
Libertarian Party
1996 Year-end report
The following report was prepared by Steve Dasbach,

Libertarian Party national chair; Hugh Butler, national
treasurer; and Perry Willis, national director.

Executive Summary:
Accomplishments

ft Membership: Partymembership has doubled in
less than two years. In fact, membership grew by more
than 8,500 members in 1996 alone. That represents more
net growth in one year than in the previous 11 years
combined.

ft Ballot Access: We became the first third party
in American history to achieve 50-state ballot status two
presidential elections in a row. We also generated enough
votes to retain ballot status in 22 states, the largest reten¬
tion after any election in party history.

The Jon Coon for State Rep. campaign in Michigan had
everything a Libertarian campaign could want: A charis¬
matic, capable, articulate, principled candidate. A cam¬

paign manager with experience, training, and commitment.
Twelve hundred contributors. A deeply devoted and hard
working volunteer staff of 14. More than 200 campaign
volunteers. Agood relationship with the media. Supportfrom
both the local and national parties.

Yet, after raising and spending over $110,000, Coon
received 15.8 percent of the vote—a virtual tie with the do-
nothing Republican candidate—and a sound loss to the 10-
year incumbent Democrat. The following is a candid analy¬
sis by Jon Coon’s campaign manager, Barbara Goushaw.

Jon Coon is an outstanding candi¬date. Down to earth and articulate,
he has the ability to explain Liber¬

tarian positions in a way that virtually
anyone can relate to and agree with. A
former military man, it is easy to see him
as a leader.

ft Fund Raising: We raised more than $2 million
for the Libertarian National Committee—a record amount.
We also raised an additional $1 million for the Browne for
President campaign, making the combined total for the
national effort the largest in any campaign since 1980.

ft Candidates: We ran more than 800 candidates
for public office—the largest mobilization of third-party
candidates in this election, and perhaps our highest total
ever (accurate data is lacking for 1982, when we may have
had as many as 1,000 candidates).
1 ft Elected or Appointed Libertarians: We
raised the number of elected or appointed Libertarians
from 160 at the end of 1995 to 171 as of the end of 1996.

ft Infrastructure: We expanded our headquarters
staff by four key people—a director of operations, a deputy
communications director, an affiliate and customer ser¬
vices manager, and a new graphic designer.

see LP: 1996 on page 9

A powerful, charis¬
matic speaker, he
brings people cheer¬
ing to their feet, filled
with hope for the fu¬
ture and belief in prin¬
ciple, eager to sup¬
port his candidacy
with their time and

money.
Any analysis of the

1996 state represen¬
tative race has to be¬

gin with the run for
U.S. Senate that pre¬
ceded it. In April
1993, Jon Coon de¬
clared his intention to
be Michigan’s candidate for U.S. Senate, and we immedi¬
ately began the fund-raising process. Using the Michigan
Libertarian Party list, we called every person on it. After

see Anatomy on page 6
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Ballot access
efforts continue
It may seem that elections are just wrapping up, but

for the Libertarian Party the next cycle has already
started.
Ballot access efforts are under way once again, and

now is the crucial time for Libertarians to be lobbying
for better ballot access laws in their states.
Following the November elections, the Libertarian

Party retained ballot status in 22 states, representing
the best retention record in the party’s history.

In North Carolina, one of the states with very diffi¬
cult access laws, the Libertarian Party already has
gathered more than 17,000 signatures toward the re¬
quired 71,000 signatures.
According to KrisWilliams, who heads up the ballot

access efforts for the national party, two paid petition¬
ers are working to gather signatures in-North Carolina
with the hope of keeping the state from decertifying
the LP.

Although the state can decertify the LP in late
February if all of the signatures are not gathered by
that time,Williams said it was hoped that by turning in
many of the signatures the LPmight gain a delay in the
process if the state realized it would have to turn
around and recertify the party in a short while.

see Access on page 7

Anatomy of a campaign
A close look at Coon for State Rep.

Jon Coon

Supreme Court hears GA LP drug case
For the first time, the U.S. Supreme Court has

heard arguments in a case filed by the Libertarian
Party.
On Jan. 14, Libertarian Party member and

former candidate Walker Chandler of Zebulon,
GA, represented himself before the Supreme
Court in the case of Chandler v. Miller —Miller
being Gov. Zell Miller of Georgia.
Since 1975, the high court has rejected 15

appeals from the party, all relating to ballot access
and election fairness laws.
Chandler argued that the court should over¬

turn a law requiring political candidates for state¬
wide offices to take urine tests for drugs. The 6-
year-old state law, the only one of its kind in the
nation, was first called into question by Chan¬
dler—alongwith Libertarians Sharon Harris and
James Walker—in 1994, when all three were
Libertarian Party candidates.

Chandler took the required drug test—which
showed he was not a drug user—in 1994, ran for
lieutenant governor, and then filed suit against the
law. Chandler lost his lawsuit in the district court and
lost again last year in the federal appeals court.
The appeals court, in a 2-to-l decision, wrote in

themajority opinion, “The nature ofhigh public office
in itself demands the highest levels of honesty, clear¬
sightedness, and clear thinking. Simply put, the
state’s interest in filling these positions with drug-
free people is great.”
But Chandler said, “It’s an asinine law. Alcohol¬

ism is obviously the worst problem among politi¬
cians, but that’s not being tested for. And there’s no
test for a politician’s intelligence. Or ethics. Or for the
main addiction in political society—power.
“The legislature is saying those who don’t bow

down and worship the war on drugs can’t run for
office,” Chandler said in a newspaper interview just

before his day in court. “Are we a flock of sheep
that can be tested by the government at will?”
“Drugs are to the 1990s what Communists

were to the 1950s—an excuse for politicians to
violate basic civil liberties,” said libertarian Party
National Director Perry' Willis.
The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU)

agreed, and in a brief filed supporting Chandler,
stated that the Supreme Court “has repeatedly
emphasized that suspicionless drug testing passes
constitutional muster only where it is aimed at
specific and immediate threats. No such threat
exists here. There is no evidence ofa drug problem
among Georgia’s elected officials. Nor do such
officials...typically perform safety-sensitive tasks...”
The ACLU brief went on to say, “On the other

hand, the privacy interests implicated. . . are
substantial.”

see Court on page 11
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Uncovered
*

Fusion case reveals high-court bias against third parties
On Dec. 4. 1996, the Supreme Court

heard arguments in McKenna v. Twin Cit¬
ies Area New Party (95-1608), over whether
the First Amendment protects the right of
two political parties to jointly nominate a
^ngle candidate and have both party labels
on the ballot next to that candidate’s name.
This Minnesota case involved a 1994 state

legislative race. The candidate wanted to
be listed on the ballot as the nominee of the
Democratic and New parties.
The decision will be out in the spring of

1997. Most reporters who tried to predict
the outcome suggested the Court would
rule against fusion.

Eight justices asked questions or made
comments—Justice Clarence Thomas
didn’t speak. The justices monopolized the
hour set aside for the case. Neither Richard
Stowes, forMinnesota, nor LaurenceTribe,
for the New Party, had any time to speak,
other than to respond to comments from
the justices.

Since the court below had struck down
the fusion ban, Slowes, who filed the ap¬
peal, spoke first. Immediately he was
pressed to explain why he felt that fusion
causes voter confusion, as his brief had
asserted. JusticesJohn Paul Stevens, David
Souter, and Ruth Ginsberg doubted that
fusion really causes voter confusion. Slowes
said that Connecticut voters are confused
by fusion, but he didn’t elaborate.
Finally, Slowes said that voter confusion

isn’t the chief reason why fusion should be
banned—the real reason is to prevent the
creation of “bogus” political parties, cre¬
ated simply to bolster the campaigns of
certainmajor party nominees. He suggested

Commentary

the "No New Taxes Party’’ or the “Tough
on Crime Party" might be created just to
assist the campaigns of Democratic or Re¬
publican nominees.

Stevens said that in 1952, there had been
some discussion that both the Democratic
and Republican partiesmightwish to nomi¬
nate Dwight Eisenhower for president, and
asked if the First Amendment should pro¬
tect the right of major parties to jointly
nominate the same person for president.

Before Slowes could answer, Chief Jus¬
ticeWilliam Rehnquist said that California
had banned cross-filing (another term for
fusion that refers to a candidate filing in two
party primaries at the same time), and
wondered if California’s ban might have
been a violation of the First Amendment.
Naturally, Slowes said that the First Amend¬
ment does not require a state to permit
cross-filing.

Souter stated that Slowes’ answers seem
reasonable, and that he might be inclined
to agree, except that history shows that
fusion was banned in most states during
the decade after 1896 to squelch the Peoples
Party, not because of any worries about
voter confusion or bogus parties. Slowes
responded that it isn’t fair to look back so

many years and that these assertions—
which were supported by a group of histo¬
rians who testified for the New Party—are
not proven.
JusticeAntonin Scalia, in an incredulous
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tone, then demanded to know ifSlowes was
actually conceding that “favoring a two-
party system" is not a legitimate state inter¬
est. Scalia clearly was stating that, in his
opinion, the fusion ban could properly be
defended as a tool to squelch new and
minor parties.
The U.S. Supreme Court has issued a

number of very hostile rulings in the last 25
years that have upheld official discrimina¬
tion against minor parties.

However, none of these hostile deci¬
sions has ever claimed that there is a legiti¬
mate state interest in a “two-party system.”
That term has not been used in any Su¬
preme Court decision, upholding a state
ballot access law. The idea that there is a

state interest in upholding a two-party sys¬
tem was rebutted in Williams v. Rhodes, the
1968 decision that overturned the Ohio
ballot access laws. Even Scalia has never

mentioned the term “two-party system” in
any ballot access opinion or dissent, al¬
though he has mentioned that term in pa¬
tronage cases.
Tribe, a famous Harvard law professor,

was prepared to rebut Minnesota’s brief.
However, the Justicesweren’t interested in
that, since they didn’t care about the points
in Minnesota’s brief. Rehnquist, Scalia, and
Justice Stephen Breyer pressed Tribe to
explain why a state can’t simply structure
its election laws to squelch new and minor
parties. Tribe didn’t seem to be prepared
for that, and his answers were not satisfy¬
ing.

Scalia insisted that the ban on fusion has
“successfully preserved the two-party sys¬
tem.”

Breyer, who is from Connecticut, an¬
other state that permits fusion, made a long
statement that fusion bans injure minor
parties, but said that it may be legitimate
for a state to write its election laws to injure
minor parties.
Justice Sandra Day O’Connor said, “The

key First Amendment value is the freedom
to vote for anyone,” an ironic statement
since she voted in favor of a ban on write-in
space on ballots in Burdick v. Takushi in
1992. see Bias on page 3
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Bias
continued from page 2
Scalia demanded to know, “What about

the right not to participate in fusion,” ignor¬
ing the fact that plaintiffs argue only that
fusion must be permitted when the candi¬
date and both political parties involved wish
it to occur. Scalia also insisted that it is
impossible for election law to be neutral
toward minor parties, that it either fosters
them or suppresses them. Clearly, he isn’t
aware of U.S. election laws prior to the
1890s, when those laws were strictly neu¬
tral.
Justice Anthony Kennedy again raised

the idea that fusion causes confusion. He
said that California voters had 200 items to
vote on in the last election and that voters
already are overburdened. (Kennedy is
from California and ought to know that no
California voter had more than four parti¬
san races to vote on. There also were 15
state questions and local non-partisan elec¬
tions and local ballot questions, but no
voter in California had more than 30 or 40
decisions to make.)
The hearing ended abruptly with Tribe

given virtually no opportunity to put his
case in the context in which it belongs—
protection for the First Amendment rights
of political parties in general. At no time in
the hearing were other party rights cases
mentioned.
This is a party rights case. The other

party rights cases in the Supreme Court all
have been brought by major parties, and
they have all won against state election
laws. When the Court hears a party rights
case involving themajor parties, it properly
looks at the language of the First Amend¬
ment itself, and then it writes a good deci¬
sion.

But when a minor party raises a party
rights case, suddenly some Justices forget
about the Constitution. Instead, they think
that they are applying political science, and
that it is sophisticated to defend discrimi¬
nation against minor parties because such
discrimination is necessary for the good of
society.
The irony is that no leading political
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scientist who studies political party sys¬
tems believes that it is necessary to squelch
minor parties in order to “defend” the two-
party system. The true definition of “two-
party system” is a system in which two
particular parties are much bigger than all
the others. It doesn’t mean a system in
which minor parties have atrophied into
non-existence.
Another irony of this case is that major

parties sometimes desire to jointly nomi¬
nate candidates. There were “Republican-
Democrat” or “Democrat-Republican”
nominees on the ballot in 1994 or 1996 in
Vermont, Connecticut, New York, Penn¬

sylvania, California, and New Hampshire.
Thus, fusion, as a constitutional issue, some¬
times has nothing to do with minor parties.
It would have been desirable if the first

fusion case in the U.S. Supreme Court had
been over whether the Democratic or Re¬
publican parties were free to jointly nomi¬
nate a candidate. If the Court had had such
a case, itmight have been able to look at the
issue without being distracted by its own
hostility and bias against minor parties.

