Libertarian Party of Oklahoma

Convention

HeldIn OKC

The LPO held it’s third annual
convention in Oklahoma City
August 23rd & 24th. The purpose
of this convention was clean up
the platform and clarify the
rules. Two guest speakers prov-
ed to be the high points of the
gathering for most attendees,
revealing a growing feeling that
the major foundations have been
laid and that now is the time for
activism.

Louis “Woody” Jenkins, a
Democratic state representative
from Baton Rouge, Louisiana,
was the featured speaker.
Woody, 27, spoke of political
tactics, drawing upon his two
years experience in the state
legislature. He proved to be
extremely effective in ‘“liber-
tarianizing” the new state con-

stitution at their constitutional
convention. His audience seemed

singularly impressed with the
clout that one man, armed with a
philosophy and a goal, could
accomplish. Having joined the
Democratic Party in order to run
successfully in a staunchly Dem-
ocratic district, Woody is an
avowed Libertarian, yet watches
his popularity grow among his
constituency each year.

John James, a congressional
candidate from Denver, also
spoke on the nitty gritty of
tactics. He stressed the need for
experience and professionalism
in the political arena. He con-
demned apathy, amateurishness,

-and poor communication with
both the media and the public as
the Libertarian politicians’ big-
gest stumbing blocks.

Both men see Libertarianism
as “sellable” if properly done.

In another vein, Ken Kalcheim
spoke on tax rebellion. Likening
the IRS to the Gestapo, he
pointed out numerous instances
of unconstitutional actions of the
IRS and called upon the general
public to join the tax rebellion.
The IRS estimates that 5 million
Americans do not pay their
taxes, and the number is sky-
rocketing, Kalcheim said. Quot-
ing an IRS official's revelation
to Sen. Henry Bellmon, he stated
that the IRS is 90% bluff.

D. Frank Robinson, past chair-
man of the LPO and member of
the Executive Committee of the
National Libertarian Party,
spoke on coming directions of the
state and national LP’s.

Third Annual

Convention.

The delegates unanimously
passed a resolution which would:
1) place on the Oklahoma ballot,
beneath each elective office, the
statement: “None of the above is
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“Woody” Jenkins, legislator from Louisiana, addresses the LPO

acceptable”, and 2) establish the
principle that any elective office
remain vacant if the category
“none of the aboveisacceptable”
receives a plurality of votes.

Libertarian Party
Chairman Blasts

Rockefeller Nomination

The National Chairman of the
Libertarian Party has spoken out
strongly against President
Ford’s nomination of Nelson
Rockefeller as the next Vice
President.

“For any Republicans who still
had hopes that President Ford
would reverse the trend toward
bigger government, the nomina-
tion of Rockefeller must surely
have been a disillusionment,”
said Edward H. Crane, chairman
of the nation’s fifth largest na-
tional political party. “Rockefel-
ler stands for everything the
Libertarian Party is opposed to,”
Crane continued. “The problems
this nation is confronted with,
inflation, unemployment and
high taxes, are all a result of
government intervention into
the private sector. Politicians
like Rockefeller see every prob-
lem as a reason to create a new
bureaucracy which inevitably
leads to greater problems and
more taxes. He’s ‘Mr. Big Gov-
ernment’—which is precisely
what we don’t need.”

Crane claimed that Rockefel-
ler “more than any other politi-
cian today personifies the at-
titude that government is better
able to run the lives of the
citizens of this country than the
citizens can themselves.

His civil liberties record is
terrible as witness New York’s
‘War on Drugs’ that will accom-
plish little other than an increase
in the crime rate. Economically,

he is an advocate of the ‘spend,
spend, tax, tax’ theory of govern-
ment. He left New York State in
an unbelievable bad financial
condition.”

“If Watergate taught us any-
thing,” said Crane, “it is that
power corrupts. So who does
President Ford nominate for
Vice President? One of the most
power hungry politicians in ‘the
country—Nelson Rockefeller.”

Crane stated that he expects
the Libertarian Party to gain
increased support from the ranks
of ex-Republicans as a result of
President Ford’s action. “Those
individuals looking for less gov-
ernment and more liberty have
nowhere to turn now but to the
Libertarian Party,” he said.

Inflation—A

The
Phoenix

With the demise of Watergate,
accelerating inflation has become
the foremost problem in the
minds of the American people.
And rightly so. Debasement of
the currency not only erodes the
real value of their paychecks, but
also destroys their hard-earned
savings. Economic instability in-
creases since long-range plan-
ing is impossible and resources
are not allocated to their highest
value. Productivity drops and
the nation’s wealth shrinks. Cou-
ple ' galloping " inflation - with " a

OKLAHOMA 76
&~

State Fair Special Edition

Understanding

Libertarianism-The
Non-Coercion Principle

By
Porter Davis

When talking with someone
who is new to Libertarianism,
one dften encounters a commun-
ication problem. The terms com-
monly used to indicate political
positions are generally vague
and undefinable. Moreover, the
tenets of these positions are
usually contradictory. The terms
“Left” and “Right”, or “Liberal”
and “Conservative” are the most
prevalent examples. Perhaps we
can clarify our thinking and come
to understand Libertarianism in
the process.

The confusion which arises
when one attempts to distinguish
the libertarian position from the
Left or the Right occurs hecause
we lack common reference points
for our terminology. Proponents
of both Left and Right claim that
their positions will promote the
maximum of freedom and justice
for all. Closer inspection reveals
that each side advocates merely
a different mixture of freedom
and controls, and that in practice
both .subject the individual to
whims of politicians.

