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Fd,

I ) i i e t o t h e a m o ' i n t o f ' ● o r k T s e e ifioad of fne in the near i';	 . r ' e , i n
the rar-ty, etc., Thave cv\, abort rk on my hnne and v;ij] r"ti.en to MY
about the 271h of Muly, au .0 Ich time 'hope to m
a’hat's happening, with vuand the MY jParty, and to got yair
enclosed rewrite of my ireambln and .stai-emOTt of pednciple t'ec,0'al. !
vo'-y grateful for your invitation to the plat.'orm comjmittee, ''*■0
since, as you rrohahly know, Iregard MY as the state and riuv h
Libe-ta^ian la-.-ty has the best chance of achieving nati.onal ■
and rerhars in avery sho-t time. Ihave been doing some th
fi nee our convontien, esrecia'']y visi.le follo'-ing the dernocr'’+...^c cc rr.-
and Thave reac'^ed the tentative conc^rni. on that if the NY Party
test of putt ing together ar latform (especial ly the rreamble,
better than did the nat'‘^nal conv^-^ntion, and if we can get afevr ^
to work fi’il time, we can give the whole country one hell of a3ur .-n. je in
the mayora l O jec t ins , and rerhaps before .

Ivn.’’! be 'lad to go into the reasons for this in detail '/ren I●eturr.,
b u t f o r n o w I w i T l m o T t l r n a f e w b r i e f p o i n t s .

1. fi-.e mood of tv count'-y, and of NY city as the eritnme of
on na'"tic ]ar issues and emoti "nally. \can y) uch fo>" NY,sinc" cai
the '■ 'es t job there is for keeping one 's ear to the grass mats, ' ^ t v
asvje’l as an:>,'where else, d' ring the demo. conventi"n and news analyses the
people are disturbed and angry about big^ secretive, unres. onsl Vc and
i r -es ron ' i b le government ; l i es and un fu lfi l l ab le p romises ; tnaxeconomic
chaos;	 a-'d	 distortions	of values; and they want th<= risht	 tf ■_	'	- . h e i r o w n
hodjps	 and	 ]' --3. This	 last was stated in virtually tose	 t y
caucus at the )emo. conve'at i -n, and though the specific issu--
●■h ich i ' ' t i ' ' . v^ ry much a l ive in NY as an issue I th ink , peop l . ’

n,,'ward those terms to some, degree on ev^r'/- -p e; tr
and '-'.o'-e in	 those terms. And when y-'U rnsid^ -■ . ■espectacle	 o f

Larry C'r-ier. in the opening speech (and others .at that c.	 , r " n t * . r ,
degree) adminuing that lies and unfulf 111 able rromires by .mcc.’ats
said) are resron.pible ".n great part for the jresitjit rurPie lOC

c o n v e n t i o n n o t t o m a k e t h e e - m e m i s t a k e s a g a i n , *
this .■■ i"(l), ’/ei: can see ow serious and how far into t
gotten. Me and the others on that score gave the Libe tarian .,		 ' ●
out '^ - tand ing cw-rs i ign amnuni t in ,and the course o f t ' .convent ! , nand ^ tws
commer.tary on i t was one big i l luminat '" er of that.

Cne " -o re t ' - ' ng on t h i s po in t t ha t i s o f pa rammmt imro r t anc - : t ‘
ouert- n:S ethical argument in the pol i t ical ar na (e.g, dist:
ynlues' .If Iremember correctly, Hospe-r-s made the serious mist ^
accer-t.-’.-.c; s" eech (among othe" such e^-’ors) of saying he would (a
rresume^ .,v 'Imp'icat'on we should) stay away frm ethical nuest'on
c a m r a i . - , h e n p o s s i b l e , k e e p i n g t o s t r i c t l y r o l i t i c a l i s s u e s . r - r e - ^ ,
that wpc-: g iver long ago bv Hand in, am-ng other p laces, the intrsa ct icn and
first "psay of "Carit.nlism: The Unknown ideal".