This article appeared in the Dec. 12,
1996, Ballot Access News, Box 4 70296, San
Francisco, CA 94147.
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Affiliates
FL Supreme Court rules against LP and third parties
Alabama
According to reports from the state, LP

member John O’Donnell-Rosales re¬

ceived 284 votes in his victorious race for
constable in Mobile County. The NEWS
also reported that LP member Steven
Fischbach won his election for constable
in Mobile County. Unfortunately, although
he did win the election, Fischbach did not

post a constable bond on time, as reqiured
by state law, and so disqualified himself
and vacated the position.

Source: affiliate candidate

California
Kathleen O’Brien, chair of the San

Mateo LP, was appointed chair of theMenlo
Park Arts Commission last October. She
has served on the commission for the past
two years. O’Brien said her focus “will be
on finding ways to lessen dependence on
tax dollars. One of the new commissioners
has done fund raising for other arts groups
and foundations and is also eager to ex¬
plore fund raising."

Source: affiliate newsletter
Arthur M, Hays, a former LP candidate

and state executive committee member,
died at his Long Beach home on Nov. 4. He
was 68. The day after his death, Hays re¬
ceived 3.1 percent of the vote in the race for
State Assembly. “We have lost a good Lib¬
ertarian, a good leader, and a good friend,"
said Gail Lightfoot, state LP chair. He will
be missed.

Source: affiliate newsletter
The LP of Sacramento County elected

the following new officers: Patrick V.
Nestlehut, chair; Gene Fraizer, vice chair;
Steve Watanabe, secretary; and David
Henderson, treasurer.

Source: affiliate officer

National pulse

News from the states

Colorado
AHemp/Cannabis Legalization Summit

sponsored by the LP of Boulder County
was held Jan. 19 in Boulder. The summit,
organized by LP activist Ron Bain, fea¬
tured a panel discussion of the ways state
legalization advocates can take advantage
of the momentum built by the November
passage of medicinal marijuana initiatives
in California and Arizona. Guest speakers
included a former state senator and a Boul¬
der county commissioner.

Source: affiliate newsletter

The Libertarian Community ofJefferson
County—formerly the LP of Jefferson
County—has not only changed its name,
but also its approach to accomplishing its
mission.
To promote the development of a liber¬

tarian culture, the group will identify high-
return projects to work on and the require¬
ments necessary to achieve them. No indi¬
vidualwill be delegated the permanent role
of project leader, but the individuals work¬
ing on a particular project will designate a

spokesperson or team leader for that
project. The team will bear the responsibil¬
ity for accomplishing the project and will
be accountable to the group as a whole for
success or failure.

“We are hoping that this experimentwill
yield good results as libertarians become
committed to making things happen
through involvement in plans that they
have personally created,” said Jerry Hatch,
group leader.

Source: affiliate newsletter

Connecticut
LP candidate Wildey Moore received

709 votes, 1.8 percent, in his three-way race
for State Senate, District 32, in November.

Source: affiliate member

Delaware
In December, Libertarian Jack Dalton,

an incumbent Bridgeville town commis¬
sioner, filed for re-election.

Source: affiliate newsletter

Florida
Nick Dunbar, LP state chair, recently

emphasized the need for as many “Opera¬
tion Politically Homeless” booths as pos¬
sible throughout the state. The state party
is paying a $25 “bonus” to county organiza¬

tions for each outreach booth conducted.
The county groups are reminded to send
all names gathered at the booths to the
state party, which will forward the lists to
the LP national headquarters for new mem¬
ber recruitment efforts.

Source: affiliate newsletter
The Florida Supreme Court ruled against

the Libertarian Party by unanimously up¬

holding a law that allows the state to keep
all of the filing fees paid by candidates for
parties other than the Democrat and Re¬
publican parties, while returning more
than half of the filing fees to candidates for
those two parties.

State filing fees are 7.5 percent of the
annual salary of the office being sought.
For a U.S. congressional candidate, the fee
ismore than $10,000. The practical effect is

see Affiliates on page 5
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Affiliates
continued from page 4
that newer parties must pay the $10,000
simply to put a candidate on the ballot.
The state court’s opinion again affirmed

a bias againstthird parties. Unbelievably, it
stated thatthe discriminatory treatment “is
reasonably related to the state’s important
interest in strengthening and encouraging
major parties, and thereby discouraging
minor parties, as a means of preventing
factionalism and the multiplicity of splinter
groups. . . We are faced with the fact that
the legislature has set up an affirmative
scheme to support and encourage major
parties by returning to these parties a sub-

! stantial portion of their filing fees. . . This
requirement, of course, fosters only the
participation in the political arena of stable,
established parties. We cannot disagree
that the State has an interest in doing this
and this scheme furthers its goal."

Source: Ballot Access News

Libertarian party member Tim Taylor
of Sarasota authored the Visitation Rights
Enforcement Act of 1996 in the state legis¬
lature. The bill was passed into law last
May and became effective in July. LP mem¬
bers Brian Dietz and Mike Kemer helped
in lobbying for its passage. Other legisla¬
tion is being pushed now, including an
effort to eliminate government mandates.

Source: affiliate member

Guam
In an advisory vote for president in No¬

vember, 498 island residents, or 1.54 per¬
cent. voted for the Libertarian ticket of
Harry' Browne and Jo Jorgensen

Source: Ballot Access News

Hawaii
At a meeting of the LP of Hawaii County,

a resolution was passed to provide support
and research to victims of the state’s asset
forfeiture petition for seizure of a home in
Hilo. The party’s resolution stresses the
use of the Bill of Attainder defense.

Source: affiliate newsletter

Iowa
The 1996 vote totals for the LP presiden¬

tial ticket increased by more than 115 per¬
cent compared to the 1992 totals. Another
interesting fact from the election is that
nearly 10 percent of Iowa voters selected a
presidential candidate other than one of
the two older parties. And while totals for
the LP, Taxpayer’s, Natural Law, and even
Socialist Worker’s parties increased, vote
totals for the Democratic and Reform par¬
ties declined. In addition, there were 8.9
percent fewer votes cast in the presidential
race in 1996 than in 1992.

Source: affiliate newsletter

Kentucky
Kentucky led the nation in increased

Libertarian Party presidential vote percent¬
age. Harry Browne and Jo Jorgensen
received 4,022 votes, an increase of 311.7
percent over the 1992 vote total of 977.

Source: affiliate newsletter

Maine
LP members Jean Carbonneau, Mark

Cenci, James Clarke, and Ron Clement

Lilbert oumci1

It’s About Elections, and our Elected Libertarians are Heroes

fm ampaigns and Elections
magazine reported in May

that there are more than 480,000
local elected offices in the United
States. That represents an
enormous opportunity for the
Libertarian Party. As
Congressional Quarterly’s
Researcher said, “Libertarian
officeholders give the party a
status that no third party has
enjoyed in decades.”

From Don Gorman in New

Hampshire to Bonnie Flickinger in
California, individual Libertarians
have won elections and started

building an impressive track record
of electoral success.

Whether winning elections
as constables in Alabama or

township trustees in Michigan, our
elected officials and the volunteers
who built their winning campaigns
are real LP heroes. They’re out of
the ivory towers and fighting on
the front lines in our struggle for
liberty.

Political parties are about
elections and election returns. Not
as an end, but as the path to taking
the reins of government to change
the bad policies that currently rule
our lives.

The Liberty Council is
committed to helping state and
local LP units grow and prosper as
we head for the new millennium.

Liberty Council • P.Q. Box 12G75 •Washington, DC 20005
LibertyDC@AOL.COM

have donated more than 40 audio and video
tapes to the Maine LP Liberty Library.
Cenci, the librarian, will be administering
the library by mail. Any member of the
state or national party can take out one tape
or tape set at a time for a rental fee. Tapes
available include speeches by and inter¬
views with such notables as Walter Will¬
iams, Ayn Rand, Ralph Raico, and oth¬
ers, as well as selected speeches from the
1996 LP national convention. The library is
accepting video and audio tapes for the
collection.
For more information on the Maine LP

Liberty Libraiy or to get an order form,
write the Maine LP at P.O. Box 6677, Port¬
land, ME 04101, or call 207-780-1776.

Source: affiliate newsletter

Michigan
Northwest Michigan LP activist John

Willis was elected Boon Township trea¬
surer duringtheNovember elections.Willis
missed the LP caucus deadline back in

April and decided to run on the Republican
ticket. Even though he ran as a Republican,
Willis proudly proclaimed his Libertarian
affiliation. He mailed a campaign piece-to
registered voters telling them he was a
Libertarian. The campaign piece also pro¬
moted Harry Browne for president.

“Too bad I had to run as a Republican,"
Willis quipped.

Source: affiliate newsletter
The LP of Shiawassee County was

formed last October. Officers for the group
are: Ben Steele III, chair; Violet Steele,
vice chair; Max Dollarhite, secretary; and
Sheryl Lynn Pavlica, treasurer.

“We threw this thing together in kind of
a hurry,” said Ben Steele, “so there wasn’t
much time to promote this first meeting."
Thirteen people attended the first meeting.
“For the next 18 months, we’ll be working
tirelessly atbuildingasolid foundation upon
which we can run successful campaigns,"
he said.

Source: affiliate newsletter
see Affiliates on page 7

“LP” - The Liberty Penguin
Original “LP” Pins

Quality brass & color enamel lapel/hat pin
5 for $ 12.95, 3 for $9.95 or $4.95 each

“LP” Koolie Cups
Set of 4 for $9.95

2 for $5.95

Send to: A. Cason
P.O. Box 368

Bean Station,TN 37708
(423)993-3962

Free Shipping

Adopted as the official symbol by the Laramie County,WY, Libertarian Party
“One small step for “LP”, one giant leap for Liberty!”

Freedom From Freedom Fronts ,by Titus Stauffer
It’s been decades since the civil rights movement, but
race relations are deteriorating. We still fail to judge
people by their character rather than by (heir skin color
We’ve made even less progress towards legally recog¬
nizing. let alone socially accepting, the private lifestyle
choices of our fellow human beings. Yet we stand on
the brink of technological breakthroughs which could
pose far tougher problems Genetically engineered
human and non-human beings and Conscious
Computers are coming our way Are we ready?
Will we allow them to vote, to defend themselves, to
own property1 Or will we simply say that since they're
not human, thev have no rights? Slavery. Part 11?
We’ll face these and many other vexing problems,
equipped with two main ideologies Welfare Stat¬
ists on the left, coercive busybody moralists on
the right. Socialists give us freedom from housing
discrimination by punishing us for advertising our
houses as having walk-in closets. By doing so. thev
say. we convey our intent to discriminate against those
in wheelchairs! Witchbumers give us freedom from sin
by protecting us from "lewd" Calvin Klein ads.
Perhaps genuine freedom and broad-mindedness could
prov ide some solutions. Instead of sponsoring quarrels
between the NAACP. NAAWP. NAACC. and so on.

we'd be better off with the NAACB (Non-exclusive
Association for the Advancement of Conscious Be¬
ings) We definitely need Freedom From Freedom
Fronts when the “freedoms” that our leaders foist
on us are false ones. If you love real freedom,
vicious political satire, and science fiction.
Freedom is written just for you!

Dir,vi Price St:»5. 5.10 pc. ISBN (W644S.1511

Bats in the Belfry, Bv Design bv Titus Stauffer
This hard science fiction thriller, a 1996 Prometheus
Award nominee, mixes deadly, frightful ideas with
politically incorrect, disrespectful humor and adven¬
ture. It's a hoot and could also be a warning! In
the next 50 years, we ll spend billions of dollars
developing new uses for genetic engineering
To what ends ’ Some have speculated that we'll build,
an amusement park featuring dinosaurs. Remember
the Manhattan Project.’. We sure didn't split the
atom because we wanted a place to play We haven’t
learned, yet. that we can’t expect to survive very
long, if we keep on building every "ilejcnsivc"
dcath-tov that new technologv permits

Direct Pncc si:')5.V-s p,- ISBN o»«.44.s»5«5

Order Directly From:
KrifVok-c Publishing IVpi I PN VOI -T-, ;s|
t’o Bc\m:iw. Ui'usion. l.x ">‘>:H'S
Pl> vend copio ol Freedom From Freedom Froms > S12.V5 e.ich
Pis send copies ol Bats in the lidfrx. It\ Design w $12.l)5 each
Add shipping and handling ol S2 50 loi the Im book and M (X) lot each
additional book Allou 5 b xxeok* delixetx Tc\.t> resident add 7
ta\ Check oi monex ordei onlx
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ADDRESS
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Anatomy of a campaign
^ ^ Politics is local, and it's not just about being right or
articulate, well financed or well organized. It's about people—
people who are fundamentally uninformed and apathetic and
still make their decisions based upon the same criteria they
used to vote for homecoming queen, j y

continued from page 1
explaining that we were launching a full-
scale campaign for U.S. Senate, we asked if
they would be willing to meet with Jon
Coon, speak with him about the campaign,
and consider supporting him if they liked
what they heard. Most Libertarians had
never gotten a call like that before, and
enthusiastically scheduled an appointment
for Jon to meet with them at their home.
The majority of those meetings generated
either a check or a commitment to volun¬
teer. Many of those he met with in those
first days are still giving of their time and
money.
Other fund-raisingmechanisms included

a system of setting up public meetings in
various locations around the state, then
doing a radio blitz in the area. We sent out
a press release and then called the" local
stations to request that they interview Jon
in the days preceding the meeting. During
the interview. Jon would invite people to
come to the public meeting and give out the
1-800-JON COON phone number. People
would come, Jon would get them fired up
and motivated to support him. Then he
would ask them to join the pledge pro¬
gram—commit to $10 or $20 per month for
the duration of the campaign. We would
pass out the forms and people would sign
up. The monthly pledgers got a newsletter
and a reminder each month, producing a
90 percent fulfillment rate.
Volunteers called to line up speaking

engagements with other potentially com¬
patible groups—United We Stand, Taxpay¬
ers, Legalization, Bikers Rights, even the
Rotary and Kiwanis. We did not do overt
fund raising at these meetings. Instead, we
passed a clipboard for people to sign for
more information, then followed up with a
fund-raising letter. Thus we created a data
base of more than 1,200 contributors—
people whowould provide most of the fund¬
ing for the ’96 state repres'entative race.
Some of these contributors have been send¬
ing Jon a check virtually every month for
the past four years.
The Senate campaign, which raised and

spent more than $200,000, gathered more
attention, votes, and publicity than any LP
campaign in Michigan history. The editor
of “Inside Michigan Politics,” political ana¬
lyst Bill Ballenger, stated that the 1994
Coon campaign “put the Libertarian Party
on the map in Michigan.”
Much of the attention was due to the

continued efforts in media relations. The
Coon campaign put out press releases al¬
most weekly, developed a media kit that
was sent out statewide, and had volunteers
on the phones requesting interviews. Coon
received 4.5 percent of the vote.

