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November 11, 2021 
 
Members of the LNC (with copies to all State Chairs and public posting on social media): 
 
I see that you now have the packet of information forwarded by the legitimate Board of the LPDE 
as well.  I do hope you review it carefully.  I read Ms. Hogarth’s summary on the public list, and it 
was clear in what it laid out, but left out far too much.  Mr. Longstreth’s response that the LNC 
should stay out of it (the worst possible solution) is understandable in light of her summary.  
Because if all Ms. Hogarth said was all there was important to be said (which should be included 
in a brief summary), the  LNC would have NO option but to disaffiliate.  Why? 
 
1.  Affiliates are allowed to have horribly flawed  bylaws 
2.  If members exploit horribly flawed Bylaws but do it within their own rules, the LNC has NO 
business in interfering 
3.  If the actions taken properly under horribly flawed Bylaws so offend the sensibilities of the 
LNC to the extent it harms the Party (particularly if it harms the national members in LPDE 
which were not mentioned at all specifically in her summary),  the only option is the nuclear 
one. 
 
HOWEVER, even though one could get the impression that all of the above was true from Ms. 
Hogarth’s summary, only the first point is true.  The LPDE has horribly flawed bylaws.   
 
However, absent from Ms. Hogarth’s summary was all of the details that would refute point 
number 2.  McVay and his merry band of tyrants did not follow their own rules.  Here is another 
list (not even comprehensive) of how they did not: 
 
1.  There was not proper notice of a proposed Bylaws amendment 

a.  Not just anyone rando member can give proper notice, it either has to be the body 
that has the power to actually amend whatever is being given notice of or its very 
publicly appointed representative.  This was just an ordinary member.  

i.  Not only was this member not a proper person to give a proper notice, it wasn’t 
even worded as a notice of anything but as a question about whether or not at 
some point the Bylaws should be amendment, i.e., “Bylaws Amendment?” 

b.  The defective Notice was then purposefully buried by Mr. McVay constituting his 
defeat of it as an actual Notice even if it was done validly, which it was not. 

2.  The alleged Bylaws amendment was not passed at a properly noticed meeting 
a.  This was not a regular meeting of the Board but a special meeting, and since the 
LPDE adopted RONR, proper notice is required. 

i.  Notice of mere minutes, at most, was given, and was only given by tagging 
board members in Discord.  RONR requires notice of days that would also have to 
include the very specific topics to be addressed at such special meeting. 
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3.  Despite the LNC’s own rank abuse of due process, the LPDE Bylaws also require a trial and 
due process to remove officers (unintended consequences of the LNC’s own malfeasance is 
now hurting affiliates)1 

a.  The language of the terms of office for officers are for a specific period of time and 
thus under RONR, just like under the National Bylaws, all of the protections of a trial 
are required. 

 
There was no lawful exploitation of flawed Bylaws.  It was all done completely outside of their 
rules and thus void ab initio. 
 
Thus, contrary to Mr. Longstreth, this is absolutely NOTHING like Oregon and everything like 
New Hampshire.  Further contrary to Mr. Longstreth, his statement that the New Hampshire 
affiliate worked it out for themselves is false and offensive.  If anyone doubts me, ask the Board 
of New Hampshire themselves.  False statements should not be posted on the LNC list.   
 
Because of the facts above, disaffiliation should not be even entering into this discussion.  The 
LNC is making this far too complicated and breaking what should be their own presuppositions 
of the “franchise model” as Ms. Hogarth put it. Affiliates have regular conventions at which new 
boards are elected. The presumption is that those new boards are the duly elected 
representatives recognized by the LNC.  This just happened in June in Delaware.  Anyone who 
disputes that has the burden of proof.  Instead, the LNC has just taken as a given Mr. McVay’s 
claim and is treating both “sides” as if they have equal claims with equal burdens. They do not.  
The board elected at convention is the Board until proven otherwise.  All the LNC has to do is 
continue to recognize and assist that board – perhaps by providing a letter to that board 
legitimately like Mr. Bishop-Henchman gave to Ms. Jarvis illegitimately.  Mr. McVay has never 
presented any proof to the contrary nor ever asked the LNC to recognize his proof.   
 
All that needs to be decided at this meeting is to direct the Chair to provide whatever 
documentation the legitimate Board needs to gain control of its assets and its property.  If Mr. 
McVay wishes to dispute that they are the legitimate Board, he can make a special request to 
the LNC to do so, which he has not done.  The precedent that the LNC is now setting is that it 
will treat as equal contenders any coup-masters with duly elected officers at convention, and 
frankly, that is obscene and abusive to the affiliates. 
 
I find it also very telling that there was a concerted effort not to mention what this is REALLY 
about.   This is yet another organized effort to disenfranchise people because some people do 
not like what caucus they belong to and to continue to slander wide swaths of the party with 
offensive slurs.  I would be highly offended by this no matter what caucus was at play here but 
for the LNC to completely ignore what is going on here is more than improper.  This is going on 
in other states right now.  And the fact that in a former vote, the current National Chair said “I 

 
1 This is not the only instance by the way, but the LNC will have to be facing its own example of oppressive “speech 
codes” being used to throw out factional opponents in affiliate boards as it was on the LNC.  This is happening right 
now in Massachusetts.   
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can see no valid reason to disaffiliate [New Hampshire] but cannot bring myself to vote no” in 
combination with this silence on what is the real motivation for what is going on is making 
many affiliates understandably uneasy, including my home state of Colorado (a top ten 
affiliate).  Further, Ms. Hogarth is a member of a caucus that in huge part decided to be silent 
on my unjust suspension simply because they didn’t like a caucus I was friendly with (not even a 
member of) – the same caucus at issue here.   The LNC needs to speak up that these ideological 
purges of Libertarians who hold to the core principles in the Statement of Principles needs to 
stop and that “mean words” are not violations of the NAP.  Massachusetts has already expelled 
a member on that exact premise and is preparing to expel more.  It is hard for the LNC to do 
that when they are also guilty, but there is no time like the present to start doing what is right. 
 
Now apart from my brief summary of the issues above to supplement that provided by Ms. 
Hogarth, my jaw dropped to read that an at-large representative actually admitted that they 
went out of their way to learn nothing about this situation until now.  This has been going on at 
critical velocity since October.   It is NOT just up to a regional representative to investigate.  It is 
up to the at-larges to do so as well as they represent the entire membership.  Waiting until 
November to first learn anything is a gross dereliction of duty of officers and at-large members 
that have learned nothing.  The only ones that have good reason to stay out is other regional 
representatives if that is what their region desires.  I know that the Party Chair has not been in 
the dark, but I have little to no idea if any of the other officers or at-larges have been, only the 
astounding admission by Mr. Longstreth that he has kept himself purposefully ignorant.   
 
From what I understand from my discussions with Delaware, Ms. Hogarth has been on top of 
this properly, but it is not only her responsibility.  I kept on top of it during the period of the 
illegitimate suspension and will continue to do so for as I made clear, I do not recognize the 
authority of a rogue LNC with dirty hands to discharge me, and I will continue to unofficially 
perform every single one of my duties that I can within my power.  I serve the delegates and 
the Party, and contrary to assertions made by the LNC, the LNC is not the Party.  And part of my 
duties is assisting in protecting affiliates. 
 
In Liberty, 
Caryn Ann Harlos 
LNC Secretary in Exile, duly elected by delegates 

 
 