The Left-calls for civil liber-
ties, but proposes to achieve
them through egalitarianism, a
forcible redistribution of income,
and massive interference in the
freedom of trade. While the
Right pays lip service to free
trade [but sacrifices it in prac-
tice], it sees no contradiction in
its obsession to police the world
abroad and to regulate our
personal conduct at home. More-
over, depending upon the issue, a

Government Rip-O

depression that promises to out-
do the Great Depression, and we
have a prescription for pro-long-
ed suffering and misery.

The recent series of economic
conferences in-Washington leave
one with the impression that the
causes of inflation are mysterious
and that the cures are unknown.
Indeed, if it had not been
attempted unsuccessfully in an-
other context, the Administra-
tion and Congress might an-
nounce with innocent dismay
that inflation is caused by some
“Sinister force” and that there is
no known cure. Whatever the
outcome’ of ‘September’s’ “econ-

Rightist may fall to the left of a
Leftist and vice versa. When the
dramatic shift of the meaning in
these terms over the last century
is considered, the conceptual
entanglement becomes even
more befuddling.

If we take the Libertarian
axiom, the Non-Aggression Prin-
ciple, as our primary political
reference point, the confusion is
easily dispelled. The Non-Ag-
gression Principle states that no
individual, group, or government
has the right to initiate physical
force or its corollary, fraud,
against any other individual,
group or government. Stated

differently, Libertarianism holds

that each individual is the sole
owner of his life and has the right
to live his life in any manner he
chooses as long as he does not
violate the same equal and
absolute right of every other
human being, i.e. laissez-faire.
The Non-Aggression Principle is
the base of Libertarian political
philosophy. It never varies, re-
gardless of the issue. In its
purest form, Libertarianism rep-
resents total civil and economic
freedom.

[See NON-COERCION, p. 8]
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mic summit” and the policies that .
emerge, we are likely to have
just another “cover-up” of a
crime against the American peo-
ple.

The Federal Government by
it's actions (the printing of mon-
ey without backing or limit,
expansion of credit, deficit spend-
ing, regulations, subsidies, and
trade agreements) causes infla-
tion. The consumer, business,
labor, and the oil sheiks are just
scapegoats. Neither wage and
price controls nor “jaw-boning”
attack the causes of inflation, but

[See. INFLATION, p. 41
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By
Bill Evers
President Gerald R. Ford has a
political career that stretches across
more than a quarter of a century. His
public record in the course of that

person philosophy and includes numer-
ous policy stands of interest to liber-
tarians.

Ford has a full history of opposition
to the exercise of full civil liberties.
Best known is Ford’s attempt in April
1970 to engineer the impeachment of
semi-libertarian Supreme Court Jus-
tice William O. Douglas. Among Ford'’s
major concerns was the fact that Dou-
glas’ writings had appeared in porno-
graphic magazines, namely Evergreen
Review and Avante Garde.

Ford opposed Lyndon Johnson’s
1967 proposal to ban most governmen-
tal and private wiretapping and elec-

tronic eavesdropping. He spoke in

favor of wiretapping in debate over the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968 and the D.C. Court
Reform and‘Criminal Procedure Act of
1970. '

Preventive Detention
The preventive detention provision
of this D.C. Crime Act received Ford's

career contains many indications of his ™

¥

endorsement (15 July 1970 Congres-
sional Record). Ford was the sole
sponsor of a 1971 Nixon administration
bill that would have provided for
pre-trial detention of so-called danger-
ous persons charged with certain
crimes. Under the provisions of this
bill, a U.S. Attorney would have been
able to make a written motion to arrest
someone for the purpose of holding a
pre-trial detention hearing. A judge
could hear the motion without the
accused or his attorney being given an
opportunity to respond. Then the judge
could order the person arrested and
transported to the place of the hearing.
At the hearing itself, the usual rules of
evidence in criminal cases would not

have applied.

On matters of freedom of speech,
Ford was one of the major proponents
of legislation that made it a crime to
travel from state to state to incite
“Violence.” This was the law that was
used to indict the Chicago 8 for
conspiracy at the 1968 Democratic
convention.

Blacks’ Rights
Interestingly enough, Ford at one
point in his career took a strong and
forthright stand in favor of equal
political rights for blacks. The occasion

‘Ford’s Policies Threaten Civil Liberties’

was a House Republican substitute for
what became the 1964 Civil Rights Act.

Here Ford in alliance with Midwest-
ern Taft Republicans (Bill McCulloch
and Clarence Brown of Ohio) proposed
a substitue measure that was stronger
than the Johnson Administration bill in
the areas of securing honest elections
and opposing poll taxes. In this effort,
Ford and the others opposed that wing

of their party that wanted to draw ..

white supremacist Southern Demo-
crats into the Republicanparty. (See
House Judiciary Committee, Hearings
on the Nomination of Gerald R. Ford as
Vice President, p. 239; also see 9 July
Dec. 1965 CR.)

Wage Controls

Ford went along with President
Nixon’s program of wage and price
controls. He said of the Phase .II
program: “Let me emphasize that our
price and wage controls are working.”
(2 August 1972 CR.) One of Ford's first
acts as President was to apply govern-
ment pressure in the form of a revived
Cost of Living Council and nationally-
publicized jawboning to interfere with
the free movement of prices and
wages.

In addition, Ford seems to be intent
on actively pushing for early passage of

a socialized medicine bill through
Congress. : :

Many libertarians would be interest-
ed in Ford’s attitude toward the possi-
bility of a more isolationist foreign
policy stance for America.