" B y t h e i r s i i l e n c e ~ b y t h e i r e v a s i o n o f t h e c l a s h b e t v j c e n c a ' ~ t , a l i s m
■;lt"uism—it is c.apitalism's alleged champions who are respe 'ble

f^r~the fact that carital ism is being destroyed without ahearing^
vithout any public, knowledge of its principles, its nature
m o r a l m e a n i n g .
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o i l i h r r o r i . r : v . o l -^	 r i n n a n ' i n d ' p h i r : t o r : / c i s t h o
only	 h inod on an ob. loct 've thnor / o f yg lnos."
,	 o f v n l u o n i n t h p o n l y r n o m l t V o Q r y i n c o m r a t i b ] e
with nile by force. Lnritvlinr. in t^o oniy syrtr-n baopi Imrlicitly on an
objectiyo tboory o' valn.:.-_^d -tv,, hinto lc trarody in that, t.hin' h..
ncyor been made exTUcit." (italion mino-Hi.)				 ' —

bo rocial nyrtfn 7rad no bman in-titrtion or activity of any kind)
can survive ud tbout ar-ori-;	 ( I t a l i c s m i n e . )

"For those who do not A’ll;v' understand the roi
political-economic i.rsues, Toffer
i n t e l l e c t u a l s t a t e —

—Few observe rs

t i

eo f rh i losophy in
clearest example of today's

sorno further ouotatio (from dri..'nnic%
- fi n d f a u l t w i t h c a r l t a l i s m a ' ,

production. Criticism usually proceeds fdthor from
cultural disapp'roval of certain featu

the guiltiest men are those who, lacking the o^,
challenge mysticism ov altruism, attempt tc byr ass the -
reason and morality and to d f̂ end..caritalis a—on 'yg●
other than rational and moral." (Italics mine.l
Icould go on in th orega-d, but that says it.
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In^ terms o-f the pr.,sent political arena, everyone elre is .ttei'ot ag
tc justify their rosition to same degree by arguments of ethics and va' -^s
or something that masses for that. Why not us? V7e had damned well betted'*
Politics is the only forum for us now to defend our rrinc-:rles i-fi-i' ^^,5^
before an electorate, to win them over, The best example l''■ave seen of'this
recently was aquestion put by a"panelist" at-the end of duckleyhs "H ring
x.ine prcg 'am,'ith the Galbraith clan on the hot seats just befo-e t'-e Domo

The man's name was Hillard, from 3rx)ward (?) U. ;is question, in
pararhrase, was: Isn tthere acontradiction between the traditional c'hts
to lx. e, 1^ oerty, and p^porty, on one hand, and these new "rights
living, job, home, etc. (the ifcosevelt list) on the other, -Mch m.ust oe
provi,dod by .someone (gov't) at someone's expense (the taxr avers'). La ●you

aaln: dth:) rnovide an ethical resolution of this contradiction' -af cd urse
he couldn'tl In fact, Galbraith and Buckley were reduced to 1m,mhlin
bumbling, evasive agreement on this question, to the effeci ^au thos aho
r-oduce ought to provide for those ;h 0don't, but it's acp estion of bow
much rov;e ●government ^ould exercise in doing it. llie logic of the ethical
arg’Jment -.r.c much for either of than, and if HlUard had bad the c-ance
(it was elar minute of the show) and skill, he could hav-- rut the

oth of them right there. (I'm syre, from his
: fami l iar wi th Object iv ism.) The c losest

s s e r t i o n t h a t t h e r e i s

c o n v e n t i o n .

t o a

sup rem.e l i e t ^
t h a t h e
w a s G a l b r a i t h ’ s
j u s t a m a t - s r o f
his tw’.ptec gr-'-.mm.
e a r l i e - f o ’ t h e
t h e i r c h ' e i

tevTninolc.gy,
a n y o n e c a m e t o a n a n s w e r

no con t rad i c t i on , rea l l y, i t ' s
necessity (I think that was the implication t,1 '
a r ) . My l i t t l e ( I 6

i

i i ' . a t came t h rough
_yr. old) sister had asked few weeks

definitive principles of oonservatives and libe-als, and who
:srokesmen were; she got it right there, and understood ve-v well.