1996 starting point
The ’94 organization and support base

became the starting point for the ’96 state
representative run. Jon said; “In ’94 we
were outspent 50-to-l. It is my firm belief
that the time is right for a Libertarian can¬
didate to win—if we can generate equal
funding. While momentous by Libertarian
standards, $200,000 is a drop in the bucket
in a U.S. Senate race. I know we have the
ability to raise serious money and run a first
class campaign. In a state rep. race, that
kind of money and organization should be
enough for the win.”

Choosing the race
First came the selection of the race and

district. We chose the 24th District be¬
cause this suburban Detroit community
became Jon’s home when he married life¬
long district resident RenaeWillett in 1995.
Renae would be our “inoculation" against
the carpetbagger negative. We considered
moving them to an area that had better
demographics or a higher vote total in ’94,
but rejected it as an even wider opening for
the carpetbagger label.
They could not return to his northern

Michigan hometown because Renae was
going to be the breadwinner during the
campaign, and her job was in Detroit.
We began in early 1995 with a “baseline”

poll of the district. Forty-one percent had
heard of Jon Coon, and 3 percent said they
would vote for him. Eighteen months out, it
wasn’t a bad start.We also polled for impor¬
tant issues and asked a “long-term-incum-
bent versus relative-newcomer-to-the-area"
question. Eighty percent said it wouldn’t
matter. Thus the decision was made.
We knew that the demographic was pri¬

marily blue collar Democrat, like their dad¬
dies before them. But then, Jon used to be
a blue collar Democrat, like his daddy be¬
fore him. We knew that Jon has never had
a problem making those “just plain folks”
understand and relate to LP positions. We
knew we had strong support in the hunt¬
ing/gun owner population, and that this
area had the highest per capita number of
hunters in the state.

The time line
The next step was to establish the time

line—the game plan for the entire cam¬
paign. Working backward from election
day, we identified everything that was to be
done by date required. This documentwas
reviewed and revised at the weekly staff
meetings, with the various tasks assigned
as they came up. Example:

• Nov. 2, third district mailing goes out
• Oct. 31, Staff meeting, hand out

halloween candy at HQ
• Oct. 30, third district mailing stuffed

by volunteers
• Oct. 23, second district mailing goes

out
• Oct. 22, Jon speaks to League of

Women Voters
• Oct. 21, third districtmailingto printer
• Oct. 18, third districtmailing text writ¬

ten and delivered to layout

It was sorted entirely by date, not by
project. Some things were added as they
came up, others were deleted if unwork¬
able or top costly. The time line also is a

budgetingtool. As each item goes on, costs
are budgeted. This determines how much
needs to be raised and by what date. Every
single campaign activity must go on the
time line.

Media relations
Next we pumped up the media relations

campaign. We called local newspapers and
television and radio stations.We announced
that Jon was running, provided the bio/
media kit with the photo for their files for
future reference and articles. These efforts
were rewarded with two television inter¬
views, a feature article in the local paper,
and mentions of his announcement in both

of the statewide papers. (This prompted
our opponent to respond to a reporterwith,
“I don’t know anyone who has announced
that he is running for state representative
that is getting as much publicity as Jon
Coon." How we loved that!)
Our good relationship with the media

continues to this day. They respect us as
professional, call us for relevant opinions,
and call back if we leave a message. Why?
Because we took the time to sell them, not
on Libertarian positions, but on the fact
that we are serious, well organized, and
determined.And it’s because we treat them
with respect, return their calls, give them
“scoops," and make news.

Polling
We polled throughout the campaign.

(Be forewarned, next to fund-raising phone
calls, this is the toughest thing to recruit
volunteers for.) Three weeks before the
election, name ID polled 95 percent—
higher than the 10-year incumbent! (Ninety
percent name ID is the first requirement
for a win.) We polled the district after every
mailing to judge the value and impact, and
saw a steady increase. (Overall the cam¬
paign put out three mailings districtwide,
four additional to the absentees, and two
additional to identified Republicans.)
Prior to the last districtwide mailing, we

mailed it to a “test sample” of 500 in the
district, then polled them. This 500 sam¬
pling gave us 27 percent on the “If the
election were held today would you vote
for” question. We were certain that when
this mailing hit the whole district, right on
top of the video, with the voters greeted at
every polling place by our cheerful precinct
workers,wewould have the final 1-2-3 punch
we needed to win. (We learned in ’94 that
precinctswith poll workers produced much
higher vote totals.)

The video
The video: Our most ambitious project.

At a cost of $30,000 the final version was an
18-minute professional production of Jon
offering Libertarian positions to an enthu¬
siastic audience, peppered with cuts in and
out of family and community activities, nar¬
rated by his beautiful wife, the lifelong
district resident. This project was financed
by major-contributor Libertarians across
the country who received a preliminary
copy with a request to contribute to its final
production. And they did...

Libertarians nationwide came through
to make it happen. The duplication order
was for 21,000 tapes, and on the last week¬
end before the election, a team of more
than 150 volunteers placed one on the door
of every registered voter household in the
district. This had never been done before
in Michigan. We were certain it would be
something thatwas so new, so different, so
unusual and exciting that it would be the
climactic success story thatwould elect the

first Libertarian to the Michigan House.
And the excitement was intense. Our

phones rang off the hook. Statewide news¬
papers wrote about it. Talk radio shows
debated the value of it as a tactic. People
came by the headquarters to pick up extra
copies to show at work. One local business
owner ran it non-stop in her laundromat for
10 days.Wewere giddy with joy.We started
the “get out the vote” calls believing thatwe
had the election in the bag.

The outcome
Then we polled again. The good news:

Of those who watched the video, 60 per¬
cent said they were going to vote for Jon.
The bad news: only 24 percent bothered to
watch it. We severely underestimated voter
apathy. They did not reject our message,
they never bothered to consider it. Even
with the chance to hear it, see it, and get the
information easily in the comfort of their
own homes (without even needing to be
able to read), 76 percent of the voters in this
hard-working, blue collar, over-taxed com¬
munity simply took the video and threw it
away. Then on Nov. 5, they marched in
lock-step to the polls and pulled the straight
Democrat ticket.

Why? Maybe because President Clinton
came to the 24th District to campaign on
behalf of our opponent. Maybe because
our opponent was a nice guy, and we never
did a negative piece on him. Perhaps it was
the millions of dollars the unions spent
pushing the Democrats in our area. Maybe
the general population just isn’t hurting
enough to risk change. Or, as Jon said,
“Maybe the lemmings won’t wake up until
the waves begin to lap at their toes.”

Final analysis
In the final analysis, I believe that we

should have waited. I think the hometown
boy image ofour opponentwasmuchmore
important to the voters that the initial poll¬
ing indicated. We should have spent the
two years after the Senate race letting Jon
become known in his community, building
relationships, joining the Rotary Club and
the American Legion. Walking door-to-
door is not the same as becoming known as
a neighbor.
And we should have waited because in

1998, that 10-year incumbent will be term-
limited out, and the seat, along with 62
others in the Michigan House, will be an
open one. Politics is local, and it’s not just
aboutbeing right or articulate, well financed
orwell organized. It’s about people—people
who are fundamentally uninformed and
apathetic and still make their decisions
based upon the same criteria they used to
vote for homecoming queen.

I welcome your opinions. Please e-mail
me at Bgoush@aol. com or drop me a line at
Barbara Goushaw, P.O. Box 246, Hazel
Park, MI 48030.
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Affiliates
continued from page 5

Michigan
The Jackson County LP elected the fol¬

lowing new officers: Tom Slaughter, chair;
JeffGrand, treasurer; and James Hudler,
secretary.

Source: affiliate newsletter

Mississippi
The state party held its state convention

in Jackson in mid-January.
Source: affiliate newsletter

Buckley raised about $6,000.
Buckley said the campaign “energized

quite a number of previously dormant Lib¬
ertarians, discovered several new good
prospects,” and provided practical cam¬
paign experience for all involved.
“While I am pretty disappointed, I am

not discouraged,” Buckley said. “I think
our support philosophically is much, much
greater than our vote reflects. An awful lot
of voters decided to ‘window-shop’ but not
buy. We just couldn’t close the sale. We’ll
have to reflect on better techniques to win
v°tes- Source: candidate

Access
continued from page 1
The actual deadline for the signature

turn-in is June 1, 1997, so that the state
party can run local candidates this year.
More than 20 LPmembers already have
expressed an interest in running for
local office this year.
Now also is the time for LPmembers

to approach their state legislators en¬
couraging them to introduce new legis¬
lation for easing ballot access restric¬
tions.

For example, Hariy Browne, the LP’s
1996 presidential candidate, has agreed
to write his state legislators asking for
an improvement in the election laws in
his home state of Tennessee.
“This is the time, if people are

gumbling about their ballot access laws,
right now is the time people should be
asking for something better,” Richard
Winger, editor of Ballot Access News,
said.

Sexual harassment run amok
Virginia

LP member John Buckley received 4
percent of the vote in his special election
for the state House ofDelegates in Decem¬
ber. Buckley ran as an independent be¬
cause the LP is not a recognized party in
the state. Buckley did, however, receive
the endorsement of both the Libertarian
Party and the Reform Party.
“The good news,” reported Buckley, “is

that we waged a more professional cam¬
paign than I have ever seen put on by a
third-party or independent candidate. We
mailed a professional postcard/mailer to
8,200 voters; distributed the postcard door-
to-door to about 3,000 households; called
about 1,500 households; covered 14 of 17
precincts almost all day and covered the
remaining three during both the morning
and evening rush hours; and put up nearly
800 signs along the roadways and in sup¬
porters’ yards.”
During the short three-week campaign,

net.g@ins
The following web sites are some LP

members’ favorites you might want to
check out If you would like to offer your
favorite web pages—they don’t have to be
political—send them to: net.g@ins, do
NEWS, P.O. Box 3391, Gainesville, GA
30503, or e-mail your list to
<lpnews@mindspring.com>.
^ http.//uuuuuu.marijuano.org/

Californians for Compassionate
Use, the group behind the recent
medical marijuana initiative in the
state.

http.//uuuuuu.ischiff.com
Irwin SchiffsTax Freedom/

Get Free page.
http.//glodstone.uoregon.edu/

-dobbs/
Home page for the University of

Oregon Libertarians.
^ http.//uuuuuu.Ip.org/lpn/
tolking.html
Index for the NEWS ‘Talking

points” column

Want to
advertise in
the NEWS?
Can 770-536-5243

By Jeff E. Jared

Grammar school kids are getting caught
up in the adult politics of sex harassment.
But sexual harassment laws are unneces¬

sary and should be repealed. The argu¬
ment for this ismade in legal and economic
terms by law professor Richard Epstein in
his 1992 book, “Forbidden Grounds: The
Case Against Employment Discrimination
Laws.” This argument also is made in so¬
ciological and historical terms by literature
professorCamille Paglia in her provocative
1994 book, “Vamps & Tramps.” We should
heed the advice of these two ahead-of-their-
tiine thinkers and repeal all sexual harass¬
ment laws.

Sexual harassment laws are superfluous
because every kind of sexual harassment
already can be remedied under the com¬
mon law of contracts or torts (personal
injury law). These remedies include suing
for battery, assault, intentional (and negli¬
gent) infliction of emotional distress, and
invasion of privacy.
The phrase “sexual harassment” was

first coined in 1974 at Cornell University.
Since 1979, after the publication of
Catherine MacKinnon’s “Sexual Harass¬
ment of Working Women: A Case of Sex
Discrimination,” sexual harassment law has
expanded dramatically. It leaped forward
in 1986whenMeritorSavingsBank v. Vinson
ushered in the “hostile environment” prong
of sexual harassment, which forbade sexy
calendars, jokes, comments, and uninvited
phone calls and letters.