Ford first entered politics with the
backing of isolationist-turned-interna-
tionalist Sen. Arthur H. Vandenberg,
R-Mich. He gained his seat in the

. House by defeating the incumbent,

isolationist Bartel J. Jonkman, in the
Republican primary.

On 9 Dec. 1973, Ford said: I'm a
reformed isolationist who before

~ World War II, was mistaken like a lot

of people....I have become, I think, a
very ardent internationalist.” Ford has
strongly supported U.S. involvement
in Indochina and in the Middle East.

As a final matter, since the President
can launch nuclear war, many libertar-
ians are concerned with Ford’s record
on wartime policies that mean that
violence or the threat of violence will
be directed against noncombattants.
Ford was in the forefront of those
urging aerial bombardment of North
Vietnam, including urban areas, even
before such bombing became official

Libertarian Party

The national chairman of the Libertarian Party has urged President
Ford to declare unconditional amnesty for all those convicted or
accused of draft evasion. Edward H. Crane said in a telegram to the
President that “the draft is an obvious example of involuntary

servitude and those who refused had every moral reason for their

action.”

The Libertarian Party has opposed the draft since the party was
founded in 1971.

- “The Vietnam War was a tragic example of the disregard politicians
and governments have for human life,” Crane said. “To compound the
injustice of that war by making criminals of those who refused to be a

part of it is inexcusable.”

“In addition,” Crane continued, “the proposed alternative of forced
public service employment is completely unacceptable. Such a plan
would in no way vindicate the draft evaders—and they should be
vindicated. The plan would further reinforce the idea that government
‘owns’ the citizens to whom it should be subservient.” -
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_Editor’s

U.S. policy.

Notes

With this special State Fiar issue of the LPO
News we are moving to a newspaper tabloid
format. As our readership expands, we want to
provide a vehicle that is more than sufficient to
carry our ideas.

Note well: The acceptance of political advertising

: does not constitute endorsement: At this time, we

see no “pure”’ Libertarians running for office in
Oklahoma. ; AR

As you become more acquainted..with our
philosophy and its practical applications, you will
notice that the LPO aims to be truly a party of the
people. We are providing a vehicle with which the
people whovalue their freedom,their lives, and their
property can make their values known and work to
achieve and protect them. Since we are outside the
political “mainstream”, and since our goal is to
dismantle every aspect of the State apparatus
which serves not to protect individual rights but to
violate them, it is no surprise that we are not
heavily bank-rolled. We are just people who want
to get the Government off our backs and our of our
pockets so we can live in peace and freedom.

The Libertarian Party has arisen to fill a true
market need. Scarcely a majority of the people of
voting age today call themselves either Democrats

or Republicans. We offer. an alternative political
product. Like any new product, though, if it is not
consumed by the public, it will cease production
and disappear from the market. No one is forced to
buy. That is why we need your support in
labor, finance, and spirit. If you like what
we have to say, join with us. Subscribe to the LPO
News, join a local Libertarian Alternative, join the
LPO. Our freedoms are rapidly disappearing.
Working to achieve freedom won’t be easy, but it
can be fun. Check out the ideas. Check out the
people. See what YOU think. That is the most
important thing. Above all, consider the alterna-
tive.

The Libersign on page one is the emblem of the
Libertarian Party. “Oklahoma 76" is the target for
the LPO. All our activities at present are
undertaken in the context of what will help us to
get on the ballot in 1976 and to make a significant
political impact at both the state and national level.
We think that there are enough people in this state
who want something genuinely different from our
existing political machines and corruption that we
can join together in "76 to put them out of business.
All you have to do is withdraw your support and
lend it elsewhere.

God has given to men all that
is necessary for them to
accomplish their destinies. He
has provided a social form as
well as a human form. And
these social organs of persons
are so constituted that they
will develop themselves harm-
niously in the clean air of
liberty. Away, then, with
quacks and organizers! Away
with their rings, chains,

hooks and pinchers! Away
with their artificial systems!
Away  with the whims of
governmental administrators,
their socialized projects, their
centralization, their tarrifs,
their government schools,
their state religions, their free
credit, their bank monopolies,
their regulations, their re-
strictions, their equalization
by taxation, and their pious

moralizations!

And now that the legislators
and do-gooders have so futile-
ly inflected so many systems
upon society, may they finally
end where they should have
begun— May they reject all
systems, and try liberty; for
liberty is an acknowledge-
ment of faith in God and His
works.

—Frederick Bastiat




The Libertarian Case
- Against ‘Public’
Financing of Elections

The Watergate scandal has spawned
numerous proposals for limitations on
private campaign . contributions and
total campaign spénding, as well as
plans to finance campaigns out of tax
revenues. All of these proposals would
deny fundamental rights of individuals,
increase the politicians’ control of
elections and do nothing to eliminate
the root causes of Watergate.

One of the basic rights of free people
is freedom from governmental restrict-
ions on speech. No matter how foolish,
dull, or evil you may think a speech or
campaign pamphlet is, as long as it is
not libelous or fraudulent, the person
who pays for it has the right to use his
resources, to whatever extent he
chooses, to support any cause or
candidate. Freedom of speech means
nothing if it does not include the right
to say things others disagree with.

