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Libertarians won
on Nov. 2, as well

By VIN SUPRYNOWICZ
Bill Clinton and the tax-and-spend

crowd lost on all fronts Nov. 2, as has
been widely noted. Rudolph Giuliani in
New York city may be a
conservative in name

only, but the gubernato¬
rial results in New Jersey
and Virginia left liberal
commentators and poll¬
sters choking on their pre¬
mature victory toasts.
Garden State voters, in
particular, seemed to find
nothing ridiculous about Christine Todd
Whitman’s pledge to reduce state spend¬
ing and income tax rates by 30 percent
over three years, a campaign promise
which had left commentators like Robert
Reno of New York’s Newsday shrieking
with mirth.

On the otherhand, the obverse claim
- that November’s balloting represented
a huge victory for the Republican Party' —
may be overstated.

The Republican Party - leaving
aside its inexplicable five-year willing¬
ness to line up behind that marionette on

amphetamines, George Bush - has in¬
creasingly adopted in recent years the
bizarre strategy' of hectoring the Ameri¬
can people about their moral degradation,
while voting after brief shows of petu¬
lance for the very Democratic welfare
programs which inevitably supplant fam¬
ily, church, and community to reduce
America’s urban populations to that very
state of dependence and degradation.

The GOP candidate most closely
identified with this position, Virginia lieu¬
tenant governor candidate Michael Farris,
lost in a willful example of ticket-split¬
ting.

What does this mean? It means that
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it was not intolerant and statist “Repub¬
licanism” of the Robertson-Buchanan-
Dole variety that voters were signaling a
desire for, but a return to the kind of less-

intrusive, less-expensive
government which may
have been proposed in
desperation by Ms.
Whitman, but which is
still best represented by
the Libertarian Party.

Completely unac¬
knowledged by the na¬
tional press. Libertarian

candidates won more than a dozen major
state and local races in November, with
the most notable victory' going to Ala¬
bama state Libertarian chairman Dr.

Jimmy Blake over a primary field of five,
concluding in a 56 percent runoff land¬
slide over a liberal Democrat, for an open
city council seat in the city of Birming¬
ham, Alabama.

“It’s a victory for limited govern¬
ment and tolerance, ’’Blake said the Mon¬
day after his victory, “for the idea that
government should be for and by the
people; that the machine politics that’ve
run this country for so long need to come
to an end.

“The first priority we stressed in
the campaign is the need for city' govern¬
ment to make our streets and schools and

neighborhoods safe. The second thing
was what I call the participatory govern¬
ment issues — reform and referendum
rights, voting on taxes and term limits,
which are critically important if the citi¬
zens are going to take back their country.
We talked about the privatization of pub¬
lic housing and how it’s a poverty trap for
the people who live there.”

Blake ran an old-fashioned nuts-

and-bolts campaign, stressing endorse¬
ments by neighborhood leaders, Presby¬
terian deacons, firefighters, and the Jew¬
ish and Lebanese communities.

“I’ve had a fairly high profile fight¬
ing a tax proposal and running for mayor
two years ago,” Blake explains. “I’ve
been on public radio down here debating
drug decriminalization many times, plus I
got the decorators show house at my
home two months ago - it’s a charity for
the symphony — so my name recognition
was pretty high.

“We’re going to be pushing for
enterprise zones, tax breaks. Birming¬
ham is not economically competitive with
the surrounding communities because of
our non-user-fricndly regulatory climate,

(Continued on page 6)

Completely
unacknowledged

by the national press,
Libertarian candidates
won more than a dozen

major state and local
races in November

Independentpolitical activistErnest Hancock sets up a booth at the State Fair.
Hancock joined with the Arizona Libertarian Party in petitioning and voter
registration at thefair, October 14-31. (Anotherphoto on page 17)

Is True Freedom Possible?
By RICK TOMPKINS

Have you heard about the Atlantis
Project? They’ve been running full page
and two-page ads nationally in publica¬
tions such as Reason Magazine.

Believe it or not, they want to build
a new country, from scratch! While it may
sound like a pipe-dream to some, a lot of
people are taking it seriously enough to
have funded substantial research and fea¬

sibility studies.
A likely location has been selected,

50 miles off the coast of Panama, in the
Caribbean Sea. It’s out of the hurricane
belt, and still in the trade routes.

The project has hired the same
Swedish architect who, some years ago,
built a major 7 story hotel that floats (it is
still in operation).

They have written a Constitution
and a book of laws, based largely on the
original U S. Constitution and Bill of
Rights, but spelling out in much greater
detail, very clearly, all the things that the
government of this new country', Oceania
by name, way not ever do under any
circumstances (like tax the people to
death). It is very' much a libertarian ori¬
ented plan, along the lines of what Tho¬
mas Jefferson, ct.al. had in mind over 200
years ago, but extraordinary care has been
taken to plug the holes that our runaway
federal and state governments have found
in our Constitution

The technology' exists to do this. A
number of people arc very interested in it.
The group is proceeding with engineering

and architectural plans, and working on
financing arrangements. I don’t know
whether this idea will ever become real¬

ity, but if it docs you can bet I’ll be
anxious to be one of the early citizens of
such a bright new hope.

The possibility of living among
people who truly value liberty, and in an
environment where no meddling bureau¬
crats can have any claim on my property,
would be too enticing for me to resist
Kathy and I have discussed it, and we
both arc willing to scrub toilets, swab
decks or whatever it might take to live in
such a society. Of course, there would be
such unlimited opportunity there that we
would not need to resort to menial tasks --
but still, we would, if necessary to get
started.

The Atlantis Project has scheduled
a national convention in Las Vegas for
Feb. 11-13, where the architectural model
will be unveiled

For more information, write or

phone: The Atlantis Project, 4132 South
Rainbow Blvd. #388, Las Vegas, NV
89103, (702) 897-8320 Email: Oceania
@ world, std com
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Reality Check:

$85 million surplus really $58 million debt
By ERNEST HANCOCK

Republican campaigns of 1994 are certain to in¬
clude claims that they' are responsible for Arizona’s
having a “balanced budget and surplus.” The reality is
that our state government’s $85 million
surplus is a $58 million debt.

Drafters of our state constitution
had intended that the people ofArizona
be protected from irresponsible elected
officials who would choose to mort¬

gage our future by buying votes with
our tax dollars.

“Article IX, Section 5. Power of
state to contract debts; purposes, limit; restrictions.”

Section 5: “.. .the aggregate amount of such debts,
direct and contingent, whether contracted by virtue of
one or more laws, or at different periods of time, shall
never exceed the sum of three hundred and fifty thou¬
sand dollars....”

Article IX, Section 5 is clear, simple and direct.
However, when read by many appointed and elected
officials it either means nothing or is ignored. Arizonans
should ask themselves important questions, such as: Are
elected officials obligated to follow the Arizona Consti¬
tution? Does present-day economics require that we run
deficits and incur debt? Were the drafters of our consti¬
tution naive? Or is it that the $350,000 limit of accumu¬
lated debt is just too low a figure? And ifour state needs
a larger debt limit, what should the figure be? And of
course we must ask the question, “Should Arizona have

a debt at all?”
On March 16, 1993, Gov. Symington signed the

Appropriations Bill, House Bill 2001. This bill defined
and provided for the funding of the State of Arizona for

the fiscal year 1993-1994 (please note that this is an
appropriation package for the 1993-1994 fiscal year).
On page 87 and 88, Section 99, there is an appropriation
of $ 143,196,400 from the fiscal year 1994-1995. Three
and a halfmonths before the FY 93-94 started, our state
government made sure that on July 1, 1994, the FY 94-
95 fiscal year will start off over $143 million short, of
which more than $696,000 was appropriated for the cost
of borrowing the millions of dollars.

Weeks before the end of FY 92-93, it was an¬
nounced by the Joint Legislative Budget Committee that
the state could expect to see a budget surplus of more
than $65 million. This figure is now estimated at over
$85 million. The Governor’s Office, as well as the
Republican Party, hopes to make use of this news to aid
in the elections of 1994. Hopefully, it will be made clear
to the people ofArizona that these claims are suspect for

a very simple reason: After subtracting the $85 million
from the $143 million, Arizona is still left with a $58
million debt.

With $85 million unappropriated tax dollars on
hand, it is easy to understand why
every special interest in the state would
do its best to get as much of this pie as
possible.

On July 1, action was taken to
avert a feeding frenzy led by unlimited
special interests. A Special Action was
filed with the Arizona Supreme Court.
This case questioned the constitution¬

ality of the $143 million “rollover” and provided an
opportunity to file an “Interlocutory Stay” that would
not allow the $85 million to be spent on anything but the
debt. The court refused to grant the stay and on Sept. 21,
decided not to accept jurisdiction and dismissed the
case. The campaigns of the September and November
election of 1994 will provide an opportunity for candi¬
dates and voters to define what is proper management of
our tax dollars.

We must also keep in mind that with Arizona still
in debt $58 million, it is difficult to see how Arizona will
comply with court orders to pay government retirees
monies due them. But I’m sure that the party of less
government, spending cuts, lower taxes and conserva¬
tive fiscal responsibility that is in control of the Arizona
Senate, House and administration will find a constitu¬
tional solution - not.

Three and a halfmonths before the FY 93-94 started',
our state government made sure that on July 1, 1994,

the FY 94-95fiscal year will start offover
$143 million short, ofwhich more than $696,000 was appropriated

for the cost ofborrowing the millions ofdollars.

Record vote total reached in Tucson race
By HERB JOHNSON

Focusing on the November 2 election in Tucson,
Ward 6, Pima Libertarians pitched in to help Ken Smalley
raise over $24,000 from almost 400 contributors for his
record campaign, including matching funds from the
city of Tucson. Ken received 15.4% of the vote in a
three-way partisan race, a Libertarian record in Tucson!
He received 50% more votes than Libertarian Gay Lynn
Goetzke in her 1991 mayoral race.

(In Tucson, city council candidates are nominated
by ward, but elected city-wide. It’s as if everyone in the
United States got to vote for the Congressional represen¬
tatives from Arizona.)

Ken, a local businessman (he and his wife Linda
own Contents and Techline) and Libertarian candidate
for County Treasurer in November, 1992, had received
prior to October 6 some 215 $ 10-and-over contributions
from Tucson residents to qualifyhis campaign formatch¬
ing funds. Ken was the first candidate to so qualify, from
a party other than the two old ones. (Maybe Tucson will
finally do away with the matching-funds program, now
that they realize that Demopublicans are not the only
ones who can qualify!)

Kathy L. Harrer
Editor

Regular Contributors Include:
Vln Suprynowicz, Mike Dugger, Herb Johnson,

Marilyn Titschinger, Robert Fisher, Douglas Newman,
Doyle Vines, Rycke Brown, and Rick Tompkins

The Arizona Libertarian is published on the 15th of the
month. Typewritten or DOS-Tcxt submissions for publication are
invited. Submit articles, letters, and advertisements by the fifth ofthc
month to: The Editor, 4730 W. NorthernAve., #1063, Glendale,
AZ 85301. Direct all inquiries about membership, activities, sub¬
scriptions, and libertarian literature toALP, PO Box 501, Phoenix,
AZ 85001 or (602) 248-8425. Basic subscription rate is $15 per
year.

The funds were used largely for TV and radio
spots, starting in the third week of October. Incumbent
Democrat McKasson had not planned to air TV ads, and
had stopped raising funds back in August. Ken’s ads put
pressure on her campaign, which started airing TV and
radio spots a lot like Ken’s. McKasson was forced to
respond to Libertarian Smalley - not to the Ward 6
Republican candidate.

The Republican paper, the Tucson Citizen, en¬
dorsed McKasson. The paper stated that it liked Ken and

his ideas, but took exception to one important issue: Ken
opposed government subsidies to business, and
McKasson supported them. (Imagine how that makes
rank-and-file Tucson Republicans feel about their party
and their newspaper, knowing now that Libertarians are
the only ones who support a free market.)

Ken continues to be active in the Pima County LP,
to help Tucson Libertarians move ahead and build on his
campaign’s milestones.

Arizona Libertarian Ad Rates
All ad sizes are based on a printed page size of 14 1/2 inches tall and 9 1/2 inches wide. The rates listed in this issue apply only

to ads published in the tabloid-size issues.Camera ready copy due the 5th of the month preceding publication; if the advertiser wishes
typesetting to be done by theArizona Libertarian, copy must be received by the 1 st and a 10% surcharge should be added to the cost of
the ad. Payment is due at the time of placement.

1/8 Page 35.00 2/3 Page 145.00
1/4 Page 60.00 3/4 Page 170.00
1/3 Page 80.00 Full Page 200.00
1/2 Page 115.00

Personal & Classified Ads
20 words/$2.00 minimum; 15 cents per word over the first 20
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modest proposals
BY VIN SUPRYNOWiCZ

The Political Trials Begin
Michigan couple goes down in federal 'domino'prosecution

KarenScarborough tellsan audienceatthe 1993Libertarian
Party National Convention in Salt Lake City of her
prosecution/persecution by the U.S. government.

O.April 16, 1990, a gray and
overcast day in rural Davisburg, Michigan, Scott
Scarborough came home from work, picked up his wife
Karen, and drove the 33 miles down 1-75 from their
home to the post office at Royal Oak, a suburb ofDetroit.
This was the second year they planned to join the tax
protesters there (the 15th had fallen on a Sunday that
year). They picked up a friend, Peter Hendrickson, on
the way. All were members of the Libertarian Party of
Michigan.

Karen would later tell the grand jury she was
feeling ill — the beginnings of what turned out to be the
rejection of a transplanted kidney -- and that she stayed
in the car, lying on the back seat. She testified that
Hendrickson remained in the car with her while Scott got
out to visit with the eight or 10 picketers. Scott says he
heard sirens almost the moment he emerged from the
car.

At about the same time, an eyewitness saw a man
drop a manila envelope into one of the tax receptacle
bins, containing a phosphorous smoke device.

The eyewitness in a nearby car described a man
who did not match Peter Hendrickson. The eyewitness
was unable to identify Hendrickson in a photo lineup, or
in a “live” lineup. No one bothered to put Scott
Scarborough in a lineup. “She described someone clean¬
shaven, and Scott’s always had a mustache, they were
talking about someone with different colored hair, about
five inches shorter,” says Ralph Musilli, Scott
Scarborough’s attorney.

The smoke device ignited. Postal worker Thomas
Berlucchi received slight bums on his hands and legs
while removing the smoking device from the bin, bums
which later healed without causing any scarring or
permanent disability.

That was the extent of the damage caused in the
great Michigan post office bombing of 1990. But it was
only the beginning of the nightmare of Scott and Karen
Scarborough.

do a

“These people are clean as pins,” says Musilli of
the Scarboroughs, never before accused of a crime,
married seven years with a 20-year-old daughter (Scott’s

stepdaughter) in cosmetology school. “They
go to work every day and pay their taxes and
make their mortgage payments and visit with
their family. The most radical thing they ever
did was write an article for the Libertarian

newspaper.
“There were all kinds ofpeople protest¬

ing at the post office that day,” says Musilli,
“but they grabbed right at the Libertarians,
those are the only ones they were interested
in.”

Why?
After all, the Libertarians, who call for

the end of the income tax and the War on

Drugs, routinely quote “radicals” like James
Madison and Tom Jefferson, and are the only
national party that requires every new national
member to pledge: “Ido not believe in the use
of force to achieve political and social goals.”

Yet a federal prosecutor would later
warn the Scarborough’s jury: “You’re going
to hear some Libertarian views, some ofwhich
you may find strange or even offensive.”

Musilli has a theory:
“We have gone from a Constitutional

Republic in this country to a democracy, prob¬
ably in the 1930s. Then we have gone in my
lifetime from a democracy to what I would call
a bureaucratic aristocracy, and the next step will be a
dictatorship. The Libertarians have the right idea, but
politics is the art of the do-able. They see this train
barreling along at 60 miles an hour, and they jump in
front of it, and they get flattened. You can’t get enough
bodies in front of it to slow it down.”

In the course ofchecking out the Libertarians who
had been at the scene, federal prosecutors stumbled on
Peter Hendrickson and DoreenWright. Although Doreen
had been out of the country at the time of the tax protest,
she worked as a high school science teacher, where she
had access to red phosphorus, the substance used in the
device. And Hendrickson and Wright had failed to file
federal income tax returns for the two previous years.

The Scarboroughs were granted immunity to tes¬

tify before the grand jury, where prosecutors hoped they
would tell of hearing Hendrickson plan the crime. In¬
stead, Karen told of the government’s prime suspect
sitting in the car with her the whole time the incident was
in progress.

Doreen Wright was breast-feeding her seven-
month-old baby, Katie, at 7 a m. when the 15 armed
agents broke in to arrest them, according to Karen
Scarborough. The officers pulled the infant from her
breast and turned it over to a social worker as they hauled
the couple away.

“So Peter got the message that he could be sepa¬
rated from his family at any time,” Karen Scarborough
recalls.