But prior to 1975, before sexual harass¬
ment had become a household word, em¬
ployees alreadywere protected from being
fired for refusing the sexual advances of a
superior. Before harassment laws, contract
and tort law sufficed to protect workers,
and they still do.

In Monge v. Beebe Rubber Co. (1974-
NH), the court ruled that under common
law the covenant of good faith implied in
every contract (and employment relations
are just contracts) precludes firing some¬
one because of rejected sexual advances.
Such an arbitrary firing was (and still is)
precluded by basic contract law. This one
kind of sexual harassment—so-called “quid
pro quo" direct harassment (provide sexual
favors or get fired)—was and still is pro¬
tected against by common law.
The second kind of sexual harassment,

“hostile environment” or indirect harass¬
ment, was ushered in by Meritor Savings
Bank v. Vinson. But this kind of harass¬
ment too can be remedied by ancient tort
law whose principles are quite clear after
centuries of litigation.

Commentary
For eveiy example of sexual harassment,

there always has been a common law rem¬

edy. Fanny-pinching and kissing without
consent always have been battery. Verbal
threats always have been assault. Threats
of future physical harm always have been
intentional infliction of emotional distress
or outrage. Stalking, following, or
oversoliciting always have been invasion of
privacy or assault. Qackie Onassis relied
on the tort of invasion of privacy to discour¬
age an overzealous suitor in Gallela v.
Onassis in 1973.) Extreme, repeated, and
unwanted sexy calendars, jokes, or com¬
ments always have been intentional or neg¬
ligent infliction of emotional distress or
assault. And offending work conditions of
all types have have been regulated away by
collective bargining that has for decades
improved work conditions through con¬
tract law.

Sexual harassment law goes too far. For
example, employers usually should not be
liable for the sexual harassment torts of
their employees, as recent law has held.
This is because such conduct should sever
the vicarious liability of the employer be¬
cause the employee was on a “detour” or
“frolic.” Early sexual harassment cases like
Come V. Bausch & Lomb in 1975 held just
this. (Further, employers never have been

held liable for the intentional torts or crimes
of their employees.) The frolic doctrine
should relieve employers when their em¬
ployees’ acts exceed the scope of their
employment, but ideological sexual harass¬
ment law has altered this old and well-
accepted doctrine. Yet under common law,
hostile environment cases still could ex¬

tend to the employer if the offending prac¬
tices were accepted and routine.

In short, contract law and tort law are all
that is needed to protect workers from
what we today call “sexual harassment"
without going overboard and upsetting
decades of settled law. Under the doctrines
of consent and vicarious liability, all victims
have a remedy. Modern sexual harassment
law is redundant and unnecessary and may
be creating unintended side effects like the
chilling ofhealthy and psychologically nec¬
essary speech, friendships, and social rela¬
tions between the sexes in the workplace.

Common law is better because it has
been tested and refined over the ages. Fur¬
ther, the law of contracts and torts focuses
on the pain of the victim, rather than on the
motivations of the perpetrator. Being vic¬
tim-centered is better. New-fangled sexual
harassment laws only complicate matters
by upsetting settled law and wrongfully
focusing on the subjective intent of the
perpetrator.

Let contract law and tort law rule as they
have for centuries. Freedom of contract is
always better than government regulations.

Jeff E. Jared is a lawyer and political
writer living in Kirkland, WA.
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Freedom lost
LP hands out first annual Modeerf Awards
And the losers are: Arizona,David Kessler, the Supreme

Court, the Energy Depart¬
ment, San Francisco... and espe¬
cially Bill Clinton and the 104th
-Congress.

Their booby prize: The Libertarian
Party's first annual Modeerf Awards.
Their crime: Reducing freedom in 1996.
“Modeerf is freedom spelled back¬

wards,” explained Libertarian Party Direc¬
tor of Communications Bill Winter. “It’s
appropriate for these individuals and orga¬
nizations, since they all moved freedom
backward in 1996. That’s why we created
this award: To expose and shame those
who did the most to reduce liberty in
America.

"After all, there are awards for so many
trivial things—the best and worst dressed,
best television shows, and so on—we de¬
cided America needed an award to high¬
light the decay of our nation’s most pre¬
cious asset: Freedom.”

The Top 10 1996
Modeerf Awards:

The “SorryAbout that In¬
jection of Plutonium 239”
Award:

To the Department of Energy for paying
$4.8 million in taxpayers’
money to the families of
human “guinea pigs”
who had been subjected
to secret government ex¬
periments. “It’s the gov¬
ernment’s equivalent of the

Publisher’s Clearinghouse Sweepstakes—

you may already be a lucky winner... ifwe
conducted ghoulish experiments on your
relatives without their knowledge,”Winter
said.

The “Of Course I Believe
in the First Amendment, Ex¬
cept. .. ” Award:
To Congress and President Clinton, for

passingthe Internet-censorship
CommunicationsDecencyAct.
“Nothing warms a politician’s
heart like a little book burn¬
ing—virtual or otherwise,”
Winter noted.

The “Divorced from Real¬

ity” Award:
To Arizona, which passed a law requir¬

ing divorcing parents to
take a course on the impact
of divorce on children.
“What next—a law requir¬
ing single women to read
The Rules’?” Winter asked. “Perhaps we
need a law requiring politicians to take a
course about the impact of their silly, med¬
dling laws.”

The “Some of My Best
FriendsAreMarried”Award:
To Congress and President Clinton, for

passing the Defense
of Marriage Act in
June, which allows
states to refuse to rec¬

ognize same-sex mar¬
riages. “Apparently it takes a village to
raise a child—but the entire Congress to
protect heterosexuality,”Winter said.

The “What’s Yours Is
Mine” Award:
To the Supreme Court, which ruled in

March that the govern¬
ment can seize the prop¬
erty of innocent people un¬
der asset forfeiture laws.
“This ruling proved that
the Supreme Court
doesn’t know their assets
from a hole in the Bill of

Rights—wh ich is what they’ve created with
this unconstitutional ruling,”Winter said.

The “Sometimes A Cigar
Is Just A Cigar” Award:
To San Francisco, for spending taxpay¬

ers’ money on an ad¬
vertising campaign
that compares cigars
to dog droppings,
launched after politi¬
cians decided that too
many young women
were smoking cigars.
“Something stinks here, and it’s not ci¬
gars—it’s politicianswho think it’s their job
to nag adults about our bad habits,” Winter
said.

«•* The “GiveWar A Chance”
Award:

To President Clinton for extending the
stay of American
troops in Bosnia for
another year. “But
give Clinton credit,”
Winter said. “In 1996,

he resisted the urge to send American
troops to numerous other international
battlegrounds: Chechnya, Northern Ire¬
land, Rwanda, and the divorce court of
Charles and Diana.”

Freedom will triumph
But utilitarian case of secondary importance

By Jacob G. Hornbercer

I must take issue with Harry Browne’s
article, “Selling the Benefits of Freedom”
Oanuary 1997 NEWS).
A libertarian revolution will ultimately

prevail in America. But the primary reason
will not be because people recognize the
benefits that freedom offers. Freedom will
triumph for the same reason it has done so
throughout history—because the desire
for liberty and for the triumph of moral
principleswill burn asbrightly in the hearts
and minds of the American people as it has
in political revolutionaries throughout his¬
tory.
The 19th-century Texas revolutionaries

did not fight at Goliad, San Antonio, and
Houston simply because freedom would
bring benefits. They fought because they
wanted to remain free men—and they rec¬

ognized that their government’s plans to
tax and regulate them would deprive them
of that freedom.
The 18th-century American revolution-

Commentary
response

aries did not devote their lives, fortunes,
and sacred honor to that revolution simply
because freedom would bring benefits.
They fought because man has inherent,
inalienable rights—includingliberty—with
which no government can legitimately in¬
terfere.
The utilitarian case for freedom is im¬

portant, but only secondarily so. The fact
that a free society brings economic ben¬
efits is icing on the freedom cake, but it is
not what drives political revolutions. What
hasmotivatedmen and women throughout
history to stand against their own govern¬
ment is the burning desire to be free. As
Richard Ebeling, an associate ofmine, once
put it, “No one in history has ever gone to
the barricades for the sake of a cost-benefit
analysis.”

Advocates ofgovernmentdelivery offirst-
class mail point out that one of the areas in

which the U.S. government works best is
the U.S. Postal Service because it has a 91
percent on-time arrival rate. Will people
devote their lives and fortunes simply to
gain the benefits of a 100 percent on-time
arrival rate? I don’t think so. But if they
conclude, as we libertarians have, that indi¬
viduals have the inherent, fundamental right
to engage in any economic enterprise with¬
out governmental interference, then we
are much more aptto see private, first-class
mail delivery.
Thus, we must call for the repeal of such

things as income taxation not simply be¬
cause this will result in economic benefits,
but because people have the moral right to
keep the fruits of their earnings.
We must call for the repeal of Social

Security not simply because freedom will
bring benefits, but because it’s wrong to
steal, even when it’s done through the po¬
litical process.
We must call for the end of the war on

drugs not simply because freedomwill bring
benefits, but because individuals have the

The “Get A Real Job”
Award:
To Congress and President Clinton, for

increasing the minimum
wage, thus destroying an es¬
timated 200,000 entry-level
jobs. “It was the ultimate job
protection bill: protecting the
jobs of politicians,” Winter
noted. “Now they can start

handing out federal goodies—like welfare
and job training programs—to those
200,000 voters they threw out of work.”

^ The “This Will Only Hurt
for Six Years” Award:
To David Kessler, FDA Commissioner,

for another year of making
Americans sick under the
guise of keeping them
healthy. “Doctor Kevorkian
has nothing on Doctor
Kessler—who has spent six
years keeping lifesaving drugs
off the market and trying to restrict health¬
enhancing vitamins. He’s a regulation epi¬
demic,” Winter said.

The “There’s A Terrorist
Under Your Bed” Award:

To President Clinton and congressional
Republicans, for blaming
the tragic crash of
TWA Flight 800
on terrorists, and
using it as an ex¬
cuse to try to pass a “wish list” of unconsti¬
tutional anti-terrorist legislation. “This leg¬
islation proves that Americans have more
to fear from politicians than they do from
terrorists—especially non-existent ones,”
Winter said.

inherent right to live their lives the way
they choose, so long as they do so peace¬
fully.

I feel the same frustration as other Liber¬
tarians. We fight and fight, but the vote
totals remain disappointingly low at the
national level. But if freedom were easy to
achieve, everyone in history would have
had it. Freedom iswon by those who perse¬
vere, especially in the face of insuperable
odds.
Throughout history, there have been

great awakenings. At various times and
places, people have risen above their ev¬
eryday problems to participate in the quest
to be free. This will happen again, perhaps
suddenly and unexpectedly. It is up to us
libertarians to continue fanning the em¬
bers of liberty that lie deep within the hearts
and minds of the American people.
Jacob G. Hornbergeris thepresident ofthe

Future ofFreedom Foundation and was the
keynote speaker at the 1996 Libertarian
Party National Presidential Nominating
Convention.
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LP: 1996 Year-end report
continued from page 1
iY Outreach: We spent more than a

quarter of a million dollars on campaign
advertising (including Browne for Presi¬
dent expenditures). This is the largest
amount since 1980. We also spent more
than $100,000 on direct-mail prospecting
and distributed more than $100,000 worth
of LP literature.

lY Media: We generated more than
$5 million in “free” media—the largest and
most concentrated blitz of media attention
in the party’s history. (This figure was ar¬
rived at by multiplying the amount of free
air time we received times the per-minute
ad rate of each program we appeared on.
This figure does not include print media.)
We also garnered more than 70 media

endorsements for Harry Browne—by far
the most in party history. And we received
an additional 200 endorsements forHarry’s
inclusion in the debates—another unprec¬
edented achievement.

tY Inquiries: Our combined media
and outreach efforts generated more than
40,000 inquiries.

vY Presidential Votes: We won

485,120 votes for president, the second-
largest total in party history. This repre¬
sents a 60 percent increase over 1992.

iY Voter Registration: The num¬
ber of voters registered as Libertarians
rose from 129,000 to more than 163,000—
a 21 percent increase.

Net membership growth since 1984

Cost per vote
The following chart shows the cost per vote for each of our presidential

campaigns (using combined presidential and LNC fund raising adjusted for
inflation).
Campaign Year Total Raised Votes Cost Per Vote

1976 $1,298,346 176,000 $7.38
1980 $7,230,206 922,001 $7.84
1984 $1,726,526 228,796 $7.55
1988 $3,261,335 431,616 $7.56
1992 $2,284,713 289,189 $7.90
1996 $3,574,328 485,120 $7.57

Hold these dates. • •

July 2 - July 5, 1998
for the 1998 Libertarian Party

National Convention in Washington, DC
Plans are under way for the best convention we've ever

had. You can be a part of making it better right now by
doing all you can to boost national party membership.

Those affiliate parties showing the greatest national
membership growth during 1997 will be given preferential
seating at the convention. Every new national member
from your state helps earn you a front-and-center seat to
the best national convention yet.