It is especially crucial that the
government be prevented from re-
stricting what one may say about the
government itself. The advocates of
contribution and spending limitations
say they will make elections more
“fair,” but no system can be fair if it
restricts the ways in which a person
can peacefully spend his own money
and what he can say about political
issues. :

The effect of the proposed regula-
tions (and some already passed) is
substantially to favor incumbents; that
is, those politicians already in power
(many of whom spent more to get

themselves elected than they willallow -

challengers to spend under the new
laws). Incumbents receive constant
free publicity. Their activities and pro-
nouncements are “news” and they
frequently give speeches at public
- events and private organizations. Con-
gressmen and senators can send mail to
their constitutents without ‘paying
postage. Incumbents have myriad com-
mittees, departments, agencies, and
bureaus at their disposal continually to
issue press releases to inform the
public about their “Achievements.” It
is the challenger, the independent, the
critic—be it of taxes, bureaucracy, war,
inflation, strangulation of business, or
oppression of minorities—who will not

be heard. Bureaucracy and corruption -

will not be stopped.
Taxation-financing of campaigns is
another can of worms. If you want to
contribute some of your money to a
candidate or cause you believe in, you
should be free to do so. If your
contribution goes through a new feder-
al bureaucracy, a big bite of it will be
taken out to pay the bureaucrats’
salaries and expenses, so it makes no
sense to contribute that way. A person
who favors taxation-financing of cam-
paigns wants to force others to pay for
the causes he believes in. Taxation-fin-
ancing of anything means forcing
taxpayers to give up money that they
have earned to pay for something they
may not want and may even strongly
oppose. It is unjust, for example, to
force a McGovern supporter to contri-
bute to a Nixon campaign, and it is
unjust to force a Nixon supporter to
contribute to a McGovern campaign.
Almost half the qualified voters didn’t

vote at all in 1972. If they didn't even. .

think it was worth the effort to vote,

rudebarbs
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where is the justice in forcing them to
pay for what they may well have
considered worthless political rhetoric?
(The myth that voting is a citizen's
duty should be carefully examined. No
person who respects himself and values
his freedom has a duty to choose
between rulers.) Why should a person
who recognizes the inherent corruption
of government and wants to be left
alone to live and work in peace be
forced to pay for the campaigns of
politicians who are eager to regulate
every aspect of his life and rob him of a
still higher percentage of his earning?

Taxation-financing of campaigns
gives the government, that is, those in
power, the authority to set qualifica-

.. tions for the receipt of funds. Hence,

they will have the power to decide who
can run for office. They will of course
set up some rules and call them “fair,”
but there is no fair way for a
bureaucrat or politician to decide which
candidate may run and which may not.
The Kennedy-Scott campaign financing
bill would have given millions of
taxpayers’ dollars to the Democratic
and Republican parties and not a penny
to any small parties. Although many
exist, you rarely see small parties on
the ballot because the laws setting the
requirements were written by poli-
ticians of the two major parties. Small
parties provide an outlet for new ideas
and criticism of entrenched politicians.
They would be destroyed by giving the
government control of campaign finan-
cing. :

Thus, spending and contribution
limitations and government financing
will inevitably lead to total government
control of elections and an end of free
speech in political matters. It is ironic
that these measures are prompted by
evidence that politicians can not be
trusted.

But what about Watergate, the milk
deal, the Vesco case and countless
earlier cases where large sums of
money were paid for government
favors? Such scandals won’t be elimin-
ated until their causes are understood.
People and corporations do not spend
thousands of dollars unless there is
something. to. .buy.. Politicans . have
power for sale.

REAL SAVINGS
NEXT CAMPAIGN |

o

NO
PARTIES
IS

Copyright 1974 Reason Enterprises Reprinted from Reason Magazine

As long as the government has the
power to set import quotas and tariffs,
to hand out subsidies, loans, grants,
and contracts, or regulate the price of
every product it had no hand in
producing, to decide who can and who
can’t practice almost any profession or
trade, to impose countless regulations
on businesses and so on and so on, ad
infinitum, some corporations and indi-
viduals will pay for the favorable use of
that power and others will pay merely

for protection from it. Politicans have
become modern “protection” racket-
eers; instead of threatening a fire in
your store, they threaten a fine, an IRS
audit, or an antitrust suit.

So long as the government has suck

OrR MONARCHY.

ER... YES,
YOUR MAJESTY

immense power, there will be buyers,
even if the price is paid by devious
methods to get around new laws
regulating campaign spending.

Sara Baase

reprinted from the San Diego Indepen-
dent 2/27/74

Civil liberty is the status of
the man who is guaranteed by
law and civil institutions the
exclusive employment of all

his own powers for his own
welfare.
—William Graham Sumner
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A ‘“Right To Med1cal Care"”At Whose Expense?

The state of today's culture
has obscu~ed a1 muddied many
concepts vita, ‘' ; freedom. The
concept of individual rights is the
basic and most muddied of these.
A warmed over Medieval view of
rights has been replacing the
partially libertarian view of the
last century and a half.

A prime example of degenera-
tion (inherent in the Medicare
and Medicaid programs) is the
allegation that everyone has a
right to medical care. In itself
(i.e. ignoring the necessary con-
sequences of the view) this
seems like a logical and desirable
right, but upon that in reality it
is a contradiction of rights.

First it must be realized that
medical care must come from
somewhere...it must be provided
by doctors. If one has the right to
medical care, it follows, then,
that one has the right to a
doctor’s services. From this it
follows that, since one has.a right
to expropriate a doctor’s time
and -effort to satisfy one’s needs,

one has a right to a doctor's life
and since doctors are therefore
slaves they have no right to their
own lives. Going further along
this logical path we can say that,
since all human beings are equal
in rlghts, if a doctor has no right
to his life then obviously nobody
else has a right to his life either
and therefore rights do not exist
at all. But if rights do not exist
then it is clear that no one can
have a right to medical care.
Thus we find that we have
contradicted ourselves in assum-
ing the existence of such a right.