(Continued on page 6)
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IndiA/lEWduality
A PERSONAL
PERSPECTIVE

Storting with this issue ofthe Arizona Libertarian,
different individuals within the Libertarian Party will
offer their view of what "makes a Libertarian a Liber¬
tarian TheEditor invites submissionsforfuture issues.

ana

A
X jLs an outspoken advocate of

liberty, and one who is proud to be known as a Libertar¬
ian, I have often been asked such questions as, “What is
a Libertarian?” or, “What does it mean to be a Libertar¬
ian?” or, “What do Libertarians believe in?”

There are many ways to answer these questions,
and often the answers are inadequate because of time
limitations in our “sound-bite” society. People want to
know the meaning of life in ten words or less.

In offering my views here, let me make it clear that
these are my personal observations. Others will no doubt
have their own perspectives, and it will be interesting,
educational and useful if they will take the time to
articulate them in future issues.

ODD

I believe that the highest human virtue is honesty.
Honesty requires that you apply the same standards to
yourself as you do to others; that you grant others the
same rights that you reserve for yourself.

I believe that the highest and best human condition
is freedom. For freedom to exist there must be universal

respect for the individual rights of everyone.
To some people that may sound suspiciously like

a formulation of the “golden rule.” Within those two
short statements, however, are the seeds of the entire
philosophy of liberty. You will notice that there is no
room in this way of thinking for the insanity of bigotry.
Nor is there room for the freedom-killing idea that it is
possible for some individuals or groups to have “rights”
that are somehow superior to the rights ofother individu¬
als or groups.

In the great historical experiment that is America,
we started out with a “new” idea of human interaction
-- voluntary self-governance. It was the startling idea
that the individual did not get his or her right to life,
liberty' and property by applying to government author¬
ity. We get our rights, not as privileges granted by the
power and authority of kings, but by inherent grant from
“Providence”, or “nature”, or “God”, or simply by
being bom as human beings, and these rights have
always preceeded nations or governments.

Americans who still remember their authentic
tradition, who value freedom on principle, who would
have the Constitution and the Bill ofRights (all of them,
including the 9th and 1 Oth Articles) respected by govern¬
ment, and adhered to, are Libertarians.

A Libertarian is a good neighbor, because he
respects your rights as an individual, and will not tres¬
pass on you. A Libertarian respects and celebrates
achievement, and believes that all people have an abso¬
lute right to their lives, their bodies, their minds, and all
that they produce with their time, thought and effort.

We reject the politics of envy and the politics of
war. We stand on the principle of non-aggression. To¬
day, it is widely accepted that those who are successful
in manipulating the political process, and thereby gain
power, are justified in forcing theirwill on the rest of us.
This is the root cause ofmost ofour societal difficulties,
because it entails two evil concepts; ‘might makes right’,
and ‘the ends justify the means’.

You see, once you convince yourself that your
purpose or goal (the ends) are so good, so beneficial, so
important that you are justified in using force against
your fellow people to achieve it, you have fallen into the
trap. You have endorsed and legitimized the concept that
the ends justify the means. You have accepted, and used,

By RICK TOMPKINS
ALP State Chairman

^1 believe that the highest
and best human condition

is freedom ^ *

Rick Tompkins
ALP State Chairman

the principle that whoever gets their hands on political
power and influence gets to run things their way, and be
damned to minority opinions -- might makes right.

And so, the inevitable result of eschewing prin¬
ciple in the name of expediency, for the sake of being
“practical,” is constant strife, war, and even slavery. As
the various factions battle for position and control, each
wreaks its own brand of violence on the liberty and
property of the populace. Each power group, whenever
it has the chance, employs the ‘might makes right - the
ends justify the means’ principle, to the overall detri¬
ment of everyone in the long run.

After all, if your cause was important enough to
use force to gain it, then how can you complain when
your enemies use the same reasoning against you when
they are in power? Are you looking forward to the time
when mind-altering drug use becomes mandatory, and
random testing will be conducted to assure that you have
taken your required dosages? Even in such a far-fetched
example, you would have no principled complaint com¬
ing, because if you endorsed our current version of
prohibition, you had already abandoned principle.

ODD

In economics, Libertarians understand that the
best and most efficient wealth-distribution system pos¬
sible is the free market. Government interference in any
voluntary transaction between people can only make the
transaction less beneficial to the individuals. No mo¬

nopoly can exist in the absence of political/govemment
interference. If a market were truly free, anyone at any
time could attempt to compete, and therefore nobody
could maintain a monopoly.

Existing governmental interference causes wide¬
spread unemployment, underemployment, poverty,
homelessness and crime, to name just a few of the
consequences of such meddling in the affairs of honest
people.

Minimum wages, for example, cut off the lowest
rungs of the ladder of economic opportunity, so that
those most in need of jobs and training cannot get
started. Ifyou wanted to start a business ofyour own, and
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needed to hire help so that you could expand and be more
efficient, could you stay in business ifyou paid the help
more than they could produce? Of course not. So, you
will do more work yourself, expand more slowly, and
employ fewer people.

Ifyou want to start your own business, does it help
you that you have to get (and pay for) various licenses,
permits, etc. Can you afford to comply with all the
myriad regulations, reporting requirements, zoning re¬
strictions, etc? Then come all the different kinds of taxes
and fees, employee benefits, and on and on. It’s no
wonder that so many new businesses fail. When they run
into the hundreds of road blocks that government has set
up, they discover that only those with political pull can
get by, unless they want to take the risks, as many do, of
non-compliance.

A basic principle of libertarian thinking, as I see it,
is that it is better for people to be free, than not. It is true
that freedom can be a bit messy. Some people will not be
prosperous, some will suffer misfortune, as is the case in
any system, in any environment. Utopia is not one ofour
available options. But it is better, I think, for people to be
free to seek prosperity and peace in life on their own
terms, rather than to be subjugated, ordered around,
numbered, regulated, and taxed to death. And can any¬
one sensibly contend that our current society of endless
central planning and endless taxation is actually better
than freedom would be?

To be free to strive for success must necessarily
entail the possibility of failing. But failure is not perma¬
nent, as long as you are free to try again. Failure is not
something to be feared, but something to learn from. Ask
any successful, self-made person.

ODD

With the possible exception of ignorance (which is
liberally served up by our compulsory public school
system), taxation is the single most dangerous enemy of
liberty, both economically and morally. Every dollar
extracted from the economy by government is a multiple
drain on economic activity and everyone’s prosperity.
There is no activity more inefficient than government
and bureaucracy. And I fail to see how anyone can
believe that a just and moral society can be erected on a
foundation of pure immorality. It is just plain wrong (by
any ethical standard I know of) to take from anyone that
which they own, without their permission - period. Sure,
most of us may agree that we need some level of funding
to serve the functions that we really need government to
perform, such as national defense, police, and courts.
But I also think that we are smart enough to devise honest
and moral methods of doing so, if we really want to.

What we must do is engage in a new debate. We
must decide what it is that we virtually all agree is the
proper role of government, one that does not violate the
rights of individuals. Then we can easily come up with a
method of paying for that. What we are doing now is
killing the American dream for all of us.

Arizona Local Contacts
for More Information on the

Libertarian Party:
Mike Dugger
Rick Tompkins
Tim Urell
Michael Voth
June Boudette
Peter Schmerl

598-1394 (Phoenix)
930-1268 (Glendale)
343-4092 (Yuma)
774-5322 (Flagstaff)
567-5857 (Rimrock)
327-8587 (Tucson)

Or, Just Call the Party Headquarters:

248-8425
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Fully Informed Jury Assoc,
promotesjurors' rights

By RICK TOMPKINS
Whosejob is it to enforce the Bill of

Rights? YOURS!
When can you do it? WHEN YOU

SERVE ON A JURY.
It is common

practice in our courts
today for judges to
contend that they
alone may interpret
and articulate the law.

They insist, and most
law schools teach,
that the jury is con¬
fined to a very lim¬
ited role of just evaluating the evidence
presented, and being only the “trier of
facts. ’ ’ They instructjuries that they must
strictly apply the law as instructed by the
judge. This is simply not true, and it is
imperative that all people whomight serve
on juries learn the truth.

This practice of relegating juries to
a subservient role in the courtroom is
contrary to the quest for justice and a
usurpation of a most fundamental check
and balance in our system ofgovernment.
Many observers view this as an attempt to
circumvent the unquestioned power of a
jury to consult with their conscience, their
sense of right and wrong, when deciding
a verdict. The jury has the power in all
cases to decide whether or not to apply the
law in the case before them.

This power, variously known as
“jurynullification,’ ’ orjury ‘ ‘veto power’ ’
is better described as the “consent au¬

thority of the governed.” This is not only
a power, but a right, a duty and an obliga¬
tion to the cause of justice that we as
members of our society have when we
serve on a jury. It is up to us to grant, or
withhold, the “consent of the governed”
in a particular trial.

Thomas Jefferson, in a letter to
Thomas Paine in 1789, said, “I consider
trial by jury as the only anchor ever yet
imagined by man, by which a government
can be held to the principles of its consti¬
tution.” The reverence for the institution
of trial by jury held by the founding fa¬
thers of this nation is well known, and
well documented. Unfortunately, our cur¬
rent holders of the reins of power believe
that the average person cannot be trusted
with such power, and so they use subter¬
fuge, omission, and even outright lies to
prevent us from exercising one of our
most important roles in life.

“Our committment to juries was
not made for efficiency, but out of belief,
based in part on faith, that we are all better
protected from government by the good
sense of our fellow citizens than by an
institutional or intellectual elite — an as¬

tonishing transfer of power from the rich
and few to the common man. ’ ’ (Anatomy

ofa Jury, by Seymour Wishman)
Webster’s very first dictionary,

published in 1828, carried the following
definition of juries: “...petty juries, con¬
sistingusually oftwelvemen, attend courts

to try matters of fact
in civil cases, and to
decide both the law
and the facts in
criminal prosecu¬
tions.” (emphasis
added)

And, just for
added measure, I’ll
cite a few more

quotes from some well known historical
authorities:

Article 1, Section 19, Indiana Con¬
stitution. “In all criminal cases whatso¬
ever, the jury shall have the right to deter¬
mine the law and the facts.” (Upheld,
Holliday v. State, 257 N.E. 579 (1970).

John Jay, first Chief Justice, U S.
Supreme Court (inGeorgia v. Braillsford,
1794). “Thejury has a right tojudge both
the law as well as the fact in contro¬

versy.”
United States v. Moylan, 4th Cir¬

cuit Court of Appeals, 1969, 417 F2d at
1006. “If the jury feels the law is unjust,
we recognize the undisputed power of the
jury to acquit, even if its verdict is con¬
trary to the law as given by a judge, and
contrary to the evidence...If the jury feels
that the law under which the defendant is
accused is unjust, or that exigent circum¬
stances justified the actions of the ac¬
cused, or for any reason which appeals to
their logic or passion, the jury has the
power to acquit, and the courts must abide
by that decision.”

US. v. Dougherty, D C. Court of
Appeals, 1972,473 F2dat 1130 and 1132.
The jury has an “unreviewable and irre¬
versible power...to acquit in disregard of
the instructions on the law given by the
trial judge... The pages ofhistory shine on
instances of the jury’s exercise of its
prerogative to disregard uncontradicted
evidence and instructions of the judge;
for example, acquittals under the fugitive
slave law.”

Last year Arizona FIJA was able to
get its bill, which would require judges to
allow the truth to be told to juries on this
subject, passed by the Arizona State Sen¬
ate, but it was killed in the House Judi¬
ciary Committee. We will try again this
year, and in the meantime there is a peti¬
tion circulating to place the issue on the
ballot in 1994. Ifyou care to help with our
efforts to correct this problem in our
courts, either by helping to gather petition
signatures or with financial assistance,
write or call the Fully Informed Jury As¬
sociation, 4730W. Northern, # 1063, Glen¬
dale, AZ 85301 (602)930-1268.

RS-232 SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS

We design custom software which allows your PC or computer to
control robots, machine tools, test equipment, radios, gas pumps,
cash registers, modems or any other device over RS-232 lines. If you
have RS-232 problems give us a call.

(602) 784-4868

Clinton health plan
destroys quality, choice

By TIMOTHY W. URELL, D.O.
Family Physician, Yuma, AZ

As I write this, the Clinton administration’s health
care reform plan has been available for several weeks. Or, rather, the New York Times
paperback version has been available for that length of time. The actual bill, hundreds
of pages long, is essentially unavailable to anyone outside the D.C. beltway. Even
within the beltway, it’s my bet that very few have actually obtained and read a copy.
This is too bad, for as Perot says, “the devil is in the details”.

Just in case you have somehow missed it, let me review the high points of the
proposed plan for you. The “Health Care Security Act of 1993’ is a top-to-bottom
restructuring of the way health care is provided and paid for. As it is now, a newly
trained physician need only obtain a state license and (perhaps) a city business license
before offering his services to the public. He is largely free to price his services as he
sees fit, and to offer those
services he thinks appropri¬
ate. For example, two years
ago there was no one in my
small community who of¬
fered laser surgery to pa¬
tients. I decided it would be
fun to do, so I undertook the
training necessary and
bought a laser. I now have
a very nice clientele who
prefer the laser for treat¬
ment of their skin cancers, hemorrhoids, warts, and a host of other conditions.

The patients who come to me for laser surgery make a private decision to accept
and pay for this form of service. It is an example of a relatively free market at work.
And it is an example of why American medicine is the best in the world. Under the
Clinton health care plan I couldn’t offer the service, the patients couldn’t choose it, and
we’d both go to jail if any money changed hands.

Under the Clinton plan, each state must establish a so-called “regional health
alliance” which is simply a bureaucracy given total control of all health care in that
state. “Alliance” in Clintonspeak is the same as “people’s collective” in Marxspeak.
The collective, ...er, alliance decides what medical services are allowed and which are
forbidden (the “basic benefits package”). The alliance also sets the prices allowed
for such services. Where the Clinton plan departs from pure socialism is that it doesn't
have the alliance itself provide the medical services. Instead, it allows insurance
companies to offer “plans” which are tightly controlled and almost identical. Patients
are allowed to “choose” between these nearly identical plans once each year. These
tactics allow the administration to pretend the plan features free enterprise, diversity,
and choice when all three are merely illusions. Plausible deniability is guaranteed to
the Clinton crew.

Interestingly, the only real choice allowed to the insurance plans is which
doctors it wishes to exclude. Plans must accept patients, but not doctors. As an

Osteopathic physician, I can see the possibilities for discrimination in this. Rather than
promote diversity in health care providers, this plan allows the so-called “private”
plans to eliminate not only D O. ’s, but chiropractors, naturopaths, acupuncturists, and
anyone else the plan wants. It is likely that each state will have, at most, only a few
plans within it. If a particular provider is “locked out” of these plans, he is literally

(Continued on page 14)
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Arizona Libertarian

Political Trials
(Continued from page 3)

“You’ve got all kinds of these paramilitary orga¬
nizations in the U.S. government now,” says lawyer
Musilli. “The FBI, the ATF, the DEA, the Postal Inspec¬
tors, the list goes on and on. They’ve all got their own
storm troopers and they love to do this stuff (we’ve got
one in Michigan called DRANO, the Down River Area
Narcotics Organization), and they’re all running around
like Keystone Kops.”

ODD

Peter Hendrickson eventually pleaded guilty to
the two unrelated charges of failure to file
federal income tax returns, plus one
“lesser” count of possession of an
incendiary device. The
Scarboroughs theorize he
did this in return for a

promise Doreen Wright
would not be charged, and
that they could keep cus¬
tody of their child.

But any expectation
ofa soft sentence was shat¬
tered when Hendrickson

got 27 months.
Prosecutors said they

couldn’t do anything for
Hendrickson unless he could
help them identify others involved in the smoke bomb¬
ing. Hendrickson offered them the Scarboroughs. Musilli
says theprosecutors weredubious, since the Scarboroughs
had never been suspected, and gave Hendrickson a
polygraph test. He flunked.

“That’s partially true. It came out inconclusive
the first time, and deceptive the second time,” explains
the prosecutor, Assistant U.S. Attorney Terence Berg.

^ ^ You’ve got all kinds of these paramilitary organizations
in the U.S. government now, ” says lawyer Musilli. “The FBI, the ATF,

the DEA, the Postal Inspectors, the list goes on and on.
They’ve all got their own storm troopers and they love to do this stuff

(we’ve got one in Michigan called DRANO, the Down River
Area Narcotics Organization),

and they’re all running around like Keystone Kops. ^ ^
'0 *0 0 0 0

“It was partly because of that
that we decided not to cooper¬
ate further with Hendrickson
without further corroboration. ’ ’

Desperate, Hendrickson
cameup with a scheme in which
prosecutors were not initially
involved. Wiring Doreen
Wright for sound with an ama¬
teur microphone beneath her
sweater, more than two years
after the 1990 smoke bombing,
Hendrickson tookWright to pay

a series of social calls on the Scarboroughs.
Six-and-a-half hours of tapes resulted. But there

was a problem. “I listened to all six-and-a-half hours,
and you can’t understand a thing,” Musilli says. The
cheap microphone and the heavy sweater had proved a
disastrous combination. “It’s really grim.”

