o HanpsamKy «HOBOT
ABCMPILICLKOI WKOMUY.

Bucnosku. /[na I'anca-I'epmana I'onne 61ada — ye npumyc, wo Habyeac cmpaximiugo-pyuHieHux
Macwumaois, nepemeopioyUCy HA 0epIicasHy iHemumyyilo. Bona ebusae kpeamusnuii nomenyian moouHu,
BHUNCYIOUU abO JHC 308CIM PYUHYE OOCASHYMUU PiBeHb «NAHYBAHHA HAO NPUPOOOIO», A MAKONC 3A2POACYE
HOpMANbHiU pobomi PUHKY, NPU YbOMY, 80N00II0UU «NPABOMY NE2iMUMHO20 HACULLCIEA, OMPUMYE ABHY
nepesazy. Came momy GYeHUU 30CepeddCcyc Geluxy Vyedzy HAd emuyHoMy OOIPYHMYBAHHI NPUHYUNY
He8MpY4anHs 61a0U y eKOHOMIUHI npoyecu.

Knrouosi cnosa: «moea ascmpiiicoka wikoaa», Ianc-lI'epman [onne, anpiopusm, npakceonocis,
VHIBEpCANi3ZM, emuKa NPUSAMHOL 61ACHOCTI, HEGMPYUAHHS GIAOU.
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CyuacHi HayKo80-mexHiyHi GIOKpUMMSL 3YMOGUNU BUHUKHEHHST HOBUX KVIbMYPHUX (PopM, 00 aKux
Hanexcums ceimose nagymuHHs (mMepeosica). BusHavanoHumu y peanisax cyuacHo2o ceimy € npoyecu ti A8und,
KL Op2eaniz08yIOmbest i OYHKYIOHYIOMY 30 NPUHYUNOM MeEPediCi, eheKmusHicms SIKoi noseae @ momy, uwo
60HA 0AE 3MO2Y YCNIWHO pe2yliosamu CKIAOHY CUCMEMY G3AEMO3ANENCHUX eKOHOMIYHUX MA COYIATbHUX
axmopis. Yoice cb0o2oOHi Mmepedica Oocumvb Op2aHiYHO VEIUWIA Yy C8im JOOUHU, NPOHUKIA Y 6Ci
COYIOKYIbMYPHI NPAKMUKU adC 00 NOBCAKOCHHS, 3auenusuiu il (izionociuny ma NCuxoaociuny npupooy.
Mosa 1ide npo HU3KY AHMPONOAOSTUHUX 3PYULEHb, OOCTIONCEHHS 1l POIYMIHHA AKUX OONOMOJICE 3PO3yMimu
COYIOKYTIbMYPHY npupody cyyacHocmi. Memoio cmammi € po3ensio coyianbHO20 ACNeKmy niugy
Mepexcesux mexHoN02il Ha KOMYHIKAYII0 TI0OUHU K 8AXCIUBY OHMOJNOIYHY cCymHicmb oounu. Mepeoca
PO3210AEMbCsl He K THepmHa 00 KOPUCY8Aud, 60HA GUSGISAEC 30AMHICIb CYMMEBD GNAUBAMU HA 11020
iHmeneKmyanory, emMOoyiltiHy, MOpAnbHy, OYXO08HY, MINecHy mowjo cyocmanyioHaibHicmo. Y mepescHux
MEeXHOJIO2IAX CROCMePieaeEMO AHMPONONO2IUHI 3PYUWEHHS, AKI IPYHMYIOMbCA HA CMUCIOBUX 3Acadax
COYIOKYILIMYPHO2O ~ MA  NCUXOJO2IUHO20  GIOWYIICEHHsT MaA  MApPiHANbHOCMI,  AKi, SAK  HACHIOOK,
CYNPOBOOANCYEMBCA aKcionociunuMy mpancgopmayisvu. B ymosax yvoeco ceimy aoduna nozdyeaemvcs
YEHMPUSMY, HIMKO OKPECLEHUX CMUCLOBUX MENC MA CYKYNHOCI NCUXTYHUX, (DI3I0N02ITUHUX, NI3HABANLHUX 1l
iHwux 30ib6HOCmel, Y36UYAEHUX 00pPA3Is.
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