Contradiction in the right to
medical care comes from the
general concept upon which that
right is based...the right to a
livelihood...which is entirely dif-
ferent from the right to life. The
“right to a livelihood” theory
states that men have a right to
material objects and to services.
It ignores the fact that goods and
services must be produced by
someone and that a right to these
things violates the rights of those
who produce them. The only way
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to get around this is to assume
that “some people are more equal
than others” (i.e. the existance of
a privileged class) and therefore
have the right to enslave other
people.

There is also the argument
that medical care provided with-
out charge to the patient is in the
public interest. The “public in-
terest” can only be defined as
“what is in the interest of every
single member of society”. The
above arguments have already
shown that medical rights are
not in the interest of some
members of society and therefore
it is not in the public interest.
Normally the above definition is
not applied to public interest,
however. It is usually defined by
its anointed guardians in what-
ever way is convenient to their
purposes at the moment. Thus it
becomes a license for one group
(those fortunate enough to be
designated. as “the public”) to
enslave another group or groups.

The “right to life”, on the other
hand, postulates that all human
beings have a right only to their
own lives, and therefore, by
extension, to the products of

their work since work is neces-
sary for the sustenance of life.
Each, however, has only a right
to the products of his own work,
since if he had a right to some

one else’s work he would (by the
previous argument) have no
right to his’own life.

It is the people of ability who
are first sacrificed...because of
their ability: incompetence offers
nothing worth sacrificing. Con-
sequently competence becomes a
liability, incompetence an asset.
This is how so many of the needy
are created in the first place...in
the “public interest.”

The conditions that give cre-
dence to the view that “free”
medical care is in the “public
interest” were created to a great
degree by the medical profession
itself. The American Medical
Association is one of the strong-
est and most protectionist unions
in the nation. By cooperating
with all levels of government
through licensure and limiting
enrollment in medical schools
(both of which are ultimately
reducible to the initiation or
threat of physical force) the
AMA has kept medical prices

artificially high and quality arti-
ficially low. This protectionism
springs again from the premise
of the “right to a livelihood”...the
right to a job free from ‘competi-
tion.

The solution is not to sanction
the medical profession’s protec-
tionism and then attempt to
solve the problems it creates by
extending the fallacy one step
further by socializing medicine.
The solution is to ban coercion in
all forms and to allow medicine to
develop in freedom.

Reprinted from
Society for Individual Liberty

[ |nflat|on '

[Cont. from p. 1]

only the symptoms—the spiral-
ing prices of goods and services.
Inflation occurs when the a-

increases. When there are too
many dollars chasing too few
goods, inflation results. Since the
U.S. Government is the only
legal printer of money, and since
the Federal Reserve Board con-
trols the size of the money
supply, interest rates, and credit,
the politicians and central bank-

ers must bear the responsibility

for our current crisis.

Why would these people delib-
erately inflate the money supply?
The government uses inflation to
help pay its bills. Inflation is
simply a form of taxation, and a
particularly vicious tax at that.

War is the health of the state.
—Randolph Bourne

Freedom is what most people
want for themselves, and
what they most want to
deprive others of —Thomas
Szasz

he government can levy this
tax without a legislative vote, or
without an Executive Order. The
inflation tax allows the politician
to spend and spend without

The inflation process is no
different in principle from coun-
terfeiting of currency. The coun-
terfeiter defrauds the public
precisely because he introduces
into their money supply his own
money which is nothing more
than a piece of paper with ink on
it. Counterfeit paper money has
no backing with real value. Real
paper money is valuable because
it is a receipt for a real commod-
ity of tangible worth, generally
gold or silver. It is an 1.0.U. for
something of worth. Counterfeit
money is an 1.0.U.—Nothing.

When money is not backed by
anything, there is no limit to the
paper money the government
can print. The more dollars it
prints, the less each dollar is
worth. At present, less than 5%
of the money in circulation is
backed by gold. While the legal-
ization of gold ownership will
allow Americans once again to
protect themselves against the
destruction of their currency,
only a return to the gold stand-
ard and the repeal of the legal
tender laws will stop inflation
and restore stability to the
dollar.

The fractional lending policies
of the Federal Reserve System
and the massive deficit spending
of the U.S. Government are the
second major source of inflation.
Similar to counterfeiting, the
hyper-expansion of credit in ef-
fect creates money out of no-
thing. More dollars chase the

same amount of goods, so prices
rise.

The actual debt of the Federal
Government is almost too as-
. a

recent study, the National Tax-
payers’ Union computed the real
debts, commitments, and conti-
gent liabilities of the American
taxpayers—the ultimate bearers
of the government's liabilities.
The total is 4.5 trillion dollars. If
this amount is divided by the
total number of taxpayers, we
get a more comprehensive fig-
ure—$75,000 for each taxpayer.

By their very nature regula-
tions, subsidies, and trade agree-
ments inhibit free competition
and add to the cost of goods. But
in comparison to printing press
money and deficit spending,
these are just icing on the cake.

To summarize, inflation is just
a government rip-off of the
American people. It is indeed a
“sinister force’ in the truest
sense, although it is certainly not
mysterious. Not only does it rob
the American public, but it
threatens the very fabric of
civilization. The breakdown of a
highly interdependent, techno-
logical economy is not a very
pleasant scenario to contemplate.

Unless our politicians admit
their guilt in causing this mess
and curb both the expansion of
the money supply and of the
national debt—and take now,
instead of later, the bitter med-
icine of depression—we will ex-
perience the worst civil disorder
in our nation’s brief history.
Even worse, the stage will be set
for the emergence of our first
Caesar.
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Libertarians Speak Out Against ‘Victimless’ Crimes

Libertarians hold that each
individual should be free to live
his life in any manner he sees fit

. as long as he does not commit
aggression against another.
Therefore, Libertarians are a-
gainst all laws legislating the use
of drugs, sexual practices, gam-
bling and prostitution. These are
commonly called “victimless
crimes.” Even though no viola-
tion of another person’s rights
have been committed, it is main-
tained, the person has committed
a crime against himself and

indirectly, a_gainst “society”, and
should be punished.