The Scarboroughs were arrested and brought to
trial anyway. Again, their attorneys offered to bring

our employer and business taxes. We talked about school
choice.”

But school choice went down to defeat in Califor¬
nia.

“There’s an opening for school choice. We started
off talking about market forces, letting PTAs have bud¬
get and curriculum control. If people eventually get
around to saying that means school choice, fine. If
Libertarians wouldjust figure out that we didn’t get to be
a welfare state in a day and we’re not going to get to be
a free society in a day, we might get someplace. Right
now we’re operating as a think tank for the Republicans,
who aren’t nearly as sincere, and it’s a damn shame.”

Blake is a leading force in the drive to replace the
current Libertarian national platform — a 24-page fine-
printed agglomeration ofunusually detailed positions on
literally dozens of issues few people would ever think to
ask about, from the rights of electronic bulletin board
operators to the need to repudiate the U.N. Moon Treaty
to the evils of government monopolies on garbage col¬
lection — with a briefer and more general statement of
principles.

“We ended up spending two to three times what
the competition did,” perhaps totalling as much as
$60,000, Blake explains. “I wouldn’t have had to do that
but for the national platform. Oh my God, they ran radio
and TV ads talking about legalizing prostitution and
drugs and all that horseshit. Paving over the parks
because we don’t favor zoning.”

Blake’s advisors convinced him not to respond to
the charges directly.

“I wanted to address this damn Libertarian na¬

tional platform thing, but my advisors told me to stay on
our issues; a campaign ought to be run on three issues,
max. If you go beyond that you’re just going to confuse
the voters.

On the zoning question, “We just said we favor
local decisions and would defer to what the neighbor¬
hood wanted. I told them I was proud to be the chairman
of the Libertarian Party, and if you’re against that you
must think the works of Thomas Jefferson and the
Declaration of Independence are pretty frightening docu*
ments.”

Libertarians won on Nov. 2
(Continued from page 1)

This usually brought cheering and applause in
public meetings, which quieted down the opposition.

Blake says his position on drug decriminalization
is well known, and is lent credence by his status as a
medical doctor with a specialty in addiction treatment.
“The federal War on Drugs is a $40 billion boondoggle
that hasn’t worked; we need to have an open debate on
problems that are not being solved by the current meth¬
odology. As an addictionologist I can speak with some
authority; I have spent half my adult life trying to help
people who are addicts. It’s absurd to associate me with
wanting kids to use marijuana.”

Blake says he can foresee a day when he may take
the local police chief aside and say, “Our priority is to
get the drug dealers out of the neighborhoods and
schools, and if the best way to do that is to give them a
safe place to do their business, as long as they don’t shoot
anyone, who cares?

“My problem with the national platform is that
you don’t have to address every issue, because every
issue you address, you turn somebody off. I don’t view
an election process as a time to educate voters ....This is
an antagonistic, slash and bum, in your face national
platform. Mineral rights on Mars are just not goddamned
pertinent to a city council race.”

Pre-election polling indicated most voters would
rather vote for a homosexual than a Libertarian, Blake
says. He would like to see Libertarians embrace and
work with Republicans and many other political factions
who are at least somewhat more “libertarian” than

today’s incumbents, rather than holding out for a stan¬
dard of ideological purity that few real-world coalitions
can ever satisfy.

“We need to be winning elections, not seeing how
many Libertarians can balance on the head ofa pin. What
are we, the Boy Scouts? It’s like we’re a cult instead of
a political party; we just marginalize ourselves. I recom¬
mend to every state party that they just ignore the
national platform.”

Vin Suprynowicz is the assistant editorial page
editor ofthe Las Vegas Review-Journal.

them in peaceably for arraignment. Again, a peaceful
couple of homeowners were subjected to dramatic and
unannounced raids featuring large numbers of armed
postal inspectors. Scott was led away in irons from his
job site at Ford Motors; Karen was hauled out in front of
the neighbors at home.

And there was a problem with Karen Scarborough.
Karen has had diabetes since the age of 9. Legally blind,
she has undergone three kidney transplants and depends
on insulin and anti-rejection drugs, both of which were
confiscated at the time of her arrest.

“I have arthritis in my arms as well, and they kept
tiying to handcuffme behind my back even though I was
in tears and pleading with them not to. Finally they just
couldn’t get my arms to bend that far so they cuffed me
in front. I was in the hospital the next day. They weren’t
even going to let me have my leg braces because they
said they didn’t know what they were.”

But the way Assistant U.S. Attorney Berg looks at
it, Scarboroughbrought such problems onherself. “Those
in that position always have the opportunity to plead
guilty and get a better deal for themselves. These two
chose not to, for whatever reasons.”

The Scarboroughs could not actually be charged
with bombing the post office — they’d been granted
immunity. So, they were charged with conspiracy to
obstruct justice by lying to that grand jury.

What lies? “They told the grand juiy they had no
knowledge about the placement ofan incendiaiy device.
They also said Peter Hendrickson could not have been
involved because he was with them at the time the device
went off,” Berg summarizes. And Hendrickson, of
course, had pleaded guilty.

DDD

Hendrickson tried to cooperate with the prosecu¬
tion. He said he had prepared the smoke device and given
it to Scott Scarborough, who had dropped it in the
mailbox. Told the ingredients of the bomb, he recon¬
structed for thejury how he had put it together. Told a tea
bag had been found at the site, he said he had placed it in
the envelope to commemorate the Boston Tea Party.

“Unfortunately, the government’s own forensic
expert said the tea bag couldn’t have been in the enve¬
lope, or it would have been loaded with phosphorus,”
Musilli laughs. “Their own expert said it must have been
on the ground nearby for a long time and been swept up
with all the other debris.”

‘ ‘Their own experts said Pete’s story about how he
built the bomb was impossible,” recalls Scott
Scarborough. “They listed ingredients and he tried to
make up a story to match and they said it was nonsense. ’ ’

Then, on the witness stand, Hendrickson blurted
out that he had failed a lie-detector test when he first
implicated the Scarboroughs.

Surely that was a welcome opening for Musilli?
Hendrickson was a prosecution witness; all fans of Perry
Mason know that once a state witness has “opened the
dobr’ ’ on a subject, the defense is free to pursue it.

“I was admonished not to go into the polygraph
matter,” Musilli explains. “The judge said if I did she
would declare a mistrial, which would have cost me my
license. The prosecution figured I put Hendrickson up to
it.”

The state’s main witness?

“Right.”
For his help, Hendrickson finally served one year

of his 27 month sentence, 51 days of that in actual jail.

(Continued on next page)
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His last 10 months were served in a halfway house, from
which he was free to return home during the day.

“He got a reduction on the basis of his coopera¬
tion,” confirms prosecutor Berg.

The defense called the eyewitness, who repeated
a description that matched neither Hendrickson nor
Scarborough. Incredibly, though, with both the eyewit¬
ness and Scarborough present in
the same courtroom in front of
the jury, neither attorney asked
her whether Scarborough was the
man she had seen.

On cross examination, “I
did not ask her if Scott

Scarborough was the man,” says
Deputy U.S. Attorney Berg.
“That was because I didn’t know
what she’d say."

ODD

Finally, that left only the
tapes.

“They had no warrant to
tape in these people’s homes.
Besides which, you can’t under¬
stand a thing. So I filed an objec¬
tion to the tapes, but the judge
overruled me and admitted
them,” Musilli explains.

“Then they took six hours
of tapes and edited them down to
about five minutes. They pieced
together parts of various conver¬
sations. Some of the sections end
in the middle of a sentence, to
make them come out saying what
they wanted them to say. But
since you still couldn’t under¬
stand them, the prosecution pre¬
pared transcripts of what they
thought the tapes said.

“I objected, and the judge
compromised. She said she’d let
the jury have the transcripts in the jury box, to read
along, but she’d inform the jury that the transcripts
aren’t in evidence, only the tapes.”

Doreen Wright does most of the talking in the
portions of the tapes which have been transcribed,
amounting to 16 pages in all. Weirdly, in one of
Hendrickson’s few transcribed remarks, he urges Scott
Scarborough to shave off his mustache. Wright spends
mostofher time suggesting that, since Scott Scarborough
has been granted immunity and cannot be charged with
the post office bombing, he should admit to some related
misdemeanor in order to take the heat off Hendrickson.

The transcripts contain no admissions ofcomplic¬
ity by the Scarboroughs. Presumably their very willing¬
ness to tolerate such discussions counted against them
with the jury. However, even in the excerpts selected by
the government, Karen Scarborough at one point states:
“We have to keep in mind that Scott didn’t do it.”

“He (Hendrickson) told us he pleaded guilty to
something he didn’t do, and I thought that’s what they
wanted me to do,” Scott Scarborough says of the con¬
versations, all initiated by Hendrickson and Wright.
“There was a point later in the conversation where I said
I couldn’t do that because I was innocent, but that part of
the tape got thrown away.

“So when the jury went to deliberate, they didn’t
have the transcripts, only the tapes,” Musilli recalls.
“And after two hours they sent a message to the judge
that they wanted the transcripts, so she asked ‘Does
anyone have any objection to my giving them the tran¬
scripts?’

“I said ‘Of course I object, your honor. The
transcripts aren’t in evidence. This obviously proves my
original contention, that they can’t understand the tapes.
Otherwise they wouldn’t be asking for the transcripts.’

“And the judge says ‘Well, I let them have them
in the jury box, so I’m going to let them have the
transcripts in the jury room. I don’t sec that it makes any
difference.’”

Federal District Court Judge Nancy Edmunds, a
Bush appointee, had been on the bench approximately

18 months. This is her first judicial appointment. As a
private attorney, her specialty was commercial litiga¬
tion.

Berg argues the jury’s request for the transcripts
didn’t necessarily mean they couldn’t understand them.
“One thing the transcripts do is allow you to find your
place in a particular tape,” he says.

nan

The jury convicted the
next morning, although Karen
Scarborough says at least one
juror was in tears as the verdict
was read. On Nov. 18, 1993,
Judge Nancy Edmunds gave
Karen Scarborough probation,
but sentenced Scott

Scarborough to 18 months in
prison.

Asked by a local TV re¬
porter after the sentencing why
his client had shown no remorse
- a consideration specifically
cited by the judge -- Karen
Scarborough’s attorney, Tho¬
masWilhelm, said, “That’s one
thing an innocent defendant has
a lot of trouble with; showing
remorse.”

The station declined to air
the response.

Edmunds granted a 60-
day delay in Scott
Scarborough’s prison reporting
date so defense attorneys could
seek bond pending appeal from
the 6th Circuit Court ofAppeals
in Cincinnatti.

“I’m optimistic we’ll get
bond in Cincinatti, because in a
case like this, the appellate pro¬
cess takes longer than the sen¬
tence,” figures attorneyMusilli.

But if Musilli’s estimate of the chance of getting
the whole thing overturned on appeal (“excellent”) is
anywhere near right, why did the feds even bother? Why
would they fear such tiny gadflies as the Libertarians?

“Our government today is so paranoid that they’ll
protect themselves with cannons against gnats,” Musilli
responds. “What was so threatening about the Branch
Davidians? But they got whacked."

Was the jury carefully selected by prosecutors to
contain only the ignorant and the brain-dead?

“No, they were regular citizens, a real cross-
section. But people today don’t want to believe their
government is doing this. They don’t want to believe
their government would trump something like this
up... The real danger in this kind of case is that the court
was supposed to be the last bastion of protection of our
Constitutional rights, and they’re letting the government
get away with everything it wants to do. Every single one
ofmy motions was dismissed, and anything the govern¬
ment wanted to do was OK.

“I argued to the jury how this case was put
together, it was put together like something out of a
World War II propaganda film. You’ve got the storm
troopers breaking in at an ungodly hour when no one
would imagine it. You just take this scenario and instead
of Troy, Michigan put it in the Warsaw ghetto, and all
you’ve got to do is put the uniforms on them.

“But I came out rated in 1969, trying Selective
Service cases, and the biggest change I’ve seen is in the
juries.

“Back then I was representing Conscientious
Objectors, who were not very popular to say the least,
and I remember winning cases when I’d have juries that
included men who had served in World War II, that
would include women with two sons in Vietnam. There
was a presumption of innocence then, but now there’s a

presumption of guilt.
“Our college students today aren't any dumber

than they ever were, but they aren’t given anything to
read that was published before 1965. It used to be that
you read a biography of Jefferson and you read about
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Asked by a lucid
TV reporter after
the sentencing why
his client had

shown no remorse

— a consideration

specifically cited
by thejudge —

Karen Scarborough’s
attorney, Thomas
Wilhelm, said,
“That’s one thing
an innocent

defendant has a lot
of trouble with;
showing remorse. ”

what he thought; now all they read about is whether he
fathered children with his black slave.. It’s that ability to
think and analyze that’s missing now. I try arguing cases
on Constitutional grounds, citing the Constitution and
challenging juries to stand up for its principles, and I just
get blank stares. They have no idea what I’m talking
about; they’ve never heard about it.”

“I’ve lost my job over this. We’re taking out a
second mortgage to pay the legal fees, which are over
$30,000,” says Karen Scarborough.

And the local Libertarians?
“I was the vice chairman of the party last year. All

the major events including the reception for the presi¬
dential candidate were held at our house. So they knew
if they took care of us, it’d shut down the party in the
state."

Detroit Postal Inspector Michael O’Hara denies
there was any political motivation in the prosecution of
the Hendricksons (Peter Hendrickson has since married
Doreen Wright) and the Scarborough’s.

“The fact that they were all Libertarians was
strictly coincidental. I didn’t know what a Libertarian
was when this all started,” O’Hara says. “They could
have been Democrats or Communists for all we cared.”

So the authorities are convinced they have all the
perpetrators? They wouldn’t have any interest in hearing
from the Scarboroughs that other Libertarians may have
been involved?

“If they were to come forward and give us infor¬
mation, I’m not saying it couldn’t do them some good,”
O’Hara responds, “and we would certainly listen...They
could shock me and come up with something good and
if they did we’d follow it up, but I don’t in my heart
believe there were any more.. It’s a shame that Mr. and
Mrs. Scarborough consider the government their enemy,
because they didn’t have to get in this kind of trouble.
They had immunity for the bombing. IfScott Scarborough
had just come forward and said ‘Yeah, I made it, I
planted it, what are you gonna do?’ we would have been
left standing there, we w'ould have lost. They might have
been embarrassed, but they would have gone free.”

“This has effectively removed our protest now.
Nobody goes down to the post office any more on tax day
to protest the IRS.”

VinSuprynowicz is assistant editorialpage editor
of-the Las Vegas Review-Journal. His twice-weekly
column is also syndicated in the Odessa (Texas) Ameri¬
can and the Victorville (California) Daily News.
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you can bet your booty that it’s not Bambi they’ll have
in their sights. Is the blood of tyrants and patriots on
the verge of flowing? The hope, of course, is that it
is not — though reality may well dash that hope. In
times like these it’s good to remember the immortal
words of Monty Python — “Nobody expects the
Spanish Inquisition!’’

A Golden Opportunity
s the Clinton regime un¬

folds before us it seems that more and more people
are beginning to recognize its neo-Stalinist nature.
Surely, even many who voted for this “New Demo¬
crat’’ have since become aware that this emperor
wears no clothes. Indeed, naked thuggery — on a scale
previously unimaginable in this country - has re¬
vealed itself as the hallmark of this administration.

From the budget cuts and streamlining that we
know will never take place, to the health care nation¬
alization plan, to the unnatural deaths of (at last
count) 24 people connected with the Clinton cam¬
paign since his election — including three of the
federal agents who died at Waco to provide the
justification for the murder of nearly 100 innocent
men, women and children - government expansion,
and the purge by any means of any idea or faction or
erstwhile lackey who dares oppose it are the Clinton
Administration’s defining characteristics. What we
have now is a regime so ruthlessly brutal that even the
comfy, lackadaisical, apathetic masses which make
up the majority of our American brethren are being
shaken from their self-imposed blindness. It’s as
though Atlas were, rather than shrugging, yanking
the world from around the heads ofa sea ofostriches.
And they are unhappily adjusting to the light.

Perhaps the most nefarious aspect ofClinton’s
assault on our rights is the mounting offensive against
our right to keep and bear arms. Fortunately, it is also
the very thing which appears to be wakening millions
to just how wrong things are and how much worse
they stand to become.
Only the most willfully
blind of our brothers be¬
lieve the fiction that these
“Assault’’ rifles are the

weapon ofchoice amongst
the criminal class. When
was the last time we heard
of a carload of gang-
bangers with AK-47s, or
some punk knocking off the local 7-Eleven with an
M-16? There must be another reason why some folks
are so intent on eliminating the very weapons we
citizens would find most effective for resisting a
government which has ceased to perform any legiti¬
mate function and sought instead to enslave us.