More news about the convention will appear in future
issues of the NEWS.

Income and expenses
This chart shows LNC income and expense for 1996, by category. (Note: the
structure of this chart is slightly different from the structure used in the LNC’s formal
accounting. Here some staff expenses are allocated to administration and some to
projects. Miscellaneous fund-raising expenses are allocated on a proportional basis
to all of the fund-raising expense items). As we go to press, December has not been
closed yet, so the final numbers may vary slightly.

Income
Income Expense Net Expense as

a % of Budget
Direct Mail $487,302 $82,416 $404,886 4%

Monthly Pledge Program $211,291 $19,738 $191,553 1%

Membership Renewals $157,010 $50,489 $106,521 2%

Telemarketing $152,443 $69,421 $83,022 3%

Major Donors $159,806 $3,707 $156,099 0%

List Rental $31,223 $1,139 $30,084 0%

Dues via Affiliates $48,668
(and unified membership payments)

$13,284 $35,384 . 1%

Service Fees from $152,820 $ -- $152,820 0%

Presidential Campaign
Membership Recruitment $142,222 $151,036 $(8,814) 7%

Mailings
Inquiry Response $155,419 $181,774 $(26,355) 9%

Material Sales $124,141 $121,916 $2,225 6%

LP NEWS Advertising $7,263 $ ~~ $7,263 0%

Brochure Memberships $10,069 $4,228 $5,841 0%

Targeted Advertising $45,168 $ -- $45,168 0%

Contributions
Unsolicited Contributions $124,737 $ -- $124,737 0%
Convention Fund Raising $126,485 $41,866 $84,619 2%

Targeted Ballot Access $868 $ -- $868 0%

Contributions

Targeted Campaign $1,209 $ -- $1,209 0%

Contributions
Total Income $2,138,144 $741,014 $1,397,130 35%

Expenses

Administration Expenses
Rent/Physical Plant $72,828 3%

Paid Staff $129,315 6%

Software and Equipment $52,903 2%

Administration Postage, $21,205 1%

Phone, Supplies
LNC $8,955 0%

Taxes, legal, regulatory, banking $11,289 1%

Contingency Fund $10,691 1%

Administrative Services $31,069 1%
for Presidential Campaign

Total Administration Expense $338,255 16%

Project Expenses
Project Staff $258,631 12%

Project Postage, Phone, Supplies $42,410 2%

LP NEWS $102,685 5%

Advertising $234,215 11%

Media Relations $18,145 1%
Affiliate Support $9,687 0%

Campaign Funding $22,313 1%

Campaign Training $10,698 1%

Ballot Access $371,826 17%
Total Project Expenses $1,070,610 50%

Total Expense $2,149,879
Net $(11,735)
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Talking points
Microsoft, e-mail, Ms.-information, and more

SJAOWS

The tragedy of Microsoft
“Perhaps the biggest success story of

the American economy in the past decade
is the Microsoft Corp.

Founder Bill Gates and many other mil¬
lionaires in Redmond, WA, got rich the
only way you can in a free market: by
prpducing something other peoplewanted.

But in our modern politicized economy
no good deed goes unpunished for long.
The federal government noticed that
Microsoft was just too good and was help¬
ing its customers just toomuch. It launched
a FederalTrade Commission investigation,
later compounded by a Justice Department
investigation.
The issue isn’t whether Microsoft is or

was in fact a monopolist, though the facts
shed a lot of doubt on that claim. What
concerns me is how the government lured
Microsoft into the political sector of the
economy.

As early as 1990 (Microsoft) had em¬

ployed the Washington office of a Seattle
law firm that includes Bill Gates father, as
its chief outside counsel inWashington. In
1995 the company opened its own Wash¬
ington office. It also hired a lobbying firm,
headed by two former congressmen and a
public relations firm. It worked on policy
issues through several trade associations.
The tragedy is that the most important

factor inAmerica's economic future in rais?
ing everyone’s standard of living is not
land, or money, or computers; it’s human
talent. And some portion of the human
talent at one of America’s most dynamic
companies is now being diverted from pro¬
ductive activity to protecting the company
from political predation, motivated by envy,
lust for power, or simply the desire towin in
the political arena what you can’t win in the
economic arena.

The number of corporationswith Wash¬
ington offices increased 10-fold between
1961 and 1982. The number of people lob¬
bying in Washington at least doubled and
many have tripled between the mid-1970s
and the mid-1980s. The number of pages in
the Federal Register, where new regula¬
tions are printed, doubled between 1957
and 1967, tripled between 1970 and 1975,
and remains at some 60,000 a year. No
wonder so many corporations have opened
Washington offices.”
David Boaz, Cato Institute Policy Report,

September/October 1996.

Straight dope
from the pope

“By intervening directly and depriving
society of its responsibility, the welfare
state leads to a loss of human energies and
an inordinate increase in public agencies,
which are dominated more by bureaucratic
ways of thinking than by concern for serv¬
ing their clients, and which are accompa¬
nied by an enormous increase in spending.
In fact, it would appear that needs are best
understood and satisfied by people who are
closest to them andwho act as neighbors to
those in need. It should be added that
certain kinds of demands often call for a

responsewhich is notmaterial butwhich is
capable of perceiving the deeper human

Libertarian talking points
Marc Beauchamp

Editor

need.”
Pope John Paul II in his recent encyclical

Centesimus Annus.

Money and free speech
“Efforts to limit political contributions

and spending are extremely popular [but]
have been based on faulty assumptions.
Although it is often said that we spend too
much on political campaigns, total spend¬
ing for candidates for all offices is less than
$10 per eligible voter every two years.
Money is of much greater value to chal¬
lengers than to incumbents, so higher
spending opens up the political system to
new people and ideas. Contrary to the as¬
sumption that large contributions are un¬
democratic is the reality that the most chal¬
lenges to the status quo and mostworking-
class political movements have been fi¬
nanced by wealthy donors.
Our current campaign finance regula¬

tions favor incumbents, stifle grassroots
activity, distort and constrict political de¬
bate, and infringe on traditional First
Amendment freedoms. There is little rea¬

son to believe that still more regulation and
public funding will yield positive results.”

Cato Policy Analysis No. 238, Sept. 13,
1996, at <www.cato.org>.

Don’t touch that e-mail
“Who’s responsible forwhat happens on

the Internet? Princeton University recently
tried to forbid its students and professors
from using their Princeton e-mail or Web
pages to send partisan political messages.
The private university said it feared for its
501 [c] 3 non-profit status, which forbids
such political messages. After Princeton
warned its users to pass on the politicking,
the American Civil Liberties Union re¬

minded the school that under New Jersey
Supreme Court precedent, even private
institutions are bound to respect the state
constitution’s free speech guarantees.
The university backed down. The idea

that Princeton’s non-profit status was in
danger, saysACLU lawyer David Rocah, is
‘ridiculous. That’s not the law, it can’t be,
and it never will be. The law prevents the
university itself from indulging in political
activity, not others using its property.With
their logic a professor using a Princeton
phone in a Princeton office couldn’t talk
about who to vote for.’”

Reason Magazine, February 1997.

Ms.-information
“The women’s magazine titles such as

Redbook,WorkingWoman, Mademoiselle,
and Parents are key purveyors of a power¬
ful, and wrong, premise. For the past de¬
cade feministscholars and researchers have
been barraging the American public with
statistics purporting to show that ‘our sex¬
ist culture’ is inimical to women. ‘Battery
increases 40 percent on Super Bowl Sun¬
day’; ‘Girls suffer a tragic loss of self-es¬

teem at adolescence’;
‘One in four women are

victims of rape or at¬
tempted rape’; ‘40 percent
of women are severely
depressed.’ Although
none of these alleged
factlets is true, the
women’s media credits
them. So do many
women.

The drumbeat of pro¬
vocative Ms.-information

gives the Democrats a
clear advantage. The
more women are ren¬

dered insecure, the
greater their felt need for
programs thatDemocrats
favor and Republicans [and Libertarians]
reject. Two prominent media watchdogs,
Consumer Alert and the Media Research
Center, released a joint report after the
election analyzing the political content of
13 popular women’s magazines over a 12-
month period. They found that publica¬
tions likeWorkingWoman, Glamour, and
Redbook routinely ‘scare women to death’
by overstating risks, and they push hard for
protective government programs. (In one
year, the 13 magazines gave 115 positive
portrayals of government activism com¬
pared to 18 articles that were critical.) The
report calls women’s magazines ‘a liberal'
pipeline to Soccer Moms.’”

Christina HoffSommers, author of “Who
Stole Feminism? How Women Have Be¬

trayed Women,” in The Washington Post,
Jan. 5, 1997.

What makes
a great president?
“The results of the latest survey, orga¬

nized by economistArthur Schlesinger Jr.,
were not surprising. Presidential greatness
is defined as action, the more frenetic the
better. Which means big government, the
more intrusive the better.
Abraham Lincoln tops the list. He held

the nation together during a crisis and
killed 620,000 Americans in the process.

Second is Franklin Delano Roosevelt.
His economic policies were a failure. The
New Deal might have improved Ameri¬
cans’ morale, but it did not spark a sus¬
tained recovery. Decades later, we are reap¬
ing the bigger harvest of many of his mis¬
guided initiatives.
Third is George Washington, the only

one who deserves that designation, more
for what he did not do than what he did.
Washington rejected the opportunity to
accumulate power. He truly believed in
individual liberty and republican govern¬
ment.
What will history say of Bill Clinton? He

has sent the military into action around the
globe, proposed a massive new social pro¬
gram and talked endlessly in the action-
oriented terms so loved by historians. But
history is likely to render a different judg¬
ment. Itwill see him as yet another in a long
line ofpolitical hacksmesmerized by power.
And as someone willing to sacrifice Ameri¬
can lives, wealth, and freedom for social

engineering projects at home and abroad.
In short, history will not be kind to him nor
to most of his predecessors.”

Doug Bandow, The Washington Times,
Jan. 5, 1997.

Corporate welfare
killed Ron Brown
“The death of Commerce Secretary Ron

Brown in a Balkans plane crash exposed
the real reason President Clinton sent
American troops to Bosnia: To make the
world safe for corporate welfare. An aspect
of the so-called Dayton Peace Accords,
which led to deployment of U.S. troops,
was an initial installment of $600 million in
U.S. foreign aid, much of it for construction
contracts.

As was the case in Vietnam, Kuwait,
Panama, Somalia, Haiti, and now Bosnia,
America’s corporate elite are shamelessly
bilking the taxpayers and putting Ameri¬
can lives at risk, all under the guise of
patriotism and ‘nation building.’
What Mr. Brown and his party of travel¬

ing CEOs were doing when their plane
crashed was assuring that selectAmerican
businesses, i.e. major contributors to the
Democratic Party, received the bulk of the
foreign aid funds through construction
contracts.

‘Many companies represented on Mr.
Brown’s missions were Democratic do¬
nors,’ theWall Street Journal reports. The
opportunities for contracts are quite con¬
siderable,’ a spokesman for Riggs Bank
told The Washington Post. Such opportuni¬
ties even included ‘the import of5,000 preg¬
nant heifers.’
War profiteering is why high-ranking

executives from such corporations as
Bechtel, the Barrinton Group, Guardian
Industries, Riggs, AT&T, Ensearch Inter¬
national, Air and Water Technologies,
Harza Engineering, Bridge Housing Corp.,
and Foster Wheeler Energy International
accompanied Ron Brown to Bosnia.”

Tom DiLorenzo, The Free Market, June
1996, the Ludwig von Mises Institute at
<www.mises.org>.
Contributions and comments arewel¬

come. Please e-mail them to
<mbeaucha@ix.netcom.com>.
Or mail them to Libertarian Party

NEWS, P.O. Box 3391, Gainesville,
GA 30503.
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Court
continued from page 1

Chandler argued that the law should be
overturned because of the Fourth
Amendment’s prohibition against “unrea¬
sonable” searches.
“Surely there are some limits to

suspicionless drug testing,”Chandler said.
“This case may be an opportunity for the
Court to delineate just what those limits
might be.”
Chandler also argued that the First

Amendment’s protection of free speech—
especially political speech—should apply
as well.
“If you refuse to take a drug test, it’s like

refusing to salute the flag of the drug war.
Georgia has no right to keep off the ballot
either those who might fail a drug test or
those who might refuse to take one—the
latter act (if not the former) having serious
free speech implications,” he said.
Attorneys for the state of Georgia ar¬

gued that the state has a “compelling” need
for drug-free politicians.

But that’s a foolish argument,Willis coun¬
tered, saying the party stands 100 percent
behind Chandler in the case.

“America has a compelling need for poli¬
ticians who understand and enforce the
Constitution,” he said. “What voters don’t
need are the grandstanding politicianswho
passed this law—apparently in an effort to
prove their allegiance to the destructive
War on Drugs.”
“If I win, it will be a small victory for

liberty,” Chandler said. “But if I lose, it will
be a major defeat.”
The Supreme Court stunned legal ob¬

servers when it agreed to take the Chan¬

dler case—one of only 100 cases itwill hear
this term, out of more than 7,000 appeals
that were filed. The New York Times sug¬
gested that the justices had a “curiosity to
deal with this highly unusual front in the
endless war on drugs.”