A victim is usually defined as
one who has been acted upon,
manipulated,or in some way used
against his will. A crime is
usually defined as an action of
aggression against the person or
porperty of another. Using these
definitions it is obvious that the
concept of “victimless crime” is a
perversion of logic and an abuse
of the law. Since what one does
to himself can’t be against his

will, any action taken by the
individual which is self-directed
cannot be a crime. The same is
true for voluntary exchanges
between individuals.

Besides the moral argument
for ending victimless crime laws,
several practical arguments lead
to the same conclusion. Police
departments are prone to cor-

_ ruption because of the high

profits made by drug dealers,
bookies, pimps, and prostitutes—
all of which survive only by

l Is Libertarianism Pfuctical? |

By
Tom Laurent II

I suppose that everyonme, at
one time or another, has heard
someone say, of an idea, that ‘it
sounds good, but will it work?
Always and forever, the ques-
tion: Is it practical? And it is a
good question, for the value of an
idea is its role in guiding action in
the ‘real world’.

This particular idea, Libertar-
ianism, sounds good. It is logical-
ly consistent in its application of
its premises to various issues.
But will it work? Really, here in
MY home town, will it really
work? Can this have a real value
in MY life?

The answer I make to ques-
___tions like this is an emphatic

the only appraoch to problems in
the real world that will work.
How? Well, I don't have a lot of
space to answer, so I'll try to give
a few examples, hopefully show-
ing the connection between ideas
and action, in practice.

We might refer to an idea as a
plan for action. Libertarianism
takes as its political axiom the
idea that ‘no one has the right to
initiate the use of force.’ In terms
of individual action, the indivi-
dual could use this principle as a
guide, thus acting any way he or
she so chooses, so long as these
actions are not acts of aggresion
against other individuals or
groups of individuals.

If one accepts Libertarianism
as a guiding principle, one ac-
cepts the principle that human
beings are basically good. In
actual practice, one looks for that
goodness in the people one
meets, most always finding it.
Try it. Be friendly, polite, show
some respect for the person to
whom you're talking. When act-
ing, do not infringe upon the
rights of another. People will
smile back at you. Knowing that
you act in your own rational self-
interest, they'll know where you
stand. When youre open and
consistent in your actions and
words, you'll find your friends
and neighbors reacting to you
the same way.

Well, you might say, that is all
well and good. Most of my
neighbors are decent folks too.
But not all of them. There are

some folks, whether out of mean-
ness or laziness, who'll steal, and
sometimes even hurt or kill.
What about them?

The first question I like to ask
when asked this kind of question,
is ‘how well is your life and
property being protected now?’ I
mean, this is a good question, one
that needs asking, but keep in
mind that the system as it now
stands, is not doing the-job. Of
course one has the right to
protect what one has, and the
right to earn more. It's pretty
easy to reconcile this with the
‘non-initiation of force’ principle.
How?

- To answer this, let’'s take a
look at the system as it is now,
and see what’s wrong with it.

Maybe this will give a fhandle’ on

your house cleaned out, what
happens? The thief ‘fences’ the
loot, spends the money, and
sooner or later, we hope (it's not
certain!) gets caught. So far
we're out the cost of our house-
hold goods. Now the policeman
who catches the crook and the
court that tries him are also paid
for by us. If he’s convicted, the
court that tries him are also paid
for by us. If he’s convicted, he
goes to jail, which we pay for. We
don’t get our stuff back or the
money for it. Plus we pay to keep
a man in a cage, which makes him
bitter and hateful towards soc-
iety. The victim loses all around.
So does the thief. Is there a
better way?

Well, it would be nice for a
change if somebody worried a-
bout the victim. How does the
individual get his or her money
back? We can’t eat revenge or
pay our bills with it. Perhaps
first offenders could be put on
probation, so long as they’ll work
and pay for the cost of their
arrest and trial, as well as paying
back the victim. A repeater could
be placed in a ‘half-way’ house,
living under supervision, but free
to work and date and so on. He or
she would still have to pay, first
the victim, then apprehension
and trial cost, as well as a fairly
high rent, to pay for the super-
vision.

What about the hard core, the
hardened criminal? Imprison-
ment, I suppose. Groups from the
prison could go to work if

employers could be found, under
strict supervision of course. They
could work in the ‘maintenance’
jobs as well as administrative
positions. If one would not work?
Well, if one has to buy one’s food,
and the only way one has to get
the money to do so is to work,
that individual would either
work or not eat!

So back to the original ques-
tion, is Libertarianism practical?
It is, eminently so. The system as
it is now? Obviously it is not
practical. What to do? Effect the
change over. Deactivate the ex-
isting institutions and revamp
the necessary ones. How? Join
the Libertarian Party. That'’s
what we’re all about.
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The libertarian, laissez-
faire movement is, actually, if
embarrassingly for some, a
civil rights movement. But it
is antipolitical, in that it builds
-Jdiversified power to be pro-
tected against government,
even to dispense with govern-
ment to a major degree,
rather than seeking power to
protect government or to
perform any special social
purpose.

