
Chapter X3 — Historical Thinkers and Movements
That Would Oppose Libraism

Introduction: Opposition as a Measure of Strength

Every political philosophy reveals its true character not merely through those who
embrace it, but through those who reject it. Libraism, grounded in equilibrium,
decentralized power, moral restraint, and structural limits on authority, is not
universally compatible with all schools of thought. Its principles necessarily conflict
with ideologies that prioritize dominance, consolidation, certainty, or ideological
uniformity over balance and pluralism.

This chapter examines historical figures, movements, and philosophies that would
likely oppose Libraism, not as villains, but as coherent systems pursuing different
ends. Understanding these tensions clarifies what Libraism is — and what it is not.

I. Absolute Sovereigntists and Centralizers of Power

Representative Figures:

Thomas Hobbes

Jean Bodin

Carl Schmitt

Core Conflict:
Libraism rejects the premise that stability requires absolute authority.

Hobbes’ vision of sovereignty rests on the belief that human nature is so chaotic
that peace can only be secured through an all-powerful state. Libraism, by contrast,
views unchecked power as a greater long-term danger than disorder itself. Where
Hobbes prioritizes obedience to authority, Libraism prioritizes structural restraint on



authority.

Carl Schmitt’s belief that sovereignty is defined by the power to decide exceptions
is fundamentally incompatible with Libraist governance, which explicitly seeks to
prevent any individual or institution from standing above the system.

Why They Would Oppose Libraism:

Libraism fragments power rather than concentrating it

It distrusts emergency authority

It treats sovereignty as conditional and distributed

II. Revolutionary Collectivists and Centralized Social Planners

Representative Figures:

Karl Marx

Vladimir Lenin

Mao Zedong

Core Conflict:
Libraism rejects historical determinism and centralized economic control.

Marxist ideology views history as a linear struggle culminating in a classless society
achieved through centralized control of production and political authority. Libraism
rejects this inevitability narrative and resists any system that claims moral certainty
over future outcomes.



Where collectivist revolutions seek to dismantle existing systems entirely, Libraism
favors iterative reform, equilibrium, and continuity, warning that radical
centralization often replaces one tyranny with another.

Why They Would Oppose Libraism:

Libraism limits state economic power

It protects pluralism and private autonomy

It refuses to subordinate individuals to ideological ends

III. Authoritarian Nationalists and Ethno-State Ideologies

Representative Figures:

Fascist theorists (e.g., Giovanni Gentile)

Modern authoritarian populists

Core Conflict:
Libraism resists identity-based centralization of power.

Authoritarian nationalist movements often elevate the state, nation, or cultural
identity above individual liberty and institutional restraint. Libraism rejects the
fusion of identity and authority, insisting that governance must serve equilibrium
rather than mobilization or dominance.

While Libraism acknowledges the importance of culture and tradition, it refuses to
weaponize them as tools of exclusion or absolute authority.

Why They Would Oppose Libraism:



Libraism decentralizes national power

It resists personality cults and strongman leadership

It rejects loyalty as a substitute for accountability

IV. Technocratic Elitists and Managerial States

Representative Figures & Movements:

Certain strands of modern technocracy

Bureaucratic global governance models

Core Conflict:
Libraism distrusts governance by insulated experts without moral accountability.

Technocratic systems assume that expertise alone legitimizes authority. Libraism
acknowledges expertise but insists it must remain subordinate to transparent
structures, civic consent, and ethical restraint.

The Libraist critique is not anti-science — it is anti-unaccountable power.

Why They Would Oppose Libraism:

Libraism limits bureaucratic permanence

It resists rule by unelected institutions

It prioritizes moral equilibrium over efficiency alone



V. Theocratic and Moral Absolutist Systems

Representative Figures:

Medieval theocratic rulers

Modern religious authoritarian movements

Core Conflict:
Libraism separates moral truth from coercive authority.

While Libraism respects moral philosophy and spiritual traditions, it rejects the
enforcement of any singular moral doctrine through state power. Theocratic
systems, by contrast, derive legitimacy from divine or ideological certainty, leaving
little room for dissent or balance.

Why They Would Oppose Libraism:

Libraism rejects moral monopolies

It defends freedom of conscience

It prevents fusion of spiritual authority and state power

VI. Radical Libertarian Extremes

Representative Figures:

Anarcho-capitalist theorists



Purely market-absolutist philosophies

Core Conflict:
Libraism accepts the necessity of limited governance.

While Libraism shares skepticism of centralized authority, it diverges sharply from
philosophies that reject institutional governance entirely. Libraism views the
absence of structure not as freedom, but as vulnerability to private coercion,
monopolies, and chaos.

Why They Would Oppose Libraism:

Libraism preserves regulatory equilibrium

It accepts collective responsibility

It rejects the idea that markets alone self-govern justly

VII. Why Opposition Validates Libraism

That Libraism is opposed by such a wide spectrum of ideologies is not a weakness
— it is evidence of its uniqueness.

Libraism does not promise utopia.
It does not offer moral certainty.
It does not guarantee victory, dominance, or inevitability.

Instead, it offers something rarer:
A system designed to survive human fallibility.

In opposing absolutism in all its forms — whether ideological, economic,
nationalistic, or technocratic — Libraism positions itself not as an answer to history,
but as a framework for navigating it without surrendering freedom.



Conclusion: A Philosophy Defined by Its Limits

Those who oppose Libraism often do so because it refuses to grant them what they
seek most: final authority.

Libraism’s refusal to concentrate power, sanctify ideology, or silence dissent
ensures that it will never be universally embraced — and that may be its greatest
safeguard.

A system that no one can fully control is a system least likely to enslave.
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