Perhaps it isn’t an awareness of the danger, so
much as an innate sense of it, which is causing people
to enter gun shops and attend gun shows in unprec¬
edented numbers. When it appears that every other
person is purchasing a Chinese SKS “Assault” Rifle,

But I’m not writing to raise the fear of what
arguably might take place. That is neither desirable
nor productive from the standpoint of the belea¬
guered Libertarian. The important thing to realize is
that the widespread discontent so deftly, though only
temporarily, shunted to ground in the ’92 Presiden¬
tial campaign still exists. Indeed it is probably greater
than before. As pointed out by noted author L. Neil
Smith in his address at the Libertarian National
Convention in September, we have a golden opportu¬

nity to sway gun owners
to become Libertarians,
as it is the most viable

political party to pre¬
serve their rights.

It is incumbent

upon us to pursue this
“market” for our ideas.
We deserve their sup¬

port in return for the years ofunwavering support for
the Second Amendment we’ve provided. But we have
to get out and demand it of them. More than that we
have to show them that we are their ONLY hope for
preserving their right to keep and bear arms. The facts
are there waiting for us to present to this huge group
of Libertarians-to-be. If we only manage to recruit
10% of the 60 million gun owners in this country and
they contribute only an average of$5 each to our 1996
Presidential candidate — you get the idea. It may not
work out that way — but then again...

ff In times like these it's good to
remember the immortal words of
Monty Python — 'Nobody expects

the Spanish Inquisition!'?f

Department of:

We're NotMaking This Up...
United One-Ups American

“The papers also reported trouble in the airline
industry, highlighted by the American Airlines strike.
But did it make you nervous when United Airlines
employees announced that they would express their
dissatisfaction with management by following all the
safety regulations, which would cause a disastrous slow¬
down in operations?”

Paul Schatt,
Arizona Republic, November 28, 1993

Aren't Those Greens A Scream?
In Grangeville, Idaho, the health inspector has

ruled that an Earth First! campsite violates state code for-
the disposal of waste and “shows contempt for the
Earth.”

ReasonMagazine, November, 1993

'Do As 1 Say ’ Liberalism,..
Liberal Senator and former San Francisco Mayor

Diane Feinstein presided over the San Francisco hand¬
gun ban, even as she herself held one of a handful of
carry permits in the city. She made a show of turning in
a handgun during an amnesty period some time back, but
later admitted that it wasn’t the only gun she owned.

Barbara Boxer, also a Democratic Senator from
California, never met an anti-gun bill she couldn’t whole¬
heartedly support, even though one of her aides was
recently arrested for illegal possession in her San Fran¬
cisco district office. This was not his first arrest!

Carol Moseley Braun of Illinois, elected to the
Senate in 1992, is also apparently of the ‘ ‘do as I say, not
as I do” school. She is in favor of the Brady Bill and is

a co-sponsor of other anti-gun legislation, but holds a
Firearm Owners Identification Card (FOID) in Illinois.

Women & Guns, October, 1993

Head South, Young Man
“America Is Here,” boasts a sign in the Sao Paolo,

Brazil, Radio Shack. Over the past decade, Brazil, with
a gross domestic product twice that of Mexico, has cut
import tariffs from 78 percent to 14 percent. The New
York Times says U S. exports to Brazil, which totaled
$5.7 billion last year, have grown by 35 percent since
1988. And next March, Brazilians can buy American-
built Ford Tauruses and Explorers and Chevy Luminas.

ReasonMagazine, November, 1993

Republicans Abandon Gun Owners
Breaking ranks with top congressional Republi¬

cans, GOP leaders of the nation’s two largest cities
voiced support Sunday [November 28,1993] for waiting
periods for gun purchases and tougher laws to restrict the
proliferation of handguns.

New York City Mayor-elect Rudolph Giuliani
said he advocates a “uniform licensing system with real
teeth in it,” including background checks, lessons, tests
and required renewals every two years to “show you’re
stable, you’re healthy, you’re able to handle a gun.”

Los Angeles Mayor Richard Riordan said Califor¬
nia already has a 15-day waiting period, well beyond the
five-day waiting period of the Brady bill just passed by
Congress.

The two Republicans, appearing on NBC’s Meet
the Press, skirted any direct criticism of their party for
holding up passage of the Brady Bill. But both said they

would campaign for tougher gun controls.
‘‘Anything we do ...that will reduce the number of

weapons in the country will help cities in particular and
help police officers,” said Giuliani and Riordan.

Arizona Republic, November 29, 1993

Where is his advocate?
"A homeless man on the comer of University

Drive and Alma School Road in Mesa last week must
have thought that honesty was the best policy. His
cardboard sign read, 'Why lie, I need a beer.'"

Arizona Republic, December 15, 1993

Feel safer now?
Los Angeles, bowing under pressure from animal

rights activists, will no longer trap coyotes (even with
harmless "live capture" traps - and even if the coyote is
suspected of having rabies. The Director of California
Wildlife Defenders is ecstatic. If you're wondering how
the animal defenders plan to protect the cats and dogs
that the coyotes prey on, we haven't heard a word. And
then there's the spread of rabies to consider, but...

Reported in Reason Magazine, October, 1993

The law is the law, no matter what!
The mayor of Cape d'Agde, France, has a com¬

plaint about tourists at the seaside resort. "More and
more holidaymakers are refusing to get undressed." So
the mayor has formed a patrol to police the city's nude-
only beach and make sure that sunbathers strip or go to
jail.

ReasonMagazine, November, 1993
(One wonders; does the law "cover" the cops?)
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Signed by Hatch and DeConcini
1982 2ndAmendment
Senate report buried

By TIMURELL
Yuma County LP Chairman

All gun control laws are unconsti¬
tutional.

It’s true. The Second Amendment
is an absolute guarantee of every indi¬
vidual American’s right to keep and bear
firearms. That is the conclusion reached
in 1982 by a subcommittee of the U.S.
Senate charged with
discovering the %:,
“true” meaning of
the Second Amend¬
ment. Here is that
subcommittee’s con¬

clusion:

“The conclu¬
sion is thus inescap¬
able that the history,
concept, and wording
of the second amend¬
ment to the Constitu¬
tion of the United

States, as well as its
interpretation by ev¬
ery major commen¬
tator and court in the
first half-century af¬
ter its ratification, in¬
dicates that what is

protected is an individual right of a pri¬
vate citizen to own and carry firearms in
a peaceful manner.”

Subcommittee on the Constitution
Senate Committee
on the Judiciary

97th Congress (1982)

This subcommittee report, signed
by Chairman Orrin Hatch (R-Utah) and
Vice Chairman Dennis DeConcini (D-
Arizona) was buried in the Federal Regis¬
ter so it would be forgotten while the gun-
grabbers did their dirty work. This is one
of the worst examples of the U.S. Con¬
gress ignoring the very Constitution it is
sworn to uphold.

The Libertarian Party, America’s
third largest political party, has under¬
taken the job of BILL OF RIGHTS EN¬
FORCEMENT that has been abandoned

by our elected leaders and the courts. We
believe in the Constitution as it is written
- not as it can be re-interpreted by igno¬
rant or corrupt officials!

camp survivors,
roumiimvER

ifFORGET!

Every politician, judge, or other
official who endorses or supports a gun
control law is guilty of a crime against the
Constitution. The Libertarian Party in¬
tends to see these criminals go to jail! We
may not be able to do it soon, but with
your help we WILL be able to do it
eventually. Like those who still hunt Nazi
war criminals 50 years later, WE WILL

NEVER STOP!
Crimes against the
Bill of Rights are
crimes against the
most basic human

rights! There is no

statute of limitations
on human rights vio¬
lations.

Ifyou believe in
the Constitution, if
you believe in the Bill
of Rights, if you be¬
lieve in your Second
Amendment right to
keep and bear arms,
you must ACT to pro¬
tect them. For a start,
here’s what you must
do:

aren Hpaying attentionjjl
and thatyou have

• dtikortmmory^'M
They thinkyou witl

neverputyour tmm&M|
wherey<w:mout$^gi
JhTeit them they are |p|
wroni0Td('thehttHat;gM

1. Join the
NRA and send them as much money
(ammunition!) as you can. Ask the NRA
to support their only unwavering political
allies — the Libertarian Party!

2. Join the Libertarian Party, both
locally and nationally. Give the LP as
much money as you can. Help your local
LP get the word out to gun owners! Vol¬
unteer your time, too.

3. Write to your Congressmen,
your judges, your mayor, and every other
elected official who represents you. Tell
them you support the NRA and the Liber¬
tarian Party’s BILL OF RIGHTS EN¬
FORCEMENTprogram. They think they
can get away with gutting the Constitu¬
tion. They think you aren’t paying atten¬
tion and that you have a short memory.
They think you will never put your money
where your mouth is. Tell them they are
wrong. Tell them that, like concentration
camp survivors, YOU WILL NEVER
FORGET! Tel 1 them you wi 11 see them go
to jail, even in their old age, if they sup¬
port any gun control law whatsoever!

/T
Over Twenty Years Experience

Working with Professionals, Individuals,
andBusinesses

in Insuring the Loss ofIncome
Due to Disability or Death

Dorn Agency, Inc.
David a. Dorn
Chartered Life Underwriter
Chartered Financial Consultant
Masters of Science of Financial Services

2400 E. Arizona Biltmore Circle
Suite 2450

Phoenix, AZ 85016
(602)957-6332

FAX (602) 381-1001

How police confiscation
is destroying America

By JARRET B. WOLLSTEIN
This article is reprintedfrom the October and November issues of Freedom

Daily, the monthlypublication ofthe Future ofFreedom Foundation, 11350Random
Hills Rd, Ste. 800, Fairfax, VA 22030.

TM. hroughout America, police are now seizing cars,
houses and bank accounts -- without trial - and killing inr occnt Americans.

The police now have the legal power to confiscate anything and everything that
you own. Without trial, conviction, or even indictment, police arc seizing cars, bank
accounts, homes and businesses from at least 5,000 innocent Americans every week.
If you resist a police confiscation, they can even cripple or kill you with impunity.

Do you want proof? Every Wednesday, Section D of USA Today lists the latest
confiscations by the Drug Enforcement Administration. There, in tiny 6-point type,
you will find the latest list ofweekly seizures of pocket cash, bank accounts, cars and
homes by just this one government agency.

More and more government agencies are joining in this feeding frenzy'. You and
I are the prey. Agencies now confiscating property from innocent Americans include
the FBI, the Coast Guard, the Food and Drug Administration, the U.S. Post Office, the
Bureau of Land Management, the Securities and Exchange Commission, and the
Department of Housing — plus thousands of state and local departments.

A sign of the times: many police departments now have their own moving vans
for carting away everything you own. Your property, your liberty, and your life are
under siege. Here are a few examples.

Robbing Innocent Motorists
If you are stopped by police in Volusia County, Florida, for a minor traffic

violation, it may cost you a lot more than a $100 ticket. If Volusia police stop you on
1-95, they ask, “How much cash are you carrying?’ ’ If your answer is more than a few
hundred dollars, they' routinely seize it.

Volusia police say that carrying more cash is “suspicious behavior.”
If you are also carrying valuables -- such as jeweliy, or driving an upscale car,

they often confiscate that as well. In the last four years, these legalized highway
robberies have brought in $8 million for Volusia County.

Similar car confiscations are taking place throughout America. In Houston, over
4,000 cars a year are confiscated. In New York, it’s over 10,000 cars. Police car-
confiscation squads now operate in Louisiana, New Jersey, Alabama, Arizona,
California, Texas, and many other states.

Janitor’s Life Savings Confiscated
In 1989, police stopped 49-year-old Ethel Hylton at Houston’s Hobby Airport

and told her she was under arrest because a drug dog had scratched at her luggage.
Agents searched her bags and strip-searched her. They found no drugs. They did find
$39,110 in cash, money she received from an insurance settlement and her life savings.
Ms. Hylton had accumulated this money through over 20 years ofhard, physical work,
as a hotel housekeeper and hospital janitor.

Ethyl Hylton completely documented where she got her money. She was never
charged with a crime. But police kept her money anyway. Nearly four years later, she
has little hope of ever getting her money back.

The Drug Enforcement Administration and the police now operate surveillance
units at all major U.S. airports. Virtually everyone you deal with at an airport -- from
the ticket clerks to the baggage handlers - is paid a 10% bounty for turning you in to
the DEA if you buy a ticket with cash or if you look “suspicious.”

Investigative reporters from 60 Minutes recently checked out reports of DEA
airport-confiscation squads in Atlanta, New York and other cities. In every case,
within minutes of a well-dressed black undercover reporter’s buying a ticket for cash,
a DEA agent came out and confiscated all of the money in his wallet.

DEA surveillance operations are expanding DEA units have now been estab¬
lished at some major hotels, particularly in “drug centers” like Los Angeles, Miami,
and New York. The DEA has even installed surveillance cameras at some agricultural
supply houses, and requires salesmen to record the name, address and social-security
number of anyone who buys grow-lights.

Couple Thrown Out ofHome
Kathy and Mark Schrama were arrested on a freezing day in late December 1990

at their home in New Jersey. Kathy was charged with taking $500 worth of UPS
packages from neighbors’ porches. Her husband Mark was charged with receiving
stolen goods.

If there had been a trial and they were found guilty, the Schramas might have
received a small fine and probation. This was their first offense

While they were at the station, police casually informed the Schramas that they
could forget about ever driving their cars or going home again. Under New Jersey's
forfeiture laws, the police confiscated the Schramas’ two cars, their home, and all of
their possessions - over $150,000 in property - without trial or conviction Police
even took their clothing, prescription medicines, eyeglasses, and Christmas presents
for their 10-year-old son.
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Hundreds ofsimilar home con¬
fiscations without trial are taking place every week. To
confiscate your home, all police need is a tip from an
anonymous informant that a family member or friend
once had drugs, pornography, or unregistered guns in
your house. Once the accusation is made, they can
confiscate your home at their discretion. The burden of
proof is then on you to prove that the government’s
charges are false.

Civil-asset forfeiture is based upon the legal fic¬
tion that property —

not individuals — is

guilty of offenses.
That legal fiction
enables the govern¬
ment to throw' all of

your Constitutional
rights out the win¬
dow. Your property — not you — is charged, and property
has no presumption of innocence* no right to legal
counsel, and no right to trial by jury. Under civil-asset
forfeiture, the police can confiscate your “guilty prop¬
erty” without ever charging you with a crime.

If you have a party at your home, and one of your
guests gives a single marijuana cigarette to another
guest, that is enough for police to confiscate your home.
If you own a business and one of your employees uses
the company telephones or fax machine to place an
illegal, off-track bet, that is enough for the government
to confiscate your business.

It doesn’t matter if you knew nothing about these
illegal acts. It doesn’t matter ifyou strongly oppose drug
use and illegal gambling. In the topsy-turvy world of
civil-asset forfeiture, all that matters is your property has
become “tainted” - and hence subject to forfeiture
because it was used to commit an illegal act.

According to the Washington Post, the U.S.
Marshal’s Service alone now has an inventory of over
30,000 confiscated homes, cars, boats, and businesses.

The Power to Confiscate Cash
In December 1988, Detroit police raided a super¬

market to make a drug bust, but did not find any drugs.
When police dogs reacted to traces of cocaine on three
one-dollar bills in the cash register, they seized
the entire contents of the store’s registers and
safe, totalling $4,384.

Using “drug residue” as a criterion,
police could seize all of the cash in the country.
According to a seven-year study by Toxicol¬
ogy Consultants, “An average of96 percent of
all the bills we analyzed from 11 cities tested
positive for cocaine.”

A series of studies recently completed
for the U.S. Bureau ofEngraving and Printing
reveal that rollers in 15%-27% of the
government’s presses that print our currency
are also contaminated with cocaine.

Attorney seized this elderly doctor’s entire savings. The
doctor is now a pauper, and could still be imprisoned for
five years.

DQD

Under the Comprehensive Forfeiture Act of 1984
and other federal crime laws, any monies a defense
attorney receives from a client can be confiscated —

either before or after trial - if the government alleges
they were the proceeds of an illegal transaction.

In March 1992, the Securities and Exchange Com¬
mission froze all of the assets of the nationally renowned

law firm ofKaye, Scholer, Fierman,
Hays and Handler.

With all their assets frozen,
Kaye, Scholer couldn’t pay sala¬

ries, rent, or even an electric bill. Faced with imminent
bankruptcy, in a matter of days Kaye, Scholer agreed to
make a deal. In exchange for “voluntarily” paying the
SEC a $41 million fine, their funds were unfrozen.

What was Kaye, Scholer accused of? The govern¬
ment claimed that they had “concealed information”
from government prosecutors about their clients, Lin¬
coln Savings and Loan and Charles Keating.