—Karl Hess

..if the majority, however,
large, of the people enter into
a contract of government
called a constitution by which
they agree to aid, abet or
accomplish any kind of injus-
tice, or to destroy or invade
the natural rights of any
person or persons whatso-
ever, this contract of govern-
ment is unlawful and void. It
confers no rightful authority
upon those appointed to ad-
minister it. The only duties
which anyone can owe to it, or
to the government establish-
ed under cover of its auth-
ority, are disobedience, re-
sistance, destruction.

—Lysander Spooner

persuading the police to look the
other way. Where payoffs and
kickbacks do not undermine po-
lice departments, justice is act-
ually blunted by the energy
spent chasing marijuana smokers
and prostitutes rather than rap-
ists and thieves.

Outlawing an activity drives
both prices and profit margins up
to compensate for the greater
risk born by these entrepre-
neurs. In the case of addicting
drugs, the artificially high cost of
supporting one’s addiction re-
quirés that one either steal or
create new addicts, to whom one
can then sell drugs at a high
profit. It has been estimated that
T0% of all violent crime in New
York City is committed by junk-
ies supporting a $100 a day habit
which would cost only $1 a day on

the free market. Thus the pro-
blem is worsened by the very
laws enacted to control it.

Evidence is mounting that
pornography and prostitution
have been artificially spurred by
their illegality. When Denmark
repealed its laws against porno-
graphy several years ago, con-
sumption dropped by a third,
despite lower prices. Similarly,
prostitution survives, among
other reasons, because the black
market wages of this activity are
higher than they would be on a
free market.

The basic objection to laws
creating victimless crimes is the
moral one. Libertarians recog-
nize the right to engage in any
activity which does not violate
the_rights of others.

Let's Put @

FRESH
FACE
in

NEW

Senate District 46

Paid Political Ad

“CARPENTRY

Specializing in
.Qua[tty é taﬂsmansﬁi[z

947-1922

Uidiss -

Busks Neiky

LPO Book Service

Explore Libertarianism in depth.

For A New Liberty—Murray Rothbard .

All titles in stock

A New History of Leviathan—ed. by
Rothbard & Rodash . .......... 3.45

How You Can Profit From A Monetary

Send check or money order including 50 cents handling and postage to Libertarian
Party of Okiahoma, P.0. Box 25517, Okishoma City, Okichoma 73101




6 * LPO News * STATE FAIR

Who Is A
Libertarian?

By
Prof. Dean Russell

Who Is A Libertarian? first
appeared in the May 1955 issue
of Ideas on Liberty. At that time
Dean Russell was, and has™been
for several years, a resident
member of the senior staff of the
Foundation for Economic Educa-
tion. He continues to serve as a
consultant and contributor.

For those of us who favor
individual freedom with personal
responsibility have been unable

to agree upon a generally accept-

table name for ourselves and our
philosophy of liberty. This would
be relatively unimportant except
for the fact that the opposition
will call us by some name, even
though we might not desire to be
identified by any name at all.
Since this is so, we might better
select a name with some logic
instead of permitting the epposi-
tion to saddle us with an epithet.

Some of us call ourselves “Indi-
vidualists,” but others point out
that the opposition often uses
that word to describe a heartless
person who doesn’t care about
the problems and aspirations of
other people.

Many of us call ourselves “lib-
erals.” And it is true that word
“liberal” once described persons
who respected the individual and

feared the use of mass com- =

pulsions. But the leftists have

now corrupted that once-proud

term to identify themselves and
their program of more govern-
ment ownership of property and

more controls over persons. As a -

result, those of us who believe in
freedom must explain that when
we call ourselves liberals, we
mean liberals in the uncorrupted
classical sense. At best, this is
awkward, subject to misunder-
standing.

Here is a suggestion: Let those
of us who live liberty trade-
mark and reserve for our own
use the good and honorable
world “libertarian.”

Websters New International
Dictionary defines a libertarian
as “one who holds to the doctrine
of free will; also, one who
upholds the principles of liberty,
esp. individual liberty of thought
and action.”

In popular terminology, a lib-
ertarian is one who rejects the
idea of using violence or the

Taxation Is Theft

Should Government Rob The Citizens?

The fundamental right of any man is the right to life, sustained by
freedom of choice and the right to control the property he earns
through his efforts or voluntary exchange with other men. Any man
has the right to  defend, by force if necessary, his life, liberty or
property. A man’s existence or what he has earned is not the property
of others. Man'is not a slave to be exploited for the desires, whims or
needs of other individuals. When the property of a man (his life, or that

which sustains it) is taken from him by force, the action is known as
THEFT.

One man has taken it upon himself to demand money of persons on
the street. If they ‘refuse, he-assults them and takes their money by
force. This person is clearly immoral and is a thief. The person robbed
is clearly a blameless, innocent victim.

In search of bigger game, the man gathers a group of friends who
then label themselves the “syndicate.” They proceed to terrorize small
businessmen until they turn over “protection” money upon demand.
Those who refuse meet with “accidents.” Are the actions of this gang
any less criminal simply because there were a dozen of them instead of
only one? The only rational answer is that their actions would not be
any different, that robbery is robbery and murder, is murder whether
committed by one man or dozens acting in concert.