She ’rnovjs next to nothing about politics yet...
-'ll io”cn on this again in reference to the preamble.

There is not one single issue before the public today that
cannot be answe’-ed and resolved with concise and irrefutable logic (and
arreal tc iho values roop^le are seeking-people are hungry for values ir. this
country, is t'ev say; by askillfull'Libertarian speaker in the political
forum. 'The Oem.os and -iepublic-^ns have, at this point, themselves brought nearly
every i ssue to ac r i s i s i n the pub l i c fo rum fo r us—how n ice o f theml And in
d o i n g s c

Sack t o b rev i t y.
2 . I ' ' s u e s .

a n

e y h a v e p a i n t e d t h e m s e l v e s i n t o a p o l i t i u a l c o r n e r. I n t h i s s e n s e
may Iquote aspokesman for the'opposition: "Seize the timel" Now is the
p e - f e c t t i m e .



3.	 on. Tho curmnt Hi fo l i t icn] , c l iche i . r how supf ’ rb
orpinization brxinght Hc'/ovorn fmm avirtual nnVnown to ’^ati^nal prominence
and control of the Demo party in ,ni.5fc months. It vrasn't ,pist oroanization,
of Conroe—ho read the pnloe of the country very well, too, ar; rer above	
bu t t ha t ws the p r imary and i nd i spensab le aspec t o f h i s :

For us, Iam thinkinp; of the success of the national convention, such
as i t was. In my mind, the ma. ior ba 'an'or to get t inR l iber tar ian ideas and
motivation across to tho peneral public has always been the probTem of getting
enough people together \^;'^o have asufficient grasp of trinciples—cnmbined
wi th the mot i va t ion and ta len t fo> ’ sus ta ined o rgan iza t l rn a l woand the
capac i ty to come toge ther on spec ific i ssues on the bas is o f cons is ten t
a r g u m e n t o f p r i n c i p l e i n l o n g a n d c o o l d e l i b e r a t i o n — t o m a k e a r o l i t i c a l
party of this nature function, and to carry it into the national forum, 'fhe
reason Iwas caught so by surp’^.se by tho advent of the party, was my
belief, based on the intellectual conflicts Ihave seen among libertarians,
that the possibility of getting enough of those people together vras at least
five, pe-haps ten years awayj Iwas out of touch on that score.

S’ ccess so far.

T h e n a t i o n a l
convention showed it can be done (in spite of the foreign policy problem
P’hich should be easily solved by aposition paper based on the development of
principles vi^ich Iattempted to introduce on the floor, .and afew othe" such;
problems'!. In that sense, our hardest problem is already reuoived, or vrill
be when the NY Tarty puts together aconsistent platfonn and finds afetv
major candidates who can put together the organizations to carp/’ it to the
public—i.e. effective speakers and managers. Iassume from vrV-at vou've
said that we have some good candidates already.

Enough on thatt for now. Afev: remarks on the enclosure, and I''.' quit,
'●●'hen Ihad to defend my draft at tv^e convertion on iv:c> pa‘nfu,Py short

notice (I have very little expedience as aspeaker), and adraft w
itself written and submitted on short notice, IC'^uld only
problem in genera l terms of the funct ion of the document—
which m.ust embody every principle necessary to justify and 1
rlank of aplatform; as the foundation from w^i.eh every educ
campaign '-^frrt can be conducted in direct dialog with the e
vrell as by "pamphleteering"; as astatement which defines
party itself, as amovement and apolitical body, not only in terms of
philosophical Pdinciple, but of purpose and intent in hisbo-ical context; and
anth aform and style simple and direct, but forceful—in s'-ort,
complete but concise declaration,
a s I r a r t i c u l

’ a s

a r r r o a c

a s - . h e s - . a t - m e n t
P S t o e a c h

t i c i a l a n d
'■ ' t o r a t e a s

r . r p

: P ^ ‘

e e s s e n c e o f t - vU :

a

amanifesto. But most important of all,
ly emphasized then, is that if the people who r.ove the Ta - ' - t y

of any of these basic pr inc ip les >h ich must be inc ludjd ine v e r l o s e s i g h
the document, or of their inseparability and logical
as bound to lose in the po l i t ica l arena and as an in te l lec tua l movanf ' . t in
the present historical context, as all those ’4io have precedea
then never separate ourselves as aparty from the pragmatic

C O n s i s t ’ ' . c y. t n e n w e a r e

u s ; w o w o u l d
p o l i t i c s o f t h i s

a g e .