Legal experts have indicated that Chan¬
dler has a good chance ofwinning his case.

RichardWinger, publisher of Ballot Ac¬
cess News, said, “Generally, the Supreme
Court has only upheld mandatory drug
testingfor special occupational groups, such
as people who run locomotives, or com¬
mercial airline pilots.”
And The New York Times wrote, “Corri¬

dor handicappers at the court suspect that
a Libertarian is on the verge of finally win¬
ning one against the Government.”
Around the nation, editorial opinion has

also been running in favor of Chandler.
And USA Today columnist Walter

Shapiro wrote in early January, “My sym¬
pathies are with Chandler because I be¬
lieve that America has run amok with its

drug-testingmania. But I’m also rooting for
him because I admire the national tradition
that he represents of stubborn, cranky indi¬
vidualists who march to their own drum¬
mers out of fidelity to principle.”

Chandler, 48, is a divorce and criminal
defense lawyer. He is the father of three,
active in the Kiwanis Club and Presbyte¬
rian Church, and is an assistant scoutmas¬
ter for the local Boy Scout troop. He has
been a candidate for public office for the LP
twice, and he dates his Libertarian beliefs
to his days as a student at the University of
Virginia.

$

y

9

4
►

♦
f

4

9
y

%
y

■
y
%

m

4
y

9

4
y

4
y

4

y

• 1 # * 9 ♦ * * * • a * # * # * a § i *9 4

Success IS flue Best Revenge!-
Do you have all the skills it takes to succeed at:

. . . parenting? . . . financialplanning? . . . being an effective
communicator?. . . business sales andmarketing?

Times have changed. We must continuously sharpen our skills to stay competitive
and manage our personal and professional relationships. Employers are looking for
"soft" skills: interpersonal expertise; leadership; organization; communication skills;
entrepreneurial orientation; thinking "outside the box;” self starting; etc.

Our company teaches economic freedom. We teach how to turn information into
knowledge and knowledge into profit. The level of thinking and understanding that
got you this far, no matter how successful you are, is not the same level that will carry
you further. Find out why over 50,000 familes are turning off ordinary television and
tuning into a television network that is devoted to their personal success. What could
you do with hard-core coaching in life skills (that corporations pay thousands for)
landing in your living room every night for FREE? There is no other company that
wants you to become more successful at what you already do!

On January 18th thousands of more families will be introduced to
the most revolutionary continuous learning system and profit
vehicle ever created. This tremendous event will be coordinated

through a live satellite broadcast to hundreds of facilities in North
America. Those who join us right now will stand to profit BIG,
both immediately and continuously during the coming years.

Call toll-free 1-888-209-8114 today
and take the first step toward complete
intellectual and financial freedom.

The revolution has begun,
grab a front row seat today!
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GET THE INSIDE SCOOP
ON CAMPAIGN 'SO

Now available for sale: Thecomprehensive 1996 Presi¬
dential Campaign Report.

It’s a complete post-election
analysis, examining what went
right and what went wrong in the
Harry Browne for President
campaign - and why.

The report, written by Harry
Browne and his campaign staff,
is 500+ pages of information,
analysis, facts, and figures.
Included are reports on media
scheduling, advertising, fund¬
raising, volunteers, the
Internet and World Wide

Web, material sales, ballot
access, polling, campaign
objectives and strategy, the campaign message,
the final vote totals, overcoming the “hurdle of irrelevancy,” and much more.

The 1996 Presidential Campaign Report is available for sale for $30 (includes the
cost of postage). To order by credit card, call: (202) 333-0008 Ext. 221, or fax
to (202) 333-0072. To order by check or money order, mail to: Libertarian
Party, 2600 Virginia Avenue, NW, Suite 100, Washington DC 20037.

BARE COINS
Perfect Time NOW to Invest — Find Out Why
Complete Privacy from 1099 Reporting
PCGS and NGC Authorized Dealer, ANA, ICTA
15 Years Professional Experience
Outstanding Prices
Specialist in US Gold Rarities
Dealer in all US Coins and Tangible Collectibles
Numismatic Portfolio Management Expert
BUY 00 SELL 00 TRADE

Investment Minimum: $1000
CALL TO FIND OUTWin AOHMIGIIT BE THE PERFECT

TIME TO INVEST IN RARE COINS and/or for a FREE

ANALYSISOF YOUR CURRENT COIN PORTFOLIO

1-800 334-3325
(800-33-4-DEAL)

CUSTOMIZED NUMISMATICPORTFOLIOS
Lawrence D. Goldberg, Owner
2219 W. Olive Ave. Suite 218

Burbank, California 91506
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Letters
Comments on pollution, and lots of suggestions

Grow membership
Harry Browne is right in saying that if we

are to get the kind of attention we need in
orderto win elections, the Libertarian Party
will have to grow considerably in size. I’ve
found that after an election is an excellent
time for enrolling new members. During
the campaign, I convinced many friends
and acquaintances to vote for Harry
Browne. After the election, I started
encouraging them all to become dues-
paying members of the LP. Most of them
have been joining up with no hesitation.

If the LP were to grow to 100,000
members, their annual dues over a four-
year period would be $10 million—enough
to greatly increase our visibility among the
public. If we had 500,000 members, their
dues in four years would add up to $50
million—giving us more money than the
$29 million Ross Perot milked from the
public treasury. Half a million members
might seem like an impossible goal. But
we got almost half a million votes for Harry
Browne, and every one of those is a
potential member. Plus, polls show that
there are millions of Americans whose
beliefs are essentially libertarian but who
don’t know about the LP. The more

members we get, the more we will have
the resources to reach these people.

Harry Browne is also absolutely correct
when he says, “There is nothing wrong
with our message or the way we’re

Staying in touch

Letters to the editor

presenting it. We simply need to have it
heard by more people more often between
now and the next election.” I found that
there was a very high acceptance rate of
the libertarian message once people had
a chance to hear and understand it. The
message was much easier to sell on a
one-to-one basis in 1996 than in 1992
because many more people, in my
experience, seemed ready to hear it. I’ve
set a goal of personally enrolling 20 new
dues-paying members in the next three
months.
The Browne campaign accomplished a

great deal. But Harry Browne is right that
the best way to capitalize on those
accomplishments is simply to continue
spreading the word and building the party.
He doesn’t say it will be easy; he just says
it’s what we have to do. So, let’s do it!

Tom Regnier
Secretary, LP of FL

Lauderhill, FL

Run as GOP
Texas Congressman Ron Paul has

shown the way to victory. Instead of
wasting time and resources fighting
restrictive ballot access laws, we should

FREE ONE-WEEK
SUMMER SEMINARS

FOR COLLEGE STUDENTS, GRADS,
AND RECENT GRADUATES

Should government...
censor the Internet?
control your sex life?
tax your earnings?

What Do You Think?

APPLICATION DEADLINE: MARCH 31, 1997
NO APPLICATION FEE IF

RECEIVED BY MARCH 1, 1997

Institute for Humane Studies at George Mason University. 40X4 University Drive. Ste. 101. Fairfax. VA 22030
ihs@ghtu.edu • http://osfl.gniu.edu/~ihs/

be registering as Republicans (while
maintaining membership in the Libertarian
Party, of course) and supporting
Libertarian/Republican candidates.
Perhaps then we could legitimately
congratulate ourselves on our congress¬
men, instead of consoling ourselves with
county commissioners such as Tom Tryon,
who must share my disappointment with
the national results of the election.

Jorge G. Avila
Burlington, KY

Pollution property rights
One of the issues which libertarians

have problems with is the environment
and pollution. Ourcandidates either ignore
the issue or don’t devote much time to it
and our platform does not propose specific
solutions. On the bright side, Republicans
and Democrats don’t seem to know what
to do with this issue either, other than to
propose more government.

A solution put forth by Michael
Rothschild, author of “Bionomics:
Economy as Ecosystem,” suggests that
the government should create pollution
property rights by requiring people who
pollute to purchase transferable, divisible
certificates which authorize that pollution.
A base year would be selected and
certificates would be authorized for the
amount of pollution in the base year only.
Polluting without a certificate (trespass)
would be backed by heavy fines. These
certificates would initially be auctioned off
by the government, similarto the spectrum
auctions now going on, and then traded
on commodities exchanges. Certificates
would be issued foreach kind of pollution—
acid rain, C02, sulfur dioxide, ozone, etc.
There are a number of advantages to

this scheme. First, and probably foremost,
it puts a price on pollution. Automobile
manufacturers and utilities, for example,
could look at the market and evaluate
fairly quicklywhetherto invest in alternative
technologies. If they have to spend $30
million on pollution certificates, you can
bet they'll look at other solutions. Second,
it gets rid of the commons problem. Third,
it gets rid of significant portions of the EPA
bureaucracy. Fourth, there are no taxes
involved. Fifth, it permits environmental
groups to put their money where their
mouth is—they can use theirfunds to buy
up as many pollution certificates as they
can afford and burn them, thus perman¬
ently reducing the amount of pollution in
our society.

I have several questions for readers. 1)
Is this plan sufficiently libertarian to be
worthy of our support? 2) Recognizing
that pollution property rights may be a
product that nobody wants, can we justify
government involvement in establishing
them to minimize trespass and mandating
their acquisition? 3) What should be done
with the money raised from the auction?
4) What problems do you see with this
plan? 5) What other plans might work
better?

Please reply in this forum or send them
to David Aitken, 1240 Ogden #4, Denver,
Co 80218, 303-831-4334, e-mail:
david.aitken @ kr-bbs.com.

David Aitken
Denver, CO

Crossroads
Harry Browne’s vote count was very

disappointing.We received more exposure
than ever before. If our libertarian message
was working, we should have received
more than a million votes.
The Libertarian Party is at a crossroads.

We can either decide to be a mainstream

party of the future, which I am advocating,
or we can choose to remain just a gadfly
in the political process. These are the
steps we should take to make the party
part of the mainstream political arena:

1) Simplify the platform by stating our
general philosophy rather than giving
specifics. Libertarians do not agree on the
specifics. Giving too much detail allows us
to become easy prey for our opponents.
Instead, we should provide generalities
that will reassure people that their life will
not be disrupted. It is counter-productive
to confuse the electorate with things that
are irrelevant to our immediate goals.

2) Get rid of the pledge/oath. The LP is
a political party—hot a private club nor a
religious order. The principle is untenable.
Harry Browne’s platform violated the
pledge since it called for the imposition of
tarriffs and excise taxes, which confiscate
money through the threat of force. The
principle is like a star toward which we
should aspire. However, it must not be a
requirement to swear allegiance,to the
party to participate. The pledge only turns
people away.

3) We need to accept governmental
matching funds. This money has already
been stolen from us by taxation. Taking
back some of it, in the form of political
contributions, is the right thing to do, both
morally and pragmatically. By refusing to
accept back from the government what is
ours, we are sending the wrong
message—we are being passive in the
face of the injustice of taxation and
redistribution of ourmoney to other political
parties. The Democrats and Republicans
established the rules of the game, using
taxes to create matching funds. We didn’t.

4) When running for president, or for
any other political office, we need to
campaign based upon something that can
realistically get done. Asserting that we
will get rid of 50 percent of the government
in the first year in office, as Harry Browne
advocated, makes us appear ridiculous.
The president doesn’t have that power.
We should preach incremental ratherthan
revolutionary change.

Alan E. Kleist

Cheverly, MD

Foundation
Since I’ve come to consider the

Libertarian Party as my new home, and
find myself constantly reading the opinion
section of our newspaper, I find myself
shaking my head in utter bewilderment at
what most members of the party call
“freedom of conscience.”

Every time I’ve had acasual discussion
of the in-depth Christian morals that this
country was founded on, I have had the
“unfortunate privilege” of watching the
membership wince in repulsion at the
mere suggestion of returning to that very
foundation.

see Letters on page 14
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Business Card Directory
Tired of PayingHalf
Your Income To

Government Bureaucrats?

Go offshore! Learn the secrets of legal tax
avoidance, and strategies the super
wealthy have been using for years! Now,
you too can preserve your assets, and
establish accounts overseas, set up trusts,
and get into offshore wealth technology!

And, if interested,we’ll showyouhow
to teach others about our business,
andhowyou canmake profits of 90%!

Generatemore income in the international
financial arena, thanmost DARE dream of!

Call: (800) 927-2527, Ext. 411
or

(603) 286-8861

LRML, 26 South Main St. #242
Concord, NH 03301

Embroidered Libertarian Cap
$14.95 includes shipping.
60% cotton-top quality
Natural white cap
red & blue embroidery
choice of bill colors -

white, navy, red

Libertarian Party
P.O. Box 20815

Greenfield, Wl 53220

Legalize Freedom
Legalize Freedom Tee-Shirts and Bumper Stickers
© Belkin. When it comes to Freedom, silence is

neither golden nor wise. Express yourself. Legalise
Freedom Bumper Stickers - $2.00 each. Legalise
Freedom Tee-Shirts - $10.00 each. Sticker - black

lettering on white vinyl. Tee-Shirt - black lettering
silk-screened onto Hanes 100% Cotton Beefy Tee,

M./Lg./XL. Shipped P.O. Priority Mail - $2.00 postage
each package. Expect 4-6 weeks delivery. If
interested, please make check payable to:

Martin Belkin
P.O. Box 350357 • Brooklyn, New York 11235

Thomas Jefferson
in bright blue on a
white comfortable
100% cotton t-shirt

Only $15
plus $2 shipping

M-L-XL

XXL add $2

Checks or m.o,
no cash please.