For 200 years, the confidentiality of the attorney-
client relationship has been a bedrock principle of our
legal system. That’s history. Our government now says
that unless your attorney spies on you for the state and
helps prosecutors prepare a case against you, all ofyour
attorney’s assets can be frozen or confiscated without
trial or even indictment.

Furthermore, the government requires you to pay a

10% bond before you can contest asset confiscation.
The cost bondpaysfor government attorneys

investigating you, questioningyou, andprosecuting
you. Any information you provide in answering

hundreds ofinterrogatories will beperused by the IRS
and other governmental agencies to identify crimes

they can charge you with.

Doctor Reduced to Destitution
A new offense that can trigger total confiscation of

your assets is the crime of “structuring.” Structuring is
arranging your bank deposits or withdrawals to avoid
filing an IRS Currency Transaction Report (CTR).

If you have recently deposited or withdrawn as
little as $3,000 in cash in your bank account without
filing a CTR, you are probably guilty of structuring. The
penalty is a fine of up to $250,000 and five years in
prison.

A few years ago, a 65-year-old Alabama physician
had his life savings seized by the IRS because of alleged
structuring.

The doctor got into trouble when he consolidated
his savings at a new bank opened by a friend. The banker
made the mistake of suggesting that the doctor deposit
his funds gradually, so hewouldn’t have to file CTRs and
attract IRS attention. But according to the government,
simply acting in a way that falls outside their reporting
requirements is itself a crime!

Using money-laundering statutes, a United States

Few attorneys even take drug cases anymore. To
destroy the defense in any criminal case, prosecutors
now only have to hint that the money used to pay an
attorney is “tainted” and could be confiscated. Unless
your attorney is independently wealthy or a philanthro¬
pist, he probably won’t be able to defend you. No wonder
less than 3% ofcriminal cases now result in a jury trial.

Arresting Your Property
Civil-asset forfeiture is based upon the legal fic¬

tion that property - not individuals - can be guilty of
criminal acts. Since your property has no rights, once
police confiscate it, your property is presumed guilty,
and you must prove its innocence to get it back.

Since your property - not you - is charged, you
have no right to a court-appointed attorney, you have no
right to confront your accusers, and hearsay evidence
can be used against you. If you want to fight confisca¬
tion, you will somehow have to beg or borrow the funds
to pay an attorney - who typically will want at least
$10,000 up front for these cases.

Furthermore, the government requires you to pay

Police Confiscations
(Continued from page 9)

a 10% bond before you can contest asset confiscation.
The cost bond pays for government attorneys investigat¬
ing you, questioning you, and prosecuting you. Any
information you provide in answering hundreds of inter¬
rogatories will be perused by the IRS and other govern¬
mental agencies to identify crimes they can charge you
with.

Finally, since property is charged, the constitu¬
tional protection against double jeopardy doesn’t apply.
And even ifyou win in the trial court, the government can
appeal endlessly, until legal fees alone force you to quit
or make a deal with the government - such as splitting
the value of your house with them.

Killing Innocent People
During Confiscation Raids

Increasingly, confiscation raids are
turning deadly. On the night of March 12,
1988, Tommie C. Dubose, a civilian naval
instructor, was relaxing in his living room in
San Diego. Without warning, the police broke
down his front door and shot him dead.

The police were acting on a tip that
drugs were sold at his house. No drugs were
ever found. And people who knew Dubose
said he was strongly opposed to drug use.

In 1992, “Annie Rae Dixon, 84, bed¬
ridden with pneumonia in Tyler, Texas, [was]
shot to death by police in a 2 a.m. raid last

January. An officer said his pistol accidentally went off
when he kicked down her bedroom door. No drugs were
found.” (USA Today, January 11, 1993, page 1.)

On October 2, 1992, “Multimillionaire rancher
Donald Scott, 61, was shot to death when 26 DEA
agents, LA County sheriffs deputies and National Park
Service officers raided his 200-acre Malibu spread look¬
ing for marijuana they never found.” (USA Today,
January' 11, 1993, page 1.)

The National Park Service had unsuccessfully
tried to buy Scott’s ranch to incorporate it into a sur¬
rounding national park. A 60Minutes report of April 2,
1993, uncovered police planning documents for the raid
that make it clear that police were searching for evidence
to justify confiscating Scott’s ranch.

Legalized murder is becoming legalized
mass murder. In May, 1993, heavily armed
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms
(BATF) agents and Federal Bureau of Inves¬
tigation agents attacked the compound of the
Branch Davidians in Waco, Texas, to serve a
search warrant for illegal firearms. The 51-
day siege ended with eighty-six men, women
and children being burned alive after an FBI
tank drove through the front door of the com¬
pound. According to Branch members, the
FBI tank crushed a large bottle ofpropane fuel
and knocked over lit, kerosene lanterns. Attor¬
ney General Janet Reno said, “I sent in the

tank to avoid more violence.”
Ifpolice have a valid search or seizure warrant for

your house, that now means they have a virtual license to
kill you, your spouse, or your children. The courts have
ruled that police can use any force they deem necessary
to protect themselves during a raid. It is nearly impos¬
sible to get prosecutors to indict police who kill - unless
your relatives are politically powerful or there is a very
loud, public outcry.

There was no indictment in the Don Scott case,
and the FBI agents who killed scores of innocent women
and children in Waco, Texas, are being hailed as heroes.

Becoming a Victim
ofAsset Confiscation

In America today, anyone can become a victim of
a police confiscation raid. Every state police department
— and most local ones — are now confiscating property.
Financially strapped states and municipalities are now
making next year's planned confiscations a growing
item in their budgets. As government regulation and

(Continued on next page)
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Al\s states ponder school re¬
form, certain individuals have taken matters into their
own hands. They have become part of the fastest grow¬
ing educational movement in the country today. This
movement exceeds one million children with a growth of
over 5000% in the past decade. During this time, support
organizations have grown from several hundred to over
3500. Now experts are estimating that by the turn of the
century, 5% of all the school-aged children in the United
States will be home schooled.

This remarkable movement happens with no state
aid, and little if any access to government school gadge-
try like computers or sporting opportunities. It happens
without certified teachers or the mechanism of institu¬
tional socialization. Even without those cherished trap¬
pings of government schooling, home educators are
successful in raising educated and responsible children.

Home schooling is nothing new. Its roots run far
into antiquity. The ancient Hebrew prophet, Moses,
admonished fathers to teach their children. Instruction
covered religion, ethnic customs, geography, history,
social laws, health and personal responsibility. This
family centered, holistic process occurred naturally while
walking along a road or in conversation at the dinner
table.

This great tradition carriedover intoearly America.

Part One
ofa Two Part Series
•If-if (Part Two : V
appear in theApril issue)

In fact, home education played a major roll in the
educational process through the 1850s. Did you know
almost a quarter of our presidents and over 30% of the
delegates to the Constitutional Convention were home
educated? Two of those delegates, John Witherspoon
and William S. Johnson, became presidents ofPrinceton
and Columbia schools of higher learning. Those home
educated included such diverse individuals as George
Washington, Abraham Lincoln, Woodrow Wilson,
FranklinD. Roosevelt, Benjamin Franklin, GeorgeWash¬
ington Carver, Thomas Edison, the Wright brothers,
Mark Twain, William F. Buckley, Pearl Buck, Robert E.
Lee, George Patton and Douglas MacArthur.

Historical evidence of early America indicates
that we were the best educated people in the world. The
Dupont study on education in America, requested by
Thomas Jefferson, revealed a national literacy rate of
99%. Not surprising considering that in 1776, Thomas

Paine’s book, CommonSense, sold 600,OOOcopies. That
dwarfs any modem day best seller. What’s interesting is
70% of his books were sold to slaves and indentured
servants. Daniel Webster in the 1820s observed, “a
youth of fifteen ofeither sex, who cannot read and write,
is very seldom to be found.” This is a testimonial to the
academic success of our free market form of education.

Consider, anyone was free to start a school or
home educate. There was no state control, overseership
or compulsory' attendance laws. Education was accom¬
plished through parents, tutors, governesses, appren¬
ticeships, church schools, private schools, free private
schools and government free schools. Reading, \\Titing
and basic math were prerequisite to entering common
and grammar schools. All this led Alexis De Tocqueville,
in 1830 on his tour ofAmerica, to comment, “There has
never been under the sun a people as enlightened...”

What is home schooling? First of all, it’s parental
empowerment. This is foundational to its success. Home
education affords the parent choice ofcurriculum, books,
philosophy and religious tone. They can choose as much
or as little structure as fits the uniqueness of their child.
They choose the time and length of day and the day(s)
itself. Conversely, Professor Robert L. Cunningham of
University of San Francisco suggests, that because the

(Continued on page 12)

taxation destroy productive enterprise, government at
all levels will rely more and more on direct confiscation
of property for revenue.

There are now over 200 federal, state and local
confiscation laws on the books, and more are passed
every month. There are hundreds ofprovisions in the tax
code alone, which can be used to justify confiscation of
your car, home, bank account, and business without trial.

Confiscating Property
for Personal Use

State and federal asset-forfeiture laws allow po¬
lice and government agencies to appropriate confiscated
property for their own use so long as it is in “the line of
duty'.”

A whole industry' is evolv¬
ing around asset confiscation.
Police and government agen¬
cies love it because it is a cheap
and easy way to increase their
revenues. Informants and
crooks love it — some of them
now make up to $780,000 a
year entrapping and turning in
neighbors and former friends.
Judges love it because they typically get 20% of the
forfeited property for their courts. Sheriffs and DEA
agents love it because they get first pick of confiscated
assets.

More and more police chiefs these days are driv¬
ing around in confiscated Jaguars, BMWs and Mercedes.
Confiscated country clubs have been turned into4 ‘police
training facilities.” Confiscated cash and expensive
stereos and TVs tend to disappear quickly from police
lockers.

It is not surprising that civil-asset confiscations
are now doubling every year. In 1985, the government
seized $27 million in property. In 1992, they seized $1.2

billion. That’s an increase of 4,400% in seven years. At
the current rate of growth of confiscations, all property'
in America will belong to the state within seventeen
years.

Beginning of the End
ofJustice in America

Civil-asset forfeiture is the harbinger of a police
state in America. When police and government agencies
can loot from innocent citizens at will, it is the beginning
of the end ofjustice and liberty. Increasingly, police are
focusing their energies upon w hat assets can be confis¬
cated rather than what actual crimes have been commit¬
ted. And, even w'orse, more asset-forfeiture law's are

being proposed and enacted.
The 1992 Omnibus

Crime Act — vetoed by former
President Bush for being “too
soft on crime,” and strongly
supported by Bill Clinton -
increases from 6 months to 6
1/2 years the time government
agencies have to return improp¬
erly seized assets. (How much
would your car or house be

worth after six months without maintenance or repairs?)
Pending federal medical-forfeiture legislation al¬

lows the government to confiscate all of the business or
personal assets of doctors who “overcharge” or who
prescribe “unnecessary treatments” - with the govern¬
ment defining after the fact what is a proper price and a
necessary treatment.

The Crime Control Act of 1993, now before Con¬
gress, allows the government to confiscate homes, cars
and bank accounts of individuals and groups whose
publications, speeches or assemblies might encourage
violence or “coerce legislation.” A similar law has also
been introduced in Arizona.

Modeled on existing drug laws and asset-forfei¬
ture laws, under the new political-forfeiture legislation,
all the government would need to confiscate your prop¬
erty is to “suspect” that you or your organization tend
to encourage violence. You are then presumed guilty,
your property would be confiscated, and you, penniless,
would have to prove your innocence.

Fighting Back
As appalling as the present situation is, there is

some cause for hope.
In the fall of 1992, Representative John Conyers

of Michigan held congressional hearings on aspects of
civil-asset forfeiture. He pledged to oppose some of the
more invasive aspects of forfeiture.

In February' 1993, the Supreme Court rejected the
Department of Justice’s position that the government
could confiscate the assets ofinnocentpeople ifsome of
the money used to purchase the asset came (in whole or
in part) from illegal activities. In June, the Court rejected
the Department of Justice’s contention that confiscation
is not punishment and said that the Eighth Amendment’s
prohibition against unreasonable search and seizure
docs apply to confiscation cases.

If civil-asset forfeiture is not stopped, it will mean
the end of justice in America ..the end of liberty ...the
end of America as we know' it. By fighting against asset
forfeiture, you arc fighting for your property, your
liberty, andyour life. It is a battle you cannot avoid; it is
a battle we must win.

ODD

Mr. Wollstcin is associate editor o/Thc Financial
Privacy Report P.O. Box 1277, Burnsville, MN 55337,
and the coauthor oftwo recent hooksjust publishedby
the Report: The Rage of Islam andWhat Really Happens
When They' Confiscate Your Gold He is also a director
ofthe International Societyfor IndividualLiberty, 1800
Market Street, San Francisco, CA 94102.

At the current rate ofgrowth
ofconfiscations, all property

in America will belong
to the state

within seventeen years.
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state provides free government schooling and forces
children to attend, parents tend to be irresponsible con¬
cerning their children’s education.

Is parental empowerment to be feared? Not at all!
Countless research has shown home educated children
both academically and socially out-perform their coun¬
terparts in government schools. Parental empowerment
was well understood by our founding fathers. Thomas
Jefferson said, “It is better to tolerate the rare instance
of a parent refusing to let his child be educated, than to
shock the common feelings and ideas by the forcible
aspiration and education of the infant against the will of
the father.” It is interesting that the empowerment
denied to the parents of government schooled children is
foundational to the success

of the home schooled child.

Secondly, home edu¬
cation is real world. Where
in the real world do you find
30 people all the same age
and all performing the same
task? It certainly doesn’t fit
the profile of the working
world or public life, yet gov¬
ernment schools are based
on this distorted reality. Fur¬
thermore, there seems to be
a strong correlation with
compulsory government
school, with its age segre¬
gation, and the behavioral
malaise that the generation
gap has produced in the past
forty or fifty years. In con¬
trast, home educated chil¬
dren leam with siblings,
parents, and in some cases,
with grandparents. Home
education, with its age inte¬
gration approach, offers the
child and parent the oppor¬
tunity to participate to¬
gether, thereby helping the
child develop the necessary
cross-generational social
skills.

Another important
part of the home educated
child’s real world experi¬
ence is learning the work
ethic. Work is geared around
participation in the house¬
hold chores and cottage in¬
dustries. Cottage industries
can be simple lemonade
stands orbaking cookies for
distribution to the neigh¬
bors. It may involve mow¬
ing yards, newspaper routes,
making and selling arts and
crafts, or participating in a
family home business. This
process provides the child
with practical opportunities
to leam about the free market system of demand, profit,
loss, customer service and maintaining records.

Also critical to becoming a whole person in the
real world is volunteerism. Most home educated chil¬
dren are active in church, community and charitable
causes. Dr. Raymond Moore, one of the fathers of the
modern day home education movement, lists
volunteerism as a fundamental ingredient to a successful
home education experience. In the final analysis, home
education is not a process, but rather a way of life in
which the child is welcomed into the community and the
adult world.

wT T hy do families choose home
education? The number one reason given is families
wish to impart their philosophy, values and world view
to their children rather than leaving it to another. It is
important to understand that “the nature ofeducation is

to be religious,” even in government schools. The inten¬
tion of education may not be explicit to the casual
observer, but even the basic subjects and processes used
to convey their content seek to convert a student’s
behavior to that institution’s beliefs and values. Dr.
Richard A. Baer, Jr. of Cornell University concurs with
this point by stating, “It is sheermythology to think there
is such a thing as value neutral or religious neutral
education.” The bottom line is, it’s just not possible to
successfully separate values from their ultimate source
of authority. Ultimately the source is either man as god
or the God of creation. Ultimately it produces arbitrary
values and laws that change with societal moods or
transcendent laws and values that provide stability.

Over the past 50
years government schools
have systematically taught
values that leave the child
with no sustaining fixed
points of reference from
which to gauge his or
society’s actions. Often
these values contradict
what the child is taught at
home. Thomas Sowell,
economist and senior fel¬
low at the Hoover Insti¬
tute, illustrates this when
he questioned anecdotally
the 12 years process of
teaching a child sex educa¬
tion. His conclusion was it
doesn’t take that long;
however, “it takes years
and years to wear down
the values they were taught
at home and lead them to¬

ward wholly different atti¬
tudes.” The government
school’s catechism of val¬
ues clarification, sex ed.,
death ed., and all its other
eds have been a deciding
factor motivating families
to choose home education.

Political and histori¬
cal bias also play a roll in
the homeeducation choice.
A 1989 study by The
American Education As¬
sociation found history
textbooks missing the reli¬
gious views and values that
formed America. They
failed to show the hard
work, thinking, sacrifices
and cost that went into pro¬
ducing this great nation.
Another study funded by
the National Institute of
Education discovered,
“the treatment of the past
100 years was so devoid of
reference to religion as to

give the impression that it ceased to exist in America.”
The study went on to state that “religion, traditional
values, and many conservative positions have been
reliably excluded from children’s textboqks.” This is
illustrated by a 4th grade history book in the Kyrene
school district in Phoenix, Arizona. It teaches that the
pilgrims celebrated Thanksgiving to give thanks to the
Indians. A noble thought but not accurate history.