That neither ’’ospers' draft nor mine satisfied these basic r'cuiroments
(though Ibeli'’’ve ’mine did better) is apparent on closer ●’"xam.inaticn '.md
comparison with my rewritten draft), and was well danonst’'ated bv the Tore-
pol icy debacle at the convent ion. The pr imary cause of that was not the lane
h o u r n o r a c k o f t i m e ; i t w a s t h a t t h e n e c e s s a r y p r i n c i r l e r
he ld be fo re us , e i the r i n the p rea ’ rb le o r i n genera l .

T h e r o

w e r e - o t c o n s i s t o a t ’ y

crtccmings must be resolved in the NY preambld t- give us our
best chance—indeed, a* iy chance at a l l .

Once again, wand makes the necessary arguments—implicitly or ox’-licitly—
i n t h e b o o k Y m m \ h i . e h I q u o t e d a b o v e . I v r e n t b a c k a n d c o n s u l t e d t ’

s’-’

a y s

quoted, rlus "Fan's Tiiohts" and "The Nature of Government", and reviewed the
difficul tier; of the n.atienal convention, j'lus my "g’-ass roots" intuition, and
’worked ou t the enc losed ; ’ewr i to . Iw i l l wr i te aword fo r word eana lys is and
justification soon,*if it seems needed in NY, but in any event for consideration



'by the natioml party and othor sUto partipr! bofore the rip>rt corventionj
Iinclude ife\j thoughts here for you (and anyone else you think it advisab]
t o s h o w t h i s l e t t e r t o ) ,

n-ie form is essential to aclear and convincing statemei t(again keeping
in mind the function of the document as the standard of Judgment): alogical
progression fTxim metaphysics (man's nature as areas.'^ning indivi.dual), to
epistemology (reason and sovereign judgment), to ethics (rights), iiaving
stated'the necessary basis for politics, we arrive at government and
economics. Only then does astatement of our purpose and intent as arolitical
body, and of the nature of what or whom vie oppose, carry full force and
clear meaning.

Objections will no doubt arise, as at the nati'nal convention, to going
into metaphysics; Irefer you again to my previous arguments, with t^- addition
of the Gxamrle set by the Declaration of Independence. It was neoessang there
and worked beautifully; this document is of the same nature, and t>-ree'lines
devoted to it should not tax the concentration of anyone v;ho would ]ist-;un to
us anî ay. V/ithout it, the issue of rights being absolute and inalienab" e,̂

rights are, becomes subject to arbitrary decision ala uncklev--
Galbraith. On this point Iabsolutely oppose Hospers, who objected po the
"by nature" argument and based his draft on the simple statement phau
individual does have the '-ight to dominion over his life, etc.,
s h o > i , e v e n o f t h e D e c l a r a t i o n .

The elucidation of "right to life, liberty, and rnuperty" in the seorad
paragraph ("to speak and act," etc.) is necessary to clear av;ay the conceptual
fog surrounding the precise meaning of these traditional, taken-for-granted
words, and to put the necessary limits on the sophistry of people like Buckley.
The reference to the sovereign judgmenl of the individual is again the
keystone of this elucidation of rights: they have
The right of contract follo\?s naturally enough.