Thomas Jefferson
1743-1826
3rd President
Author of

The Declaration of Independence

Make payable to: Mary Anne Gassmann
P. O. Box 161

High Ridge, MO 63049

Libertarian Party NEWS
Advertising Rate Card

Circulation:
26,000 members and contributors to the Libertarian Party.
(Circulation varies due to outreach.) Published monthly.
Terms:

Only camera-ready ads accepted for publication. Pay¬
able in full with ad copy. No typewritten, handwritten, or dot
matrix printed ads will be accepted. Multiple insertions: First
insertion payable with copy, subsequent insertions payable
within 15 days of invoicing. An invoice and tearsheet will be
sent to all advertisers. All payments for advertising in Liber¬
tarian Party NEWS should be made payable to Solstice, Inc.
Rates:

Ad Size

Why Don’t Libertarians

WIN?
Findout lion ■ theelection game is i iggedand how

you can helpmake it an honest fight
Libertarians for Fair Elections
2020 Pennsylvania Ave NW, Suite 982

Washington DC-20006
(Long SASE or dollar bill appreciated but not required)

By Popular Demand
Now The Back ofShirt

Says:
When it comes to

Freedom

Republicans are
Fakes

Democrats are

Clueless

T Shirt
L, XL
Multicolor

on Turquois
Fruit of the Loom

$13.95 + $2.50 S/H
Visa/ MC

1-800-484-7660
Ext. 4478

Its B0

LIBERTARIAN

OPEN SEASON PRESS

616 Grove City Rd
Slippery Rock, PA 16057

Full page (10-1/2" x 13-3/4")
Magazine-Size (7-3/4" x 10-1/2")
Half page (5-1/8" x 13-3/4")
Half page (10-1/2" x 6-3/4")
Quarter page (5-1/8" x 6-3/4")
Business Card (3-1/2" x 2")
1 Column Inch (2-3/8" wide)

Monthly single
insertion cost

$500.00
$315.00
$285.00
$285.00
$150.00
$35.00
$15.00

Discounts:
Insertions % Discount

2 10%
4 20%
6 30%

Policy:
Solstice, Inc. reserves the unconditional right to reject any
advertising deemed inappropriate or unsuitable for publica¬
tion in Libertarian Party NEWS, on the basis of content or print
quality. Anyfunds received for advertising not published shall
be promptly refunded. All advertising shall be clearly distin¬
guishable from editorial matter.
Deadline:
First of the month prior to date of issue. Example: Advertising
for June issue due May 1.

Solstice, Inc.
P.O. Box 3391 • Gainesville, GA 30503

770-536-5243

lpnews@mindspring.com

VOID WHERE PROHIBITED BY LAW

BILL OF RIGHTS
T-SHIRT

$14.95 includes shipping

grey shirt - 50/50 top quality
black print - red VOID print

made USA - sizes M,L,XL,XXL
Libertarian Party
PO Box 20815

Greenfield Wl 53220

PHILIPPINE
FRIENDSHIP SERVICE
We're the correspondence
service with the most
beautiful Filipina ladies
and the lowest circulation
of any professional service.
For complete information,
including over 400 un¬
usually beautiful ladies’
photo listings, send $5 to:
PFS 354 Q Fuller Ave, St Paul, MN 55103

Avoid Property Destruction
Save thousands of $$$$$$
Improve Security. Win Elections
Read Financial Reports
Correct Deficit Spending
Lower Assessments

Breakthrough in Common Living
and much more in this 178 pages
XX chapters book by Award
Winning Author John Harbor
Check for $16 95 S/H included to

SOCIAL ($jLNSECURrrv
" ^DOLLAR a^OUut~of^' *

000-00-0000
HAS BEEN ESTABLISHED FORI

Bay Publishing Company
2141 Glendale Galleria # 139
Glendale, CA 91210

IThey're back • Two color • $6.95 per 100 • $60 per 1000Make checks payable to the
Libertarian Party • PO Box 20815 • Greenfield Wl 53220
I | FOR SVSTEM SCRUTINY and gag PURPOSES - NOT PQR INDEMNIFICATION | I



L ! !_< .JL

14 Libertarian Party NEWS February 1997

Letters
continued from page 12

Does the membership honestly believe
that these United States will ever recapture
its former awesome status in the world, as
being the one powerthat you don’t want to
mess with—except on friendly terms,
without a “hard and fast” return to our

Christian foundation? If the membership
does, then it’s fooling itself.

It should be noted, however, that the
moral foundation that I’m referring to is not
the bogus, bone-headed, passive, limp-
wristed b.s. thatwe Americans are getting
from the churches today.

What I am referring to is returning to a
righteous interpretation of Romans,
Chapter 13, and then verifying to the fools
in the churches of this country that: 1)
Christwas not a pacifist; and 2) that money
in and of itself is not the root of all evil, but
rather that “the love of money” is the root
of all evil.

Many of us have “religious right” or
right-wing convictions that we do believe
fit in quite well with the libertarian
philosophy. Unfortunately, many of the
left-wing wifhin our party seem to think
otherwise. The left-wing, and the party as
a whole, had better be willing to practice
true tolerance of the rest of us, because
we're just as much Libertarians as the rest
of you—and perhaps even more so.

Eric P. Frizzell
Mayer, AZ

No way
Libertarians are not collectivists (Dec.

1996 NEWS). Collectivism is “a political or
economic theory advocating collective
control, especially over production and
distribution, or a system marked by such
control,” according to “Webster’s Ninth
New Collegiate Dictionary.”
That definition might describe

communism—or even certain republicrat
views—but it could never be applied to
libertarians, who believe in the free market.
The primary objective of any corporation

(or manufacturing company) is to earn a
profit for its shareholders. Employees
should be paid the fair market value of
their labor—not whatever amount they
can extort from their employers by
collectively coming together in an attempt
to control production and distribution.

Like-thinking individuals pulling together
to non-forcefullypromote a common cause
makes those individuals a group and
nothing more. I am a libertarian. I am not
a collectivist.

Anita C. Farley
Cookeville, TN

Wake up call
The LP’s 0.5 percent share of the

popular vote in the presidential election
was a surprise. With articulate candidates
like Harry Browne and Jo Jorgensen,
backed up by Browne’s hard-hitting book,
“Why Government Doesn’t Work,”
Libertarians expected to at least break the
1 percent threshold.
Assuming that Ross Perot isn’t around

in the next election, how can the Libertarian
candidate secure the minimum 5-10

percent share of the popular vote needed
for credibility and leverage in the politicial
process? Here are some ideas:1)Money. The LP needs its own
billionaire backer. Steve Forbes, who has
libertarian sympathies, perhaps could be
persuaded that “working within the system”
in the pro-government Republican Party
leads only to getting co-opted by the status
quo. And there are others like him.

2) Celebrity. Ronald Reagan, Sonny
Bono, and Clint Eastwood are among the
former entertainers elected to public office.
A celebrity candidate or spokesperson
could bring instant recognition to the LP.

3) Platform. Much as we might like to
see income taxes and entitlements
banished in the first 100 days of a
Libertarian presidency, it isn’t going to
happen with a Depublicrat Congress. An
LP “Contract With America,” setting out
realistic, moderate first steps without
compromising long-term goals, may be
needed to broaden support.

4) The Future. If the Democrats can
invoke the interests of children to advocate
big government, the LP can employ
children to illustrate the merits of limited
government. LBJ’s 1964 TV spot showing
a little girl peeling the petals off a daisy had
a strong impact in painting Goldwater as a
threat to peace. Why not invoke similar
imagery to show how dead-end entitlement
programs blight our children’s future?
The 1996 election was a wake-up call

to the LP. It indicated thatfielding capable,
intelligent candidates is ndt enough.
Without compromising its standards, the
LP has got to employ proven fight-to-win
tactics to broaden its base.

Michael Browning
Fair Lawn, NJ

Two more suggestions
Now that the elections are over and the

votes are totaled, two aspects of this
campaign need to be re-examined. These
are the approach that Libertarians need to
take toward those who are totally
dependent on government programs for
survival, and the internal workings of our
selection process for presidential
candidates.

First, we need to sell our viewpoint to
many Americans who do not recognize
the fallacy of socialism. When we say,
“Government Doesn’t Work,” many of
these slaves—from farmers to passenger
railroad workers to the handicapped,
especially the blind—laugh at us. Forthese
people, government provides the only
means for existence. Withdrawal of
subsidies and rehabilitation programs
would lead to their starvation. Libertarians
need to detail the process of transferring
these groups from government
dependency to independence under
private enterprise. These details would
inspire them to liberate themselves from
their statist prisons.
The second problem concerns the

passage of Rule Nine dyring the last
convention. Under present rules, a
presidential candidate must receive
signatures of 35 delegates before being
presented for nomination. This rule is
based on the participation of candidates
in primaries and state party conventions
before the national convention takes place.
This procedure requires the candidates to
spend large amounts of money, thus
restricting the selection to only rich people,
or those who are dependent on backers
who can control the candidate’s views.
This restricts the choice for delegates,
especially those who do not believe in
being committed to anyone before the
nationalconvention, orthose who because
of poorly financed conventions do not
have personal access to all candidates. It
also deprives the winning candidate of the
means of selecting a cabinet from the
losers so that he can avoid accepting
referrals from statist institutions should he
be elected.

I fear that Rule Nine subjects the LP to
rule by elitist forces in the name of satisfying
TV stations, and can lead to the destruction
of the LP. This Rule Nine needs to die

during the next convention so that we who
come from small state parties can have a
voice in determining the nominee, and not
become puppets of those who desire that
we imitate the major parties.

Jeffrey Dicket
Louisiana LP vice chair

New Orleans, LA

Even more suggestions
I agree that there is nothing wrong with

our message, and I will grant you that
huge amounts of money are needed to
build the party, get members and ballot
access, and buy advertising space and
media time. But I believe that there is a

problem with the way we are promoting
ourmessage, and money alone isn’t going
to fix it or raise us the members we need...
The approach of the LP has been to

appeal to the part in all of us which is
discontent with the taxes we are paying. It
is a “here’s what’s in it for me” campaign.
And even I, a die-hard Libertarian, am
turned off by it. I believe that the approach
of the LP in the 10 years I’ve been involved
has been too narrow for all quadrants of
the political field except those who are
already ideologically converted. ..

[F]or president we need a candidate
who appeals first and foremost to the
social conscience. She/he will be someone
whose life is immersed in voluntary social
giving and/or organizing, and whose
passion for libertarianism is rooted in her/
his belief and experience that big

government interferes with and prohibits
us in our efforts to voluntarily help each
other as well as ourselves. We need a

Peter Breggan, Marshall Fritz, or Mary
Ruwart—someone who says, “Liberty
alone is not going to do it. But we do need
liberty in order to set the love free. ..”

I would like our main message to be,
“We are going to be a society that helps
take care of its needy members. . .but
we’re going to do it without force and
theft.” If we want to have a prayer that
people will believe that this is possible, we
need to have at least the beginnings of an
infrastructure of voluntary giving in place,
ready to help. As Libertarians we ought to
be involved and visible in that helping.
Like the black market in ex-Soviet countries
that was there to take the place of a
planned economy when it fell, we need to
be there with our black market voluntarism
when welfare ends.

Vera G. Dyck
Chalfont, PA

Belief system
While Harry Browne-has my utmost

admiration and I regret that I had but one
vote to cast for him, I must register my
shock at his claims about Christianity (Jan.
1997 NEWS). This belief system, while
widely held in the West, is not “the world’s
most popular philosophy,” nor does it
“provide the basic premises on which most
social issues are argued.” Those premises
existed long before Chirstianity came along
and claimed them as its own.

Lenny Maughan
lenmaughan@aol.com

DO YOU WANT FREEDOM FROM
GOVERNMENT NOW?

IF YOU ARE TIRED OF WAITING FOR A MAJORITY
THAT MAY NEVER "VOTE" YOUR RIGHTS TO YOU,
THEN JOIN WITH US NOW TO TAKE ACTION!

Millions of people in this country are fed up with the way our
governments work, hut yet in the last election the majority of the
voters stayed home! Obviously, many people see voting as a futile
means of changing our political system.

It is imperative that we pursue alternative plans and seek more
effective methods for reducing the power of government! While we
seem to be winning voters, we are not winning votes. And while it is
important to continue with our efforts to elect our candidates, it is also
time to explore other avenues for gaining our freedom.

THE FREEDOM MANIFESTO by Richard Adams is the first
book that provides a positive plan for winning our freedom from
government, a plan that we have already begun to put into action. It
shows us how we can mobilize millions of people to change our
system of government NOW - legally, without violence, and without
the approval of any majority.

The New American Freedom Foundation is a non-profit institution
dedicated to coordinating and funding this nationwide effort.