The American Textbook Council, in it’s review of
government schools’ textbooks, found numerous distor¬
tions. These distortions painted the Communist Soviet
Union in glowing economical, medical, educational and
agricultural terms. Even Stalin was presented as an
agricultural hero.

The Nobel economist Milton Friedman believes
the reason students processed through government
schools have such a socialist perspective is “they are
products of a socialist system.” He went on to explain,
“How can you expect such a system to inculcate the

Home Schooling
(Continued from page 11)

values ofenterprise and competition, when it is based on
monopoly state ownership?” These kinds of distor¬
tions, errors and biases have influenced the decision to
home educate. More than one home school family have
observed that it requires less time to home educate than
it does to monitor and unlearn the negative influences of
government schools.

The second reason motivating families to home
educate deals with the school process. A fundamental
tenet of the faith of institutional schooling and one which
home educators take exception to is socialization. It is
the most often asked question by the public and the
number one criticism given by government educators
and their unions. What institutional educators value
most is one of the strongest reasons to home educate.
Should parents be concerned about socialization?

Dr. Urie Bronfenbrenner, researcher at Cornell
University, questions the myth of children as agents for
socializing one another. He concludes that children who
spend more of their free time with their peers than with
their parents are inclined to become “peer dependent.”
It is this peer dependency that gives rise to promiscuity
and antisocial behaviors. Dr. Bronfenbrenner goes on to
explain that the more people there are around the child,
the fewer the opportunities he has for “meaningful
human contact.” When considering the child’s well¬
being, research shows that even a poor home is better
than a good institution. How much truer this is in some
of the gang, drug and violent school situations existing
across our nation.

Furthermore, this antisocial behavior caused by
group socialization has been observed by anthropologist
Professor BeatriceWhiting ofHarvard Graduate School.
In her research of a pre-urban area ofNairobi she states
“..In sum, our research indicates that interaction with
large numbers of other children leads to an increase in
both aggressive behavior and distractibility.” Dr. E.
Richard Sorenson, formerly with the Smithsonian Insti¬
tute, observed this antisocial phenomena after the Peace
Corps established institutional schools in remote areas
of Micronesia. Such things as illegitimacy, drugs and
alcohol addiction, poverty, and family break-ups be¬
came evident.

T
An contrast, researchers Dr.

Brian Ray and Dr. Wartes summarized a decade of
studies on the socialization of the home educated child.
Their conclusion was: home educated children demon¬
strate a high self-concept, they are socially and emotion¬
ally well-adjusted, involved in many activities that are
predictors of adult leadership and they are consistently
engaged in social activities with peers and adults.

In conclusion to the socialization issue, the
Smithsonian recipe for raising children of genius and
leadership identified three crucial ingredients, 1) loving,
concerned parents, 2) children that spend “/err more
time” with their parents than their age mates, and, 3)
time and freedom for the child to explore. Are home
educators concerned about socialization? Yes! That’s

why many choose to home school their children.
ODD

TomLewis andh is wifeColene hovehome schooled
their three daughters for nine years. They are on the
boardofArizona FamiliesforHomeEducation (AFHE).
AFHE is a nonprofit educational corporation thatpro¬
motes and supports home education. AFHE sponsors
the annual state home school convention and curricu¬
lumfair. The next convention isJune 11,1994, in Tempe,
Arizona. The keynote speaker will beJohn TaylorGatto,
a three-time New York City Teacher ofthe Year and an
advocate ofeducational reform and home education.
Also, the convention will offer numerous workshops on
how to home school. For additional information on
home education, the state convention, or to arrange
speaking engagements, call 941-3938.

“We call our schoolsfree because
we are notfree to stay awayfrom them
until we are sixteen years ofage, ”

— Robert Frost

Is parental empowerment to be
feared? Not at all! Countless
research has shown home

educated children both aca¬

demically and socially out¬

perform their counterparts in
government schools. Parental
empowerment was well under¬
stood by ourfoundingfathers.
Thomas Jefferson said, “It is
better to tolerate the rare

instance of a parent refusing to
let his child be educated, than
to shock the common feelings
and ideas by theforcible aspi¬
ration and education ofthe
infant against the will of the
father. ’’
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Bush Administration Confidential

T
Uust what happened to

George Bush? In 1991, in the aftermath of Desert
Storm, a second term was considered a virtual cer¬
tainty. But in November of 1992, Bush would get less
than forty percent of the vote in a defeat that was
probably the most humiliating suffered by an incum¬
bent president since William Howard Taft ran third in
the election of 1912.

John Podhoretz, who briefly worked in the
Reagan and Bush administrations, has written a new
book about what went wrong. Hell ofa Ride: Back-
stage at the White House Follies, 1989-1993 is a
highly interesting, often witty account of a presidency
coming apart at the seams.

The basic problem, according to Podhoretz, was
the fact that deep down, George Bush had no philoso¬
phy to guide him and his staff. He liked being president
but had no idea of what to do with his presidency.
Without core beliefs from the man in charge, the staff
was making its way in the dark. Compounding the
trouble was the infighting among aides and the fact
that Bush and his chief lieutenants seemed determined
to place mediocrities in important posts. Podhoretz
describes the pathetic situation. “Even when there
was a stated policy, written in stone, it was not neces¬
sarily followed - don’t forget ‘Read my lips.’ As a
result, the Bushies had to reinvent the wheel every
time a new issue came up. This was exhausting and
made for ugly policy disputes ...that were basically
pointless.’’ (p. 163)

Podhoretz tells the sad story of the downgrading
of the speechwriters’ office. Press Secretary Marlin
Fitzwater sold Bush on the idea that he didn’t need to

depend on speeches to get his message across; he
could use press conferences and interviews. Bush
liked the idea because he hated speechmaking. Chief
of Staff John Sununu liked it because he thought the
writers could emerge as potential rivals so he kicked
them out of their spacious office, forbade them from
eating in the White House Mess and cut their salaries.
Bush had good people in the speechwriters’ office,
unfortunately “they had no power and their work had
no authority. Reporters who covered the White House
learned early on that they did not even have to attend
presidential addresses because they offered not a clue

HELL OFA RIDE:
BACKSTAGE AT THE

WHITE HOUSE FOLLIES,
1989-1993

By John Podhoretz

to policy.” (p. 197) Of course, during the 1992 cam¬
paign, the neglected speechwriters were suddenly com¬
manded to come up with speeches that could turn
things around. Even then, these poor people could not
win. One, Andrew Ferguson, drafted a speech for Bush
that emphasized his trust in the people; this was why he
supported school choice and opposed distribution of
condoms in schools. However, Bush and his inner
circle decided that the specifics were a bit much and
decided to simply say that You Can Trust Bush. “In his
vanity, Bush had taken a very clever libertarian mes¬
sage about taking power away from politicians... and
turned it into his own smiley-face campaign.” (p. 202)

Bush’s war against press leaks did not help him.
Although successful in stopping leaks, this had the
contrary effect of little notice being given to his pro¬
posals. The media takes information more seriously if
it has been leaked from an official source instead of
formally unveiled at a press conference or the like. As
a result, there was understated coverage of Bush
programs. By contrast, the Reagan administration was
masterful with leaks; the media knew when there was

something in the air and would give the coming issue
plenty of attention.

Bush’s anxiety to avoid any controversy would
do him great harm. “His refusal to take strong conser¬
vative stands ultimately created the Buchanan and
Perot candidacies. And his conciliatory efforts toward
Reagan’s enemies only caused them to perceive and
exploit his considerable weaknesses long before even
he knew they were doing it. ” (p. 171) Podhoretz traces
the cold war that existed between Reaganites and the
Bush administration; the Right had never really trusted
Bush and he cared little for Reagan true believers.
Bush’s 1988 calls for a “kinder and gentler nation”
and his desire to be the “education” and “environ¬
mental” president quietly took issue with the Reagan
record. Podhoretz notes that the administrations were

quite different. “Reagan had cut tax rates and simpli¬

fied the tax system. Bush agreed to tax increases and
compromised the integrity of the Tax Reform Act of
1986. Reagan reduced government regulation; Bush
doubled the number of regs....And George Bush’s
recessions and ineffective leadership allowed the
Democrats to succeed in 1992 at something they had
failed to do throughout the 1980s - invalidating
Reaganism in the eyes of the American people. It was
Bush’s final betrayal of his old boss, and the final
humiliation of the Reaganites at the hands of the
Bushies.” (pp. 171-72)

Podhoretz has chapters titled “Freeze Frames”
which are sketches of the Bush downfall as seen

through the eyes of unnamed staffers. He tells their
stories in the second person singular, suggesting to the
reader what Bright Lights, Big City might have been
like had Jay Mclnemey’s hero worked for the Bush
administration instead of an upscale magazine.

The book is funny, in a sad way. Podhoretz can
be quite funny in recounting the turf wars and lack of
direction in the White House. It is sad when you think
of what might have been done had Bush possessed
more drive and deeper convictions. It could have been
worse; “a man with no core became president of the
United States and, just to keep us safe, Communism
collapsed and a psycho bully in Iraq with no decent
airplanes tried to make a big war against our big
military. Gives you a good reason to believe in God.”
(p. 230)

Hell ofa Ride is very worthwhile reading. It is
perhaps the 1990’s answer to The Palace Guard, Dan
Rather’s and Gary Gates’s book about the Nixon
White House. In both books is the story of a presi¬
dency that carried the seeds of its own destruction.
Podhoretz is a conservative but he does show a degree
of respect for the libertarian view. In one of the
“Freeze Frames”, he writes of a White House staffer
whose family has a libertarian tradition; “your grand¬
father was a rumrunner during Prohibition, and what
was that but an attempt to evade needless government
regulation?” (p. 99) When I first heard about this
book, I thought it looked promising and aside from a
slow start I was not disappointed. I doubt ifwe will be
given a better explanation of how the Bush adminis¬
tration squandered so much good will in so short a
time.

I3ecause this is an

outreach issue, I want to share with
as many people as possible the true
story of a family friend’s evolution
in thinking which finally brought
him to favor the Libertarian position
on the re-legalization of drugs.

My decision to write this ar¬
ticle was spurred by a recent phone
call to Libertarian Party headquar¬
ters from Nelle Thome, a 78-year-old central Phoenix
resident who is old enough to remember prohibition of
alcohol earlier this century, and who knows that prohi¬
bition of drugs is, and always will be, a failed policy in
the same way that alcohol prohibition was a failure. This
brought to mind the recent conversions to the Libertar¬
ian Party of 83-year-old Mesa resident Eleanor Palmer
Cordone and 77-year-old Ruth Hedwig Serra of North¬
east Phoenix who also recall the futility of prohibition in
the 1920s.

My husband has been friends for eight years with
Eric, and on their lunch breaks at work they often talk
politics. Eric agreed with most all Libertarian positions
except drug re-legalization. His reasoning was: “Drugs
aren’t good for your body, and furthermore, I have a
four-year-old daughter and 1 don’t want her to have easy

By
Liberty Belle

access to drugs that could trap her into addiction later
on.” However, a series of events gradually led him to
change his mind.

The first such event was the Reagan
administration’s “zero tolerance” policy, in which the
government was able to confiscate ships, boats, automo¬
biles, etc., ifeven a tiny amount of a controlled substance
was found inside. What galled Eric about this policy was
that confiscation takes place immediately, not after a
jury trial or guilty verdict. “Whatever happened to
presumption of innocence? Isn't that the centerpiece of

American jurisprudence, aren’t de¬
fendants innocent until proven guilty
in a court of law?” To add insult to

injury, the government can seize the
car, boat, etc., even though the regis¬
tered owner was not present or other¬
wise involved with the presence of
drugs at the time of the seizure.

Over the past eight years, Eric
became aware that more and more

high school and junior high school students were using
drugs. “Where are they getting the drugs,” he won¬
dered. “Just what kind of person would sell drugs to
children as young as 5th grade? How do they do this and
why do they do it?” After looking into the question, Eric
found the answer summed up in one word: Money.

Drug pushers are addicts themselves, and because
drugs such as cocaine and heroin can cost an addict
upward of $200 per day, the addict must rely on the
lucrative practice of glamoring and selling drugs to
other people, regardless of a£c, who arc able to pay him.
Because drugs arc illegal, a one-day supply which would
normally wholesale for $3 will cost $200 on the black
market Very few legal jobs pay enough to support a
person with an addiction; therefore, the addict is forced

(Continued on next page)
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onto the streets not only to sell drugs, but also to engage
in other “big profit” activities such as burglary, armed
robbery, prostitution and “pimping.” Eric and everyone
reading this knows our cities have literally become
battlefields in recent years
from violence related to

drugs, gangs and their ter¬
ritories.

“How much of this
would be happening to¬
day,” my husband asked
him, “if drugs could be
sold for their actual wholesale value of $3 per day? And
think of all the overcrowded prisons and jails we could
empty if addicts didn’t have to resort to crime to support
their habits. And think ofall the money we could save on
the FBI, the DEA, in the courts, in new jail and prison
construction.”

(It has been said that the need for the newly
proposed federal courthouse in downtown Phoenix is a
direct result of the increased case load from drug related
arrests.)

Eric final ly realized howmuch the “war on drugs ’ ’
is actually costing the American taxpayers...a “war” we
continue to lose each and every day.

In the meantime, Eric’s daughter has had drug
education in school every year since Kindergarten. When
she was five, Eric helped her cut magazine photos for a
poster collage called, “Hugs, Not Drugs,” even though

illegal drugs are still
readily available to
school children.

The real “war on

drugs” must take place
not on the streets with
guns, police and drug
agents, but instead, “in

the heart,” through education at school, church, on radio
and television, and encouragement from family and
friends within the local community to “stay clean.”

The final phase of Eric’s conversion to a belief in
the necessity for re-legalization was the burglary of his
house in the summer of 1992. Stolen were his VCR,
microwave, tools, jewelry, and his gun collection. Eric
was outraged — drug-related crime had finally “hit
home” in every sense of the word. At that point he
realized that if an addict wants to continue his habit, he
should be able to do so at the wholesale cost, rather than
devastate an entire family and rip off the insurance
company that covered the theft. He thought of the

The Clintons' Health Plan
(Continued from page 5)

locked out ofthe job market. This is because the Clinton
plan makes it illegal to offer or buy medical services
outside the regional health alliance. “New criminal
penalties” are established for trying to buy health care
out ofyour own pocket — including forfeiture of all your
assets and prison terms. This provision of the Clinton
plan is the one which eliminates real patient choices and
ends the private practice of medicine. Under Clinton’s
plan I could not decide to offer laser surgery services by
myself --1 would have to beg permission from the plan
and/or the alliance. Similarly, under the Clinton plan
you could not decide to pay for me to remove that awful
tattoo you want off so badly. If tattoo removal is not
allowed under the “basic benefits plan” (and it isn’t)
you couldn’t get it done in this country. Period. Go to
Mexico. Ross Perot is clearly wrong about the giant
sucking sound likely to be caused by NAFTA. It won’t
be manufacturing jobs being sucked down to Mexico - it
will be American patients forced into Mexico for medi¬
cal care from Mexican doctors. Why not? Canadians
have been forced into the U S. by their socialized system
for years.

Another interesting aspect ofthe President ’ s Health
Care Security Act is that it doesn’t allow a plan to drop
a patient even if the patient fails to pay his premiums.
Thus, people will soon realize that they don’t have to pay
anything for the new health care card. Shortly thereafter
they’ll realize its worth exactly what they (don’t) pay for
it.

Several Nobel Prizes in economics were awarded
to people who showed that no socialized system can ever
provide goods and services in nearly the same abun¬
dance and variety as a market system can. This is simply
because the few people who control the levers of the
socialized system cannot possibly be as smart and well
informed as the millions of people who make up the
market. Two heads are better than one. Millions of
heads are better still. Go to any country in the world
where the production and distribution of food is social¬
ized, and go into a food store. What little you’ll find is
exorbitantly priced. Mostly, its simply not available. At
any price.

Now go into any neighborhood grocery store in the
U S. What you’ll find is a huge variety of goods at
reasonable prices.

Ask yourself: which store would you choose? The
answer is obvious. And don’t fall prey to the specious
argument that health care is too vital to leave to market
forces. On the contrary, food is more vital to life than
medical care and we allow the market to provide us with
the most lavish assortment of foods the world has ever
seen. Similarly, if Clinton was really concerned about
improving health care he should totally deregulate it and
let consumers create an efficient market for medicine.

Clinton, however, is only interested in empowering
himselfand his party by making all ofus dependent upon
them.