Th.e third paragraph is the critical point in the whole
"initiation" clauses are the link.

h u t
e

a n d o f v , i h a t

t h a

w h i c h f a l l s

mean‘’'ng without that concept.n o

p r o g r e s s i o n . T h e
on one hand, between the metaphysical

concept of the necessity for sovereignty of areasoning individual,and the
ethical concept of rights (sovereignty can only be, and always is, inhibited
p h y s i c a l l y — t h e ’ ^ e f o r e r i g h t s c a n o n l y b e v i o l a t e d and always are, by the
advent of force in human relations); and, on the other hand, between ethics
(rights) and politics (government and economic systems). The right to defend
can only be understood on the basis of the metaphysical argument, but then
leads directly to the nature and limits of govemmait.

The "inseparable" clause is again essential for rearo ns already given,
as well as to tie up the argument on rights and to sqielch the sophists.

(Having ji:st taken afew minutes' break, during ich Iendured arrother
quarter hour of Buckley vs, Galbraith at Miami, Iam drawn tc the conclusion
t h a t t h e s o l e e s s e n t i a l d i f f e r e n c e b e t w e e n t h e t w 3 i s t h a t o n e i s a fl u e n t
and sophisticated hypocrite, ih ile the other is aimple bumbling one. Gro ,n )

The word "necessary" in the fi f th raragraph der ives f rom " the ncce-s i -ov
for objective law...", which is the definitive quality of govur-jnents, as
opposed to gangs which are directed by will (whim is land's word) instead or"'
lav7 . "Kocessary" a lso imr l ie .^ tha t government must fu lfi l l t i ^ i s fi ne t - ion i -
^vnry case, while "sole legitimate" implies it mUvSt not go beyond this function
i n a n y c a s e ; h e n c e , " e q u a l p r o t e c t i o n o f r i g h t s r m d e r l a w " . T h a t t h i s f u n c t i o n
c a n b e c a ' - r i e d o u t o n l y " w i t h i n d e fi n e d t e r r i t o r i a l l i m i t s " — i . e . i n t e - ' - r i t c r y
v. t iere no other goverument inst i tuted according to the aforement ioned purpose
a n d v ’ i g h t o f s e l f - d e f e n s e e x e r c i s e s i t s f u n c t i o n — i s t h e r e c o g n i t i o n o f t h e
ri^'ht to institute government as stated,	 and that	 an	 institution is	n o t a
government if it is not sovereign in the	 exercise	 of	 its legitimate	f u n c t i o n
vrithin aterritory; the extention of the	 & notion	 of	 one government	beyond	i t s
defined limits, into the territory'of another, would	 be aviolation	 o f t h e
r i g h t t o g o v e r n m e n t o f t h e c i t i z e n s o f t h e l a t t e r.

--XT-●;4-«	



Iknow th.i t these last roints wil l st ir great contention from the
anarchist t^^pes, but that question nu.'^t be laid to rest as soon as possible}
othen-Jise, we will have no rarty. Kither there is anecessity for objective
l a w w i t h i n a g i v e n t e r r i t o r y, a n d t h e r - e f o r e a r i g h t t o i n s t i t u t e g o v e r n m e n t
for that pur jose wi th in that terr i tory, or not . I f not , agiven act in a
given context mav be an offense in one t ime and place, and not in another;
there w i l l be no l .aw, log ica l l y defineab le as such ; and w i l l then de te rmines
defensive use of force instead of law (government by men, not law, to reverse
the phrase). In that case there is no basis for apolitical party.that advocates
par t i cu la r laws , and cand ida tes to cod i fy and admin is te r them.

Ihave touched on these points as being most in contention, or least
thought about to date, but nonetheless essential to aconsistent, functional
document. Ibelieve that every principle necessary to deal with any issue
is now s ta ted there in , in the s imr les t and most conv inc ing fo rm poss ib le
to such adocument (length), and with logical development and consistent
terns. That in itself, in my esthetic book, is most of the stylistic strength,
but Iexpect to fi. nd 35 me improvements there as Ithink about it further, and
I'm SBre others will also. This thing of "his or her", for instance
is neces' -ary to make that expl ic i t , somehow.

The last pa-agraph (summation of purpose and historical context) Ileave
to your own .appraisal.

Thank you for bearing with me; Ihope you ;t 11 agree on the importance
of the ouestions Ihave raised^

b u t i t● ● ●