To find out how you can take an active part in this effort -
and get paid for it - order THE FREEDOM MANIFESTO
today by sending your check or money order for $12.95 to:

New American Freedom Foundation
13164 Memorial Drive, Suite 190
Houston, TX 77079
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Have Yo
Have you read the best Libertar¬ian book of 1996? If not, now's
the time to do it!

Harry Browne's Why Govern¬
ment Doesn't Work is available
through mail order from the Libertar¬
ian Party at a special reduced price.
This "instant classic" is Browne's
summation of his 1996 presidential
platform — a provocative mix of
ideas that will speak to the millions
of Americans who think government
is too big and expensive . . . but
don't know how to fix the problem.

★ ★★★*★*★★■*•***★*****■********

■ Special Report. 20
pages, blue & black ink.
Comprehensive introduc¬
tion to the LP, explaining
how a Libertarian society
would benefit the
reader. With convenient

one-piece, attached re¬

sponse form/envelope.
Cost: Sample $1.00

or $50 for 100

■ LP Program. 4 pages,
blue ink. Details LP posi¬
tions on education, em¬

ployment, political cor¬
ruption, health care, and
crime. Provides steps the
LP would take to solve
these problems.
Cost: Sample: $1.00

or $10 for 100
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which political part)'
s 100% pro-gun rights?
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ENOUGH
IS ENOUGH

■ Which Political Party
is 100% Pro-Gun

Rights? Flyer. New, im¬
proved 2-color version!
(blue & red). Hard-hitting
outreach to gun owners,
listing 10 compelling rea¬
sons why the Libertarian
Party deserves support.
Cost: Sample: 50<t

or $5 for 100

iili
Rights

m
VOTE
ERTARIm

■ Is there another

phrase that so accu¬

rately captures the
mood of voters in
America? "Enough Is
Enough!" says it all —

and now you can say it
too, by proudly display¬
ing this two-color (red &
blue) 24" x 18" yard sign.
Plus, it provides the solu¬
tion: "Vote Libertarian!"
Perfect for before and
after elections. Printed on
sturdy foamboard.

Cost: $8.00 each

In this book, Browne
explains why government

doesn't work — and will never
work as well as private, volun¬
tary, cooperative solutions. He
offers a specific, detailed, work¬
able plan to reduce the size of

the federal government by 90%.
Every Libertarian should have

this book in their library — and an
extra copy to lend to family and
friends. Order your copies today!
■ Cost: $11.95 each (includes special $2 per
book shipping & handling charge)

Other Great
LP Products
Literature

■ Libertarianism in One Lesson by David Bergland.
126 pages, 6th edition. The classic introductory work
about Libertarianism by the party's 1984 presidential
candidate. Contrasts how liberals, conservatives, and
Libertarians view issues. Cost: $8 each or 5 for $25

■ LP Fact Sheets: UPDATED FOR 1997! 2-page LP
history (political highlights, 1971 to 1996) and 2-page
bibliography (over 150 books about Libertarianism).
Sold as a set only. Cost: Sample: 50<t or $10 for 100
■ America's Libertarian Heritage by David Berg¬
land. 16-page booklet. A concise overview of Liber¬
tarian philosophy, covering free markets, social issues,
political action, and more! Cost: $1 each

■ World's Smallest Political Quiz cards. Perfect for
"politically homeless" booths, and an excellent low-
cost hand-out! Cost: $1 for 100

Tools for Campaigning
■ LP Statue of Liberty Logo master. Camera-ready
sheet, ready for scanning. Cost: $1 each

■ Newsprint Ads: "Libertarian Party—Defenders of
Liberty." Camera-ready print ads. One each: general,
lifestyle, drugs, guns, draft, taxes Cost: $3 for set

■ Libertarian TV Ads: A videotape compilation of
TV ads by LP candidates, from State Representative
to President. (For information only; not broadcast
quality.) Cost: $20.00 each

■ Towards A More

Sensible Drug Policy.
Brochure, 2-color (blue &
black). Argues that drug
legalization is sensible,
workable, and beneficial.
Cost: Sample: 50C

or $5 for 100

■ Ending the Welfare
State. Brochure, 2-color
(green & black). The LP's
welfare reform plan, pro-
moting opportunity,
work, and responsibility.
Cost: Sample: 50<t

or $5 for 100

■ Equal Rights for
America's Gun Own¬

ers. Brochure, 2-color
(orange & black). Ex¬
plains the LP's pro-2nd
Amendment position.
Cost: Sample: 50<t

or $5 for 100

■ "Million Dollar Bill."
Green ink. Front: A faux

$1,000,000 bill. Reverse:
Highlights excessive Fed¬
eral spending and the LP's
tax-slashing alternative.
Cost: Sample: 50<t

or $5 for 100

■ The Libertarian

Party: Working to Cut
Your Taxes Brochure,
2-color (green & black).
Outlines how Libertar¬
ians would drastically re¬
duce taxes and govern¬
ment spending.
Cost: Sample: 50<t

or $5 for 100

■ What Happened To
Your Family Budget?
Brochure, 2-color (blue &
black). Hard-hitting look
at how government im¬
poverishes the "typical"
family through taxes and
inflation.

Cost: Sample: 50<t
or $5 for 100

■ Making Your Neigh¬
borhood Safe Again
Brochure, 2-color (red &
black). Explains the LP's
innovative five-point
Operation Safe Streets
"crime-control" pro¬
gram.

Cost: Sample: 50<t
or $5 for 100

■ Is This the New Po¬

litical Party You've
Been Looking For? Bro¬
chure, 2-color (violet &
black). New introductory
brochure; gives general
overview of Libertarian

Party beliefs.
Cost:Sample: 50<t

or $5 for 100

Buttons

Cost: All buttons are $1 each or 75C for 5 or more.

■ Don't Blame Me, I Voted Libertarian 1-800-682-1776

■ Vote Libertarian 1-800-682-1776

■ Libertarian Party: Pro-Choice on Everything
1-800-682-1776

Miscellaneous Items
■ High-quality, lined windbreaker, blue with LP
logo and party name on front. Available in M, L, XL.
(Specify on order form.) Cost: $25 each

■ LP Statue of Liberty Logo on PC Disk: 3-1/2 inch
DOS-compatible computer disk. Cost: $3 each

Bumperstickers
Cost: $1 each; $7.50 for 10; $50 for 100

■ Don't Blame Me .. .1 Voted Libertarian (Blue &
white; LP address and phone # below.)

■ Vote Libertarian/800-682-1776 (Blue & white.)

■ I'm Pro-Choice on Everything! (Red, white, & blue.)

Large fr Small Banners

■ Small Banner. (12" x 5'). White on blue. One line:
"Libertarian Party." Cost: $25 each

■ Large Banner. (18" x 5'). White on blue. First line
"Libertarian Party," second line your choice (specify
on order form): ★ "800-682-1776" ★ "Defenders of
Liberty." Cost: $40 each

To Order
Indicate quantity you wish to order below. There is no charge for standard .

I shipping. Allow 3-4weeks for delivery. Or: Add S5 for same-day shipping Call I
I (202) 333-0008 for instructions on rush deliveries. Minimum order: $5.00. I
Orders shipped via UPS; please add 15% for Post Office box deliveries.

I★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★★I

I M Readv-to-use Literature I
I Quantity Amount I

I Booklet: "Special Report"
| Brochure: "Ending the Welfare State"
I Brochure: "New Political Party?"
I Brochure: "Equal Rights/America's Gun Owners" I
I Brochure: "Making Neighborhood Safe Again" I

| Brochure:'TowardsMore Sensible Drug Policy" i
I Brochure: "Working to Cut Your Taxes!"■Brochure: "What Happened/Your Family Budget7" .

Flyer "Political Party /100% ProGun Rights?" .

Tax Day Flyer $1,000,000 Bill
' Yard Sign: "Enough Is Enough/Vote Libertarian" •
I Booklet: 1995 LP Program
I 2-page LP history/2-page bibliography. (Package.) I
| World's Smallest Political Quiz I
I Libertarianism in One Lesson book j
| America's Libertarian Heritage booklet j
I NEW! Why Government Doesn't Work book I

I ■ Yard Signs I
| ENOUGH IS ENOUGH/Vote Libertarian |
I M Bumper Stickers I
I Don't Blame Me... I Voted Libertarian I
| Vote Libertarian/1-800-682-1776 i
| I'm Pro-Choice on Everything! |
* M Buttons >•Don't Blame Me, I Voted Libertarian 1
I VOTE LIBERTARIAN/800-682-1776 I
I Libertarian Party: Pro-Choice on Everything 1
M Miscellaneous Items

. Lined windbreaker. Circle one: M L XL.

LP Statue of Liberty logo on 3-1/2’PC disk
' Liberty Teddy Bear s

I M Tools for Campaigning i
I LP Statue of Liberty logo master ,

I Newsprint ads: "Libertarian Party - Defenders i
of Liberty" set of seven.

. Libertarian TV Ads ,

| M Large & Small Banners |
| Large: "LIBERTARIAN PARTY" (18’h x 5'w) |

Please check preferred second line: i
‘

□ "Defenders of Liberty" ,

□ "1-800-682-1776" 1
I Small: "LIBERTARIAN PARTY" (12’hx 5'w). I
M Total Due

| Merchandise Total

RUSH handling: Add $5 for same-day shipping .

I RUSH shipping: Call office to arrange

'
TOTAL PAYMENT DUE

TTTTTTTTTTTVTTVTVVVVTVTTVVTVTT

■ [ ] Cash, check, or money order enclosed (No corporate checks!) 1
I [ ] Bill my Visa [ ] Bill my MasterCard

Acct. ft
|

| Expires I

| Signature |
I Name I
'

Membership ID# [On label!

| Street i
I City State Zip I

| Occupation |
' Employer ‘
Federal law requires political committees to report the name, mailing

I address, occupation, and name of employer for each individual I
| whose contributions aggregate in excess of $200 in a calendar year. |
| Mail Order Fcrm to: The Libertarian Party |
| 2600 Virginia Avenue, NW, Suite 100 * Washington, DC 20037 i

^To Order by Phone: call (202) 333-ooos^j
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Libertarian
Party

Information
LP National HQ
National Director

Perry Willis
Director of Communications

Bill Winter
Staff

Tonya Hamilton • Dollie Parker
Tiffany Rodney • Kris Williams
Daniel Smith • George Getz

Daniel J. Gallagher
Watergate Office Building

2600 Virginia Ave. NW, Suite 100
Washington, DC 20037

Telephone: 202-333-0008
Fax: 202-333-0072

New member info, only:
800-682-1776

Office Hours: Monday-Friday
9 a.m. - 5 p.m.

LP National Chair
Steve Dasbach

4523 Morning Wind Place
Fort Wayne, IN 46804

219-432-7145

76060.3222@compuserve.com
LP NEWS
P.O. Box 3391

Gainesville, GA 30503
770-536-5243

Fax: 770-287-0800

lpnews@mindspring.com
71610.3614@compuserve.com

Randy Langhanry, editor

CalendarofUpcomingEvents
Feb. 15, 1997:

Massachusetts LP Convention,
Marlborough Best Western Hotel,
Marlborough; for information call 617-
625-1100. Speakers include Don
Gorman and Boston Globe columnist
Jeff Jacoby.

Feb. 22, 1997:
“Decision ’98,” sponsored by the

LPM Congressional Committee and the
Libertarian Campaign Managers
Association, Church Hall, Ferndale; for
information call 810-399-9177. Event for
those interested in becoming
candidates, campaign managers, or
activists in 1998 campaigns.

March 8, 1997:
Third Annual Sam Adams Dinner, The

Heidelberg, Ann Arbor, Ml; for information
call 313-944-8101. Sponsored by the LP of
Washtenaw County. Jacob Hornberger will
be the guest speaker.
April 4-6, 1997:

Pennsylvania LP Convention, Hilton
Hotel, Allentown; for information call 610-
264-3692.

May 2-4, 1997:
Ohio LP Convention, “Nuts and Bolts of

Political Campaigns,” Springfield; for
information call Tom Brown at 937-296-
0543.

May 2-4, 1997:
Michigan LP Convention, “Libertarianism

in the 21st Century,” Holiday Inn,
Traverse City; for information call 616-
941-1306. Special events include
Casino Night and workshop on “Why
and How to Build Affiliates.”

May 24-25, 1997:
Florida LP Convention, Sheraton

Hotel, Maitland; for information call 407-
578-3797.

May 31-June 1, 1997:
New York LP Convention, Stadler

Hotel, Ithaca; for information call 607-
687-7597.

Send upcoming event notices early to:
NEWS, P.O. Box 3391, Gainesville, GA

30503
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Libertarian National Committee, Inc.
Watergate Office Building
2600 Virginia Ave. NW, Suite 100
Washington, DC 20037

NON-PROFIT ORG.
U.S. POSTAGE

PAID

Martinsburg, WV
Permit #102

Year-end report
National party provides
details of 1996 actions

Retrospective
An inside look at the
Jon Coon campaign in Ml

Intellectual ammo
“Talking points” takes a look
at e-mail, Ms.-information, more

PAUL MULSHINE

The Libertarians are in the

process ofspreading a lot of ideas
that could eventually change the
nature of the debate between the
two major parties. . . [their] entire
platform is based on a word that
the major-party politicians use so

rarely that it might as well be
called the F-word— freedom. « ■