The Clinton health care plan is the biggest welfare
proposal in history. It brings an additional 14% of the
U S. GDP under the complete control of the govern¬
ment. In order to do this, it promises everything good,
caring, and compassionate. What it will deliver, how¬
ever, is health care as cheap as the Department of
Defense, as efficient as the Post Office, and as compas¬
sionate as the IRS. It establishes a complete government
monopoly on your medical care.

As a physician, I should welcome such a mo¬
nopoly because, historically, great fortunes have been
made by people willing to exploit government monopo¬
lies. It is no coincidence that Ross Perot made his initial
billions by obtaining a government monopoly to process
Medicare claims. His company was called Electronic
Data Systems and its corporate history is enormously
enlightening. Study it and you will see why big corpora¬
tions love such “government-corporate partnerships”.

However, even though I’m likely to personally
profit from Clinton’s health plan, I oppose it vigorously.
I oppose it because it destroys the doctor-patient rela¬
tionship which I cherish. When a patient now comes to
me, and pays me directly, I am his advocate against all
the forces arrayed against him. When I work for the
“peoples health collective”, I work for the government.
My job becomes one of applying government policy to
the patient - which usually means that I’m to find ways
to deny care to my patients as a way to keep expenditures
down. That’sjust not why I went to medical school. And
it’s not why you go to the doctor.

There is an old Scots’ saying, “Who pays the piper
calls the tune”. We should keep that firmly in mind
when we think about the Clinton health care plan.

%
Moving?????

Please let theArizonaLibertarian know
about your move — and your new address — 4 to
6 weeks ahead. The newsletter is not forwarded
by the US Postal Service and can not be remailed
to you by the newletter staff. Furthermore, it
costs the ALP additional postage to have the
newsletter returned.

So that you don't miss out on an issue or
two ofyour newsletter, and so we don't lose track
of our valuable subscribers, please provide us
with your address corrections as soon as you
know about them!

Thanks.

burglar, “If all that you have learned about drugs in
school, at home, in your community won’t sink in, I, for
one, would rather have you go to a legal clinic and get
your day’s fix... and leave all of us safe in our homes, at
school, and in the streets.”

The drug war will only get worse, not better. Just
ask our elderly Libertarian ladies Eleanor, Ruth and
Nelle.

ODD

Two recent FBI embarrassments:
> First, the Randy Weaver fiasco in northern Idaho,

wherein cowardly agents shot Weaver’s 14-year-old son
in the back, and killed his wife by shooting her in the face
while she was holding their infant daughter. All this
because Mr. Weaver didn’t show up for a court date.

Then, the fiasco in Waco, Texas, last April when
the FBI contributed to the incineration of 80 more

people.
If you would like to see an outstanding documen¬

tary about the abuses ofpower by the FBI, may I suggest
visiting your video store and renting “Incident at Oglala
— The Leonard Peltier Story.” It deals with the FBI’s
“manufacturing” of evidence, lying, retracting state¬
ments — all in an effort to “get” someone for killing an
agent in the 1970s. It is, to put it mildly, a real eye-opener
about our top law enforcement agency.

ODD

I must congratulate Rush Limbaugh for telling his
listeners at least three times in the past year that jurors
need not follow the judge’s instructions when determin¬
ing the guilt or innocence of a defendant. Rush correctly
maintains that the jury can decide whatever it wants. I
only wish he would expound on the idea so that potential
jurors will more fully understand all of their rights.

I understand G. Gordon Liddy has also discussed
this issue (called jury nullification) at length on his radio
talk show.

For local information on this issue, and literature
on drug re-legalization, call 248-8425.

(r ^“Free government is
founded in jealousy and
not in confidence, it is
jealousy, and not
confidence which

prescribes limited
constitutions, to bind
down those whom we

are obliged to trust
with power.”

- Thomas Jefferson
^===== . .. =J

"True Sons
of Liberty"

BBSI

300-1200-2400-9600 Baud

(602)
898-1784

Your SysOp:
Ted Thompson

Call Mike Dugger (598-1394) for free assistance in getting
your modem up and running.
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Crossbows to Cryptography:
Techno-Thwarting the State!

T
M here is a maxim -- a proverb

-- generally attributed to the Eskimos, which very likely
we have all heard, and while we probably would not
quarrel with the saying, we might feel that it has become
simply a cliche, that it has nothing further to teach us,
and, perhaps, we are even tired of hearing it. I shall
therefore repeat it now:

Ifyou give a man afish, the saying runs, .you feed
himfora day. But ifyou teach aman how tofish, youfeed
himfor a lifetime.

Your exposure to the quote was probably in some
sort of a “workfare” vs. “welfare” context; namely,
that if you genuinely wish to help someone in need, you
should teach him how to earn his sustenance, not simply
how to beg for it. And of course this is true, if only
because next time he is hungry, there might not be
anybody around willing or even able to give him a fish,
whereas with the information on how to fish, he is
completely self-reliant.

But I submit that this exhausts only thefirst order
content of the quote, and if there were nothing further to
glean from it, I would have wasted our time by citing it
again. After all, it seems to have almost a crypto-altruist
slant, as though to imply that we should structure our
activities so as to maximize the benefits to such hungry
beggars as we may encounter.

But consider: Suppose this Eskimo doesn’t know
how to fish, but he does knowhow to hunt walruses. You,
on the other hand, have often gone hungry while travel¬
ing through walrus country because you had no idea how
to catch the damn things, and maybe they even ate a lot
of the fish you could catch. And now suppose the two of
you decide to exchange information, bartering fishing
knowledge for hunting knowledge. Well, the first thing
to observe is that a transaction of this type categorically
and unambiguously refutes the Marxist premise that
every trade must have a “winner” and a “loser” — the
idea that ifone person gains, it mustnecessarilybe at the
“expense” of another person who loses. Clearly, under
this scenario, such is not the case. Each party has gained
something he did not have before, and neither has been
diminished in any way. When it comes to exchange of
information (rather than material objects) life is no
longer a zero-sum game. This is an extremely powerful
notion. The “lawofdiminishing returns,” the “first and
second laws of thermodynamics” - all those “laws”
which constrain our possibilities in other contexts - no
longer bind us! Now that’s anarchyofa newandexciting
kind!

Consider this possibility: Suppose this hungry
Eskimo never learned to fish because the ruler of his
tribe had decreed fishing illegal. Because fish contain
dangerous tiny bones, and sometimes sharp spines, he
tells us, his rulers have decreed that their consumption,
and even their possession, are too hazardous to the
people’s health to be permitted ...even by knowledge¬
able, willing adults. Perhaps it is because citizens’ bod¬
ies are thought to be tribal property, and therefore it is the
function of a ruler to punish those who improperly care
for tribal property. Or perhaps it is because his ruler
generously extends to competent adults the “benefits”
provided to children and to the mentally ill: namely, a
full-time, all-pervasive supervisory conservatorship -
so that they need not trouble themselves with making
choices about behavior thought physically risky or mor¬
ally “naughty.” But, in any case, you stare, stupefied,
while your Eskimo informant relates how this law is
taken so seriously that a friend of his was recently
imprisoned for years for the crime of “possession of
nine ounces of trout, with intent to sell.

Now you may conclude that a society so gro¬
tesquely oppressive as to enforce a law of this type is
simply an affront to the dignity of all human beings. You
may go farther and decide to commit some portion of
your discretionary, recreational time specifically to the
taskofthwarting this tyrant sgoal. (Your rationale may

By CHUCK HAMMILL

be “altruistic” in the sense of wanting to liberate the
oppressed, or “egoistic” in the sense ofproving you can
outsmart the oppressor - or very likely some combina¬
tion of these or perhaps even other motives.)

But, since you have zero desire to become a martyr
to your “cause,” you’re not about to mount a military
campaign, or even try to smuggle in a boat load of fish.
However, it is here that technology — and in particular
information technology — can multiply your efficacy
literally a hundredfold. I say “literally” because for a
fraction of the effort (and virtually none of the risk)
attendant to smuggling in a hundred fish, you can quite
readily produce a hundred Xerox copies of fishing
instructions. If the targeted government, like present-
day America, at least permits open discussion of topics
whose implementation is restricted, then that should
suffice. But, if the government attempts to suppress the
flow ofinformation as well, then you will have to take a
little more effort and perhaps write your fishing manual
on a floppy disk in an encrypted form, say, or buried in
an unexecuted portion of the machine language code of
a computer game. The recipient can readily extract the
information with his own computer (once he knows the
secret), but any unwelcome tribal snoop will learn noth¬
ing.

Technology - and particularly computer technol¬
ogy - has often gotten an undeserved bad rap among
lovers of freedom. We tend to think ofOrwell’s 1984, or
Terry Gilliam’s Brazil, or the proximity detectors which
kept East Berlin’s slave/citizens on their own side of the
border, or the sophisticated bugging devices Nixon used
to harass those on his “enemies list.” Or, we recognize
that for the price of a ticket on the Concorde we can fly
at twice the speed of sound, but only if we first walk
through a magnetometer run by a government police¬
man, and permit him to frisk us and
paw through our belongings ifit beeps.

But that mind-set is a serious
mistake! Before there were cattle

prods, governments tortured their pris¬
oners with clubs and rubber hoses.
Before there were lasers for eaves¬

dropping, governments used binocu¬
lars and lip-readers. Though govern¬
ment certainly uses technology to op¬
press, the evil lies not in the tools but
in the wielder ofthe tools.

In fact, technology represents
one of the most promising avenues available for
recapturing our freedoms from those who have stolen
them. By its very nature, it favors the bright (who can put
it to use) over the dull (who cannot). It favors the
adaptable (who are quick to see the merit of the new)
over the sluggish (who cling to time-tested ways). And
what two better words are there to describe any govern¬
ment bureaucracy than “dull” and “sluggish”?

One of the clearest, classic triumphs of technology
over tyranny was the invention of the “Personal
Weapon,” the man-portable crossbow. With it, an un¬
trained peasant could now reliably and lcthally engage a
target out to fifty meters - even if that target were a
mounted, chain-mailed knight. (Unlike the longbow,
which admittedly was more powerful, and could get off
more shots per unit time, the crossbow required no
formal training to utilize. Whereas the longbow required
elaborate visual, tactile and kinesthetic coordination to
achieve any degree of accuracy, the wielder of a cross¬
bow could simply put the weapon to his shoulder, sight
along the arrow’s shaft, and be reasonably assured of
hitting his target.)

Moreover, since the only mounted knights likely

to visit your average peasant would be government
soldiers and tax collectors, the utility of the device was
plain: With it, the common rabble could defend them¬
selves not only against one another, but against their
governmental masters. It was the medieval equivalent of
the armor-piercing bullet, and consequently, kings and
priests (the medieval equivalent of a Bureau ofAlcohol,
Tobacco and Crossbows) threatened death and excom¬
munication, respectively, for its unlawful possession.

Updating now to the present, the Personal Com¬
puter (with a public-key cryptographic system running
on it) represents an equivalent quantum leap -- in a
defensive weapon. Not only can such a technique be used
to protect sensitive data in one’s own possession, but it
can also permit two strangers to exchange information
over an insecure communications channel — a wire¬
tapped phone line, for example, or even a radio broad¬
cast -- without ever having previously met to exchange
cipher keys.

With a five-hundred dollar computer you can
create a cipher that a multi-mcgabuck CRAY X-MP
can’t crack in a year. Within a couple ofyears, it should
be economically feasible to similarly encrypt voice com¬
munications; soon after that, full-color digitized video
images. Technology will have made wiretapping obso¬
lete! More generally, it will have totally demolished
government control over information transfer!

The most promising of these encryption schemes
seems to be the RSA algorithm, after Rivest, Shamir and
Adelman, who jointly created it. It involves some rea¬
sonably heavy mathematics (prime numbers, modulo
arithmetic, the “little Fermat theorem”) to formally
establish, but the gist is that if one is provided with the
product of two very large prime numbers, then it is
computationally infeasible to derive the original two
prime factors from analysis of their product.
“Computationally infeasible” means that if each prime
number has about 200 digits, then the most powerful
computer now in existence will require more than a
century to factor their 400-digit product.

By converting one’s message to a “number”
(even something as simple as A=01, B=02,..., Z=26 will
do), and then performing the appropriate mathematical
transformation upon it, a new number is generated which
represents the encrypted message. The recipient then

performs a similar transformation upon this number to
recreate the original message.

What makes this a groundbreaking development,
and why it is called “public key cryptography”, is that
I can openly publish two numerical parameters which
will permit anyone to send me an encrypted message,
while keeping secret a third parameter so that no one but
myself can decrypt such a message The previously
difficult step of exchanging cipher keys in person has
been eliminated. So people who would find it impossible
or inexpedient or dangerous to physically meet may still
reliably exchange encrypted messages - each party
having selected and disseminated his own two public
parameters, while simultaneously maintaining the se-

(Continucd on next page)
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Crossbows to Cryptography
(Continued from page 15)

crecy of his own third parameter.
Another benefit of this system is the notion of a

“digital signature,” to enable one to authenticate the
source of a given message. By performing an extra
encryption step involving my secret parameter — and
requiring the receiver to take an extra step involving my
public parameters after encrypting it -- then it can be
proven that the message received could not have been
sent by anyone but me! So not only do we have
reliable secure message transmission over an
anonymous, unsecured communication chan¬
nel, we can also positively authenticate the
sender ofevery such messageI

Of course, these are exactly the concerns
that tormented the former Soviet Union and
which continue to torment governments in many
countries today. On the one hand, they recog¬
nize that American schoolchildren are growing
up with computers as commonplace as
sliderules used to be - more so, in fact,
because there are many things comput¬
ers can do which will interest (and
instruct) 3- and 4-year-olds. And it
is precisely these students who
one generation hence will be
going head-to-head against
their deprived counter¬
parts. For any govern¬
ment to hold back must
be as suicidal as con¬

tinuing to teach
swordsmanship while
your adversaries are
manufacturing rifles.
On the other hand,
whatever else a per¬
sonal computer may
be, it is also an exquis¬
itely efficient copying
machine -- a 25-cent

floppy disk will hold
upwards of 50,000
words of text, and can
be copied in a couple
of minutes.

If this weren’t
threatening enough, the
computer that performs
the copy can also en¬
crypt the data in a fash¬
ion that is all but un¬

breakable. Remember
that in the former So¬
viet Union publicly ac¬
cessible Xerox ma¬

chines were unknown.
The relatively few
copying machines were controlled more intensively than
machine guns are in the United States.

Today’s political “conservatives” contend that
we should not sell personal computers to communist
countries, because they could put them to military use.
“Liberals” assert that we should sell them, in the inter¬
ests ofmutual trade and cooperation - and anyway, ifwe
don’t make the sale, there will certainly be some nation
willing to.

As a libertarian cyberpunk, I claim that we should
probably give them to the communists for free, and if
necessary, make them take them ...and if that doesn’t
work, maybe we should load up an SR-71 Blackbird and
air drop them overMoscow in the middle ofthe night.
Paid for by private subscription, of course, not coercive
taxation....

1 confess that this is not a position that has gained
much support among members of the conventional left-
right political spectrum, but, after all, in the words ofone
of Illuminatus's characters, we are political non-
Euclideans: The shortest distance to a particular goal
may not lode anything like what most people would
consider a “straight line.” Breaking totalitarian govern¬
ments ’ monopolyon information is tantamount to break¬
ing the back of its ability to oppress. Computerization
will enhance the freedom of every man, woman, and

child on the planet - and will do so without overtly or
covertly firing a shot!

We recognize that history has been shaped by
people with names like Washington, Lincoln, ...Stalin,
Nixon, Marcos, Duvalier, Noriega, and the like. But we
should recognize that it has also been shaped by people
with names like Edison, Curie, Marconi, DeForest and
Wozniak. And this latter shaping has been at least as

pervasive, and not nearly so bloody.
In his book How I Found Freedom in an

Unfree World, Harry Browne makes the telling
point that the probability of success of any ven¬
ture is inversely proportional to the number of
people who must be persuaded in order to bring
it about. So while it may be an impossible task to
persuade government to abolish the practice of
censorship andwiretapping, it is a trivial task to
employencryption technology to abolish it our¬
selves!

Looking around us, additional appli¬
cations oftechnarchy to solvewhatwould

\ otherwise be political problems im¬
mediately suggest themselves: The

Saudi Arabian who wished to

enjoy the illegal psychoactive
drug alcoholwould be much
wiser to study the chem¬
istry of fermentation
and distillation than to

spend time lobbying his
rulers to repeal the Is¬
lamic laws against it.
And the East German
who would rather have
been a West German
was better served by
studying the aerody¬
namics of hang gliders
or balloons than by
wishing or begging for
an exit visa.

Not for nothing
wastheWildWest’s .45
revolver called “the

equalizer.” It enabled
the most petite dance
hall girl to defend her¬
selfagainst the burliest
roughneck cowboy.
(Some say the “gun
control” movement

was bom when it was
realized that it also al¬
lowed her to repel ag¬
gression by the govern¬
ment-armed sheriff,
but that’s another

story.) The personal computer is today’s “equalizer” in
terms of information and idea processing, not brute
force.

As nanotechnology provides the peripherals, any
thing composed of any substance will be buildable in
anyone's garage once the thing and substance have been
modeled mathematically. As a result, governments will
no longer be able to outlaw things or substances -- and
will be forced back into the only legitimate role they ever
held: that of protecting citizens against others who
aggress against them. The tiger will be caged, for good
andall!

Consequently, the next time you gape in astonish¬
ment and outrage at the antics of those who claim to be
your “leaders,” and think, “Well, if 51% of this nation,
and 51% of this state, and 51% of this city have to wise
up before I’ll be free, then somebody might as well cut
my f—mg throat now, and put me out ofmy misery! ’ ’ —
recognize that the situation is not nearly that bleak.
Technology - and particularly computer technology -
can help you to unilaterally make yourselffree!

So, as we slip through the final decade of what
Timothy Leary so aptly calls the Roaring Twentieth
Century, every day makes it more apparent how much
truth is contained in his admonition: 4 'If you ’re
wise...digitize. "

As a libertarian cyberpunk,
I claim that we should

probably give [computers]
to the communistsforfree,
and if necessary, make them
take them ... and if that doesn’t

work, maybe we should load
up an SR-71 Blackbird
and air drop them over Moscow
in the middle of the night. Paid
for by private subscription, of
course, not coercive taxation....

Brady Bunch
exposed at

local gun show
By RICK TOMPKINS

The “madhouse on McDowell” was hopping on
Dec. 11 & 12, at the Crossroads of the West gun show.
Several regular attendees said they had never seen people
buying firearms and ammunition with such feverish
intensity. Similar stories are coming from gun stores all
over. What do you think is causing it? Couldn’t be that
“the gun-grabbers are coming,” could it?

Many people seem to agree that, as the Robin is the
harbinger of spring, so the “Brady bill” (now, the
“Brady law”) is only the first of a coming trend of
violations of our right to own and bear arms.

We were at the show to promote the LP, get
signatures on the concealed carry petition and the FIJA
petition, and register voters. We did a lot of all those
things, and had fun in the process. People were lined up
six across and 3 and 4 deep much ofthe time, signing the
petitions, picking up literature, talking and registering to
vote.

One of the displays we had was a listing that Mike
Dugger brought ofall the members of the US. Congress,
with the Republicans who had voted for the Brady Bill
highlighted. It was titled at the top, “The Brady Bunch. ’ ’
There are 54 ofthem! Think of that, you silly people who
still think that the Republican Party will help you retain
your rights.

There is only one political party that stands solidly
behind the 2nd Amendment, and that is the Libertarian
Party. The Rs and Ds sold out long ago, and you know it.
Don’t you think it’s time to take action that will work?
Continuing to be registered with any party that does not
defend your rights is self-defeating behavior and, in
many cases, just habit. Think about it!
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Robert Ringer

For a New Liberty, Murray Rothbard
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Economics In One Lesson, Henry Hazlitt
Ethnic America, Thomas Sowell
Losing Ground: American Social Policy,
1950-1980, Charles Murray

In Pursuit: OfHappiness and Good
Government, Charles Murray

The StateAgainst Blacks, Walter Williams
Capitalism: The Unknown Ideal, Ayn Rand
The Fatal Conceit, F A. Hayek
Free To Choose, Milton Friedman
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Cutting Back City Hall,
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Fighting to decrease the size and cost of government
By GARY FALLON

Republican and Democratic politi¬
cians want more government. And their
track record proves it. At the federal level,
Presidents Reagan, Bush, and Clinton
each had the honor of signing one of the
three largest tax increases in the history' of
our country. The Federal Register gets
thicker by the inch, and federal spending
grows daily. Every Congressperson in
Washington, D C., has compromised your
liberty' in favor of some well-intentioned
government program.

Unfortunately, all the members of

the Arizona Legislature and the Governor
have the same addiction to plunder. For
example, the State ofArizona’s per capita
spending has more than doubled since
1980 and has gone up every' year since
1984 (see chart). Also, the legislature has
imposed more than 3,500 new laws in the
last ten years (averaging 357 new regula¬
tions annually). Unlike the Republican
members oftheU.S. Congress, Arizona’s
Republicans can’t point any fingers at
Arizona’s Democrats. Republicans have
controlled Arizona since 1980.

Furthermore, neither the Arizona

New Arizona Laws, 1984-1993
Ten Years of Excessive Regulation
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Republicans nor Democrats can blame
the Arizona Libertarians for the massive
increases in government legislation and
spending. The Maricopa County Liber¬
tarian Party formed the Legislative and
Initiative Committee to introduce ideas
into state policy that will actually de¬
crease spending and stop the unnecessary
proliferation of laws. Four initiatives
were filed, each reducing the power and
size of government. The initiative with
the greatest public support is the one that
repeals the Personal Property' Tax. There¬
fore, with our limited resources, the Lib¬
ertarian Party is most actively supporting
this initiative.

Unfortunately, wre must contend
with more than the machinery of the po¬

litical parties. We must con¬
tend with the apathy of sup¬
posedly pro-business organi¬
zations. We sent a facsimile
request in August 1993 to sev¬
enty-five members of the Ari¬
zona Economic Development
Directory including state and
local chambers of commerce
and other "pro-business"
groups, yet w'hen asked for
their support to repeal the per¬
sonal property tax, none re¬
plied.

Nonetheless, the initia¬
tive is gaining wide-spread
support from small and me-

State Spending Per

Gary Fallon, Chairman
Legislative and Initiative Committee,
Maricopa County Libertarian Party

dium-sized businesses. Thus, we have
gotten the attention of the legislature.
But, in typical fashion, the legislature has
corrupted the intent of the initiative. It is
considering phasing out the tax but it
wants to replace it w ith other taxes. These
proposals simply circumvent the intent of
the Libertarians w'hen we introduced this
initiative. TRUE REFORM WILL NOT
OCCUR until the state reduces per capita
spending and eliminates unnecessary' law s.

Capita
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Arizona's personal property tax
penalizes the Investment In^anitowneiv
ship of, personal property. For In*
stance, if you buy a car,the state , y
requires you to pay a sales tax and an
annual personal property (registration)
tax based upon the value of your car.
The greater the value of the car, the
higher the assessed value, and there¬
fore, a higher cost for owning the car.
If you choose not to pay the registra¬
tion tax, the government has the option
of impounding your vehicle.

Another example. If you own a
business, the state requires you to pay a
tax based upon the value of the per¬
sonal property owned by the business.
Items such as computers, phones,
copiers, supplies, and even leased or
rented equipment are fust a few ex¬
amples of what the state considers
personal property. Based upon the
original cost and age of the taxable ♦"
personal property, the county assessor
assigns an assessed value on which the
businessls thentaxed. Unlike an
Income tax which taxes a bushiest after
It earns a profit, the personal property
tax Is applied regardless ofwhether or
not the property contributes to a
company's profitability. In essence,
this lax practk* p*naJ!2« risk and
discourages economic growth.

m

Based on General Fund Spending, 1984-1993
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Arizona Libertarian Party StateChairman Pick Tompkins (r) registers another newLibertarian at theArizona
State Fair, October 14 - 31.
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Arizona
Libertarian Party

Make a Real Difference in
Arizona politics -
Register Libertarian now!

For your convenience, we have enclosed
a mail-in voter registration form.

When just 7,500morepeople registerLibertarian, wewill have
continuingballot status inArizona, onparwith theRepublicans and
Democrats. When that happens, we will have earned much greater
coverage by the media, and will be listened to with more respect.

It is time to introduceprinciple to government.We can'tget that
as long as we continue to support the political organizations that
have brought us all the existing folly and arrogance. It will happen
only when we begin electing people who are not bound by special
interests, but are instead dedicated to doingwhat is rational, ethical
and moral.

We need people who are loyal, not to party insiders and power
brokers, but to the principles which made our country the best in the
world.

We need to support and elect people who will keep their
campaign promises. Show me a Republican or Democrat who has
done so.

It will not require a Libertarian majority to accomplish won¬
ders in bringing our government back to sanity. Once it becomes
clear that enough voters are willing to back candidates that run on
principle, the others will fall all over themselves to jump on our
bandwagon. Never forget that unlike Libertarians, they are most
interested in being in power, and will do almost anything to stay in
office.

You say you like most of what Libertarians are about - BUT?
Are there some of our ideas which trouble you? That is one of the
most compelling reasons for you to join us.

After all, can you honestly saty that there are not some things
about your current party's ideas that trouble you? And more impor¬
tantly, what is their record as fau* as practicing what they preach?

What you should do is join us so that you can enter the debate.
Show us where we are mistaken. Show us that your ideas make
better sense,will havebetter long-term results, anddo notviolate the
rights of others, and we will embrace that.

By joining us, moreover, you send the most powerful message
possible to your old party. It is through competition that the most
worthy will survive, and by removing your support from them, you
will cause the fastest, and most meaningful, change.

So join with us in restoring
the American dream for all.

Register Libertarian, now.
And, if you can, volunteer your time
and/or money to the cause of liberty.

And subscribe to the
Arizona Libertarian
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"Classified’VPersonal AdsHUtters to
the Editor

Longing for the good-ol’-days
Editor,

I am writing to compliment you on the content
ofyour newsletter, and on the quality ofwriters who
contribute. I especially appreciate the articles by Vin
Suprynowicz, Rycke Brown, and “pundit” Mike
Dugger. The quality and content of their writing is
competitive with any other news source in Arizona,
and I look forward to continuing my subscription.

One question: At the risk of giving myself
away as an old-timer, I’m wondering what ever
happened to the wonderful “Sybil Liberty”? I really
used to enjoy her sense of humor.

Dune Ankunz
Phoenix

The Editor replies: It'sfurmyyou should ask!
This very issue has a personal ad seeking any
information which would leadto the whereabouts of
Ms. Liberty. It seems there is someone out there who
would very much like to contact her. Ifshe isfound,
rest assured that we will attempt to convince her to
return to ourpages.

Fed Up in Phoenix
Editor,

Let me see if I’ve got this straight:
1. According to the Goldwater Institute study

you quoted in your November issue, private schools
provide education superior to that of the tax-funded
public schools, at much lower costs.

2. The same article indicated that there are 10

non-teaching employees for every 15 teachers in
public schools, and only 10 non-teaching employees
for every 40 teachers in private schools.

3. TheArizonaRepublic recently reported that
the public schools send kids they can’t handle (those
with problems such as physical handicaps and other
“special needs”) to private schools at taxpayer
expense.

4. The public school supporters claim: A. That
the reason they can’t provide better education for our
kids is that we don’t give them enough ofour money,
and, B. That it is “bad’ ’ to use tax money for private
schools.

What’s wrong with this picture?
Those who can’t tell what’s wrong, are surely

among the victims of public schooling.
Martin Johnson (fed-up tax victim)

Phoenix

All Talk
Editor,

Mike Dugger’s article in the December issue
about the Waco madness prompts me to ask what the
Libertarian Party has done, or is doing, about this
outrage visited on innocent people by our govern¬
ment? Sometimes it seems that you guys are mostly
talk, and not much on action.

The Editor replies: Since I've never seen you
at any ofour meetings, and the Treasurer has no
recordofany contributionsfromyou, Mr. Watkins -
- who the hell are you to complain?

Dennis Watkins
Mesa

Suspicious (paranoid!) in Patagonia
Editor,

Sometimes while reading your Letters section,
I get a nasty feeling that some of them don't really
come from readers, but that you make them up!
Plceeeease - nobody is as stupid as some of these
guys sound.

Karen E. Nglish
Patagonia

The Editor replies: Just who do you thinkyou
are? How dareyou bring into question myjournal¬
istic integrity?

Congratulations and best wishes for success
with your newly expanded newspaper!

North Mountain Books

Specializing in Scientific and Technical
books andpublications

New and used

Expanding Libertarian section with good selection
of books on free market economics, freedom

philosophy, politics, and more

Open 10:00 - 6:00 Mon - Friday
11:00 - 4:00 Saturday

9226-C North 7th Street
Phoenix, AZ 85020
(602)997-1643

Free Supper?
TANSTAAFL, you fool!

The F.R.E.E. (Food, Reason, Economic Enlightenment)
Supper Club meets monthly on the first or second
Thursday, at the Spaghetti Company in Scottsdale. The
group, composed of radical free thinkers who are doc¬
tors, accountants, lawyers, businessmen, stockbrokers,
various political junkies, and even a few "normal" people,
all interested in freedom, has a different issue for discus¬
sion each month, with a designated moderator. For more
info, and a possible invitation to attend one of the
dinners, call Rick at 930-1268.

Call and ask me how you can get up to FIVE FREE
HOURS of long distance phone service, with no gim¬
micks, no monthly fees. A national long distance market¬
ing company has started its own wholly owned network¬
ing division. All digital, fiber optic service. There is none
better. Low rates, free travel cards, six-second billing
increments. Call NOW! 930-1268

MLM SUCCESS
MLM leaders - A quantum leap in earnings perfor¬
mance. Double your prospecting ratio and income
with proven, pro-active, generic business-building
service. * * MLM DREAM * * No ongoing sales to
make! No Inventory! No Collections! Residual In¬
come!
Our innovative service complements any program.
Ifyou are serious about making it in MLM in 1994,
you and your downline need this now!

Free Info...Call 930-1268

FOR SALE: Used loose-cushion couch (needs minor
repair) and coffee table. $ 100. Call Kathy or Rick at 930-
1268 before 9:00 pm

REWARD!!!!!
for any information which will lead to the discovery of
the whereabouts of reporter Sybil Liberty, last heard
from in September of 1983, after interviewing Joseph
Sherick, the Pentagon's inspector general, about the
Pentagon's purchase ofclaw hammers for $435 and $ 15
switches for $200. Phone "Kathy" at 930-1268 if you
have any clues.
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ANNUAL RATES

Arizona Libertarian 1 Yr. Subscription $15 Super Supporter Combination Membership
ALP Sustaining Membership (includes National and ALP Sustaining Memberships)

(includes 1 Yr. Subscription) $15 ... $35
National Membership Additional Contribution

(includes one 1 Yr. Subscription to LP News)... $25 Total enclosed
Date

Name Phone

Address

City. State Zip.

Signature*.

Occupation/tmployer
(State law require* that wa ask for the occupation and employer of anyone donating, either all at once or cumulatively, over $25)

•Signature required ter National Membership only; *1 do not believe In or advocate the Initiation of force to achieve political goals .*

Return to:
Arizona Libertarian Party

PO Bo* 501

Phoenix, Arizona 85001
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CALENDAR

All regular monthly meetings are
open to the public; all State
Executive Committee meetings are

open to registered Libertarians

January
8 Yavapai County Libertarian Com¬
mittee meeting (second Saturday of odd-num¬
bered months). Usually held at the Prescott
Library at 10:00 a.m. Call June Boudette at
567-5857 for confirmation.

11 Southeast Valley meeting (second
Tuesday of each month). Tempe Public Li¬
brary, 3500 S. Rural Rd., Tempe.

11 Pima County Libertarian Commit¬
tee meeting (second and fourth Tuesday of
eachmonth). Mountain ViewRestaurant, 1220
E. Prince, Tucson. Dinner at 6:00, meeting at
7:00.

15 Yavapai County Libertarian Com¬
mittee meeting (third Saturday of odd-num¬
bered months). Held in Verde Valley at 2:00
p.m. Call June Boudette at 567-5857 for de¬
tails.

18 Maricopa County Libertarian Com¬
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Do Not Forward
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mittee meeting (third Tuesday ofeach month).
The Spagehetti Company Restaurant, 1418 N.
Central Ave. (Parking in rear) Dinner at 6:00 —

all orders should be placed by 6:30, business
meeting at 6:15, and program at 7:00.

19 Yuma County Libertarian Commit¬
teemeeting (thirdWednesday ofeverymonth).
Chairman Tim Urell’s medical office, 1812 S.
8th Ave., Yuma, 6:00 p.m.

19 Coconino County Libertarian Com¬
mittee meeting (third Wednesday of every
month). Luncheon meetings will be held at
various locations. Call Michael Voth at 774-
5322 for locations.

25 Pima County Libertarian Commit¬
tee meeting. (See above for details.)

27 Northeast Valley Subdivide & Con¬
quer meeting (fourth Thursday ofeachmonth).
Paradise Valley Community' Center, 17402 N.

40th St., Phoenix, 7:00 p.m.

February
8 Southeast Valley meeting (see above
for details).

8 Pima County Libertarian Commit¬
tee meeting. (See above for details)

15 Maricopa County Libertarian Com¬
mittee meeting. (See above for details)

16 Coconino County Libertarian Com¬
mittee meeting. (See above for details)

16 Yuma County Libertarian Commit¬
tee meeting. (See above for details)

22 Pima County Libertarian Commit¬
tee meeting. (See above for details)

24 Northeast Valley Subdivide <& Con¬
quer meeting. (See above for details.)
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