Finding the “syndicate” as odds over splitting the loot, our man
decides'to take a job for a very large gang called the “Internal Revenue
Service.” He now declares that he is an agent of a larger group called
“the government” and is empowered to seize money or property to
satisfy alleged debts due “the government.” Instead of being labeled a
THIEF, our man is now called a TAX COLLECTOR. He now claims he
isn't taking the money for himself (though he is paid handsomely and
has little risk) but is collecting for “the Poor” or “defense” or for “the
men on the moon.” But is he now acting any more moral then when he
was a lone thief or a member of the ganster “syndicate”? Like the
criminal, the “tax collector” is taking money or property which does not
belong to him and which the victim does not chose to give voluntarily.
If the victim voluntarily supported the cause for which he is being
taxed, there would be no need to tax him in the first place. A criminal
will seize property if he wishes and a tax collector will do the same,
throwmg the victim in ]all if he attempts to protect what 1s hls
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Ttis irrelevant whether another man steals by his own authorlty or
with the sanction of a million others, whether he takes money for
himself or for ‘the poor’or if for any other group which did not earn it.
Theft consists of taking a man'’s property against his will, regardless of
the beneficiary. If the individual has an inalienable right to his own life,
liberty and property, then morally his life and property are his own to
do with as he pleases. It is just as immoral for a government to attempt
to tax his earnings, regulate his business or draft his sons as it would be

- for some isolated individual acting on his own authority to do so. The

association of men inte a group called ‘government’ does not free them
from morality or sanction actions otherwise immoral.”*

“Here arises the myth that “governments” are empowered.to do
things that individuals are not. What things? Or, it is alleged, the
majority has the right to rule over the minority. This concept could
lead to dictatorship of the majority and genocide if carried to its logical
extreme. That which a government may properly do is no different in
essence from that which individuals may do. Governments are nothing
more than a collection of individuals organized for some purpose,

preferably protection. If a single individual does not possess the right
to do something, then there is no way that an association of individuals
can suddenly possess this so-called right. All that which is immoral for
the individual to do is immoral for a goup of individuals to do, no matter
how lofty the ends they proclaim or how divinely inspired they. claim
their association to be.

Taxes on the American people are now estimated to be 35% to 40%
of the average man’s income. If you are rich, or richer than most, you
may pay a lot more. The graduated income tax feature adds to the
injustice of taxation and hits hard at those who by their savings and
their ability have shown themselves to be efficient satisfiers of the
wants of man. Taxation is bad enough without adding special features
which penalize the doers, the creators of wealth, the inventors, and the
rest upon whom progress for all mankind depends.

Taxes are extorted for projects the “taxpayer” does not approve of.
They cause dislocation of scarce economic resources and retard
growth. They enable the state to carry on all manner of anti-freedom
activities. They permit the state to manipulate persons, or special
interest groups, by helping them or harming them by tax regulations.
It has been truly stated that “The power to tax is the power to
enslave.”

What is needed is not “tax reform” which is a euphemism for “tax
him more and me less”; not more taxes on business which is, after all,
ultimately passed on to the consumer; not more taxes on more things
or on “bad” things like cigarettes, poor housing, or luxury cars; not
tariffs or savings bonds or deficit spending or inflation or any other
gimmick that politicians pull to hide the magnitude of their theft from
the wage earner. What is needed is an end to taxes entirely!!!

It is argued that taxes are necessary to support services o
government. It is claimed that garbage would lay knee deep in the
streets if trash removal wasn’t provided by government; that muggers
and rapists would roam at will without government police on hand; that
the commuter train and bus lines would cease to exist if turned back to
private enterprize. Why, we might ask, would men be so foolish to
allow such services to cease without the government’s intervention?
Do men go bare ‘foot because the shoe industry is still a private
operation? Do men forget to report to their jobs every morning
because the government does not yet provide them with alarm clocks?

voluntarily support services they need if they were not forced to do so.
And it is ridiculous, as well as immoral, to force men to support
services they do not use and do not value, just because one man or
group of men think they know what is best for everybody else.

Government services performed today could be provided just as well
by free market enterprisers. People would pay for what they desire.
No one person would be forced to work for the benefit of another
(sometimes known as slavery) and no other person could expect to have
that person work for him. Taxation is theft and should be abolished.
Government monopolies must be removed so that enterpreneurs can
freelycompete and make taxation unnecessary. Only then will man be
truly able to enjoy the fruits of his labor.

*Reprinted from SOCIETY WITHOUT COERCION by J. Wollstein.

A Publication of the Society for
Individual Liberty,

‘304 Empire Bldg., 13th and
Walnut Sts., Philadelphia, PA.

threat of violence—legal or il-
legal—to impose his will or view-
point upon any peaceful person.
Generally speaking a libertarian
is one who wants to be governed
far less than he is today.

A libertarian believes that the
government should protect all
persons equally against external
‘and internal aggression, but
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should otherwise generally leave
people alone to work out their
own problems and aspirations.
While a libertarian expects the
government to render equal pro-
tection to all persons against
outright fraud and misrepresen-
tation, he doesn’t expect the
government to protect anyone
from the consequences of his own

free choices. A libertarian holds
that persons who make wise
choices are entitled to enjoy the
fruits of their wisdom, and that
persons who make unwisechoices
have no right to demand that the
government reimburse them for
their folly.

A libertarian expects his gov-
ernment to establish, support,
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and enforce the decisions of
impartial courts of justice—
courts which do not recognize or
refer to a person’s race, religion,
or economic status. If justice is to
be rendered, the decisions of
these courts must be as binding
upon government - officials and
their actions as wupon other
persons and their actions.

A libertarian respects the-
right of every person to use and
enjoy his honestly acquired prop-
erty—to trade it, to sell it, or
even to give it away—for he
knows that human liberty cannot
long endure when that funda-
mental right is rejected or even
seriously impaired.

A libertarian believes that the
daily needs of the people can best
be satisfied through the volun-
tary processes of a free and

[See LIBERTARIAN, p. 7]



A History of the
Libertarian Party

The Libertarian Pé.rty, currently ranked third among
America’s six significant nationwide minority parties, was
founded in Colorado in 1971. It was established to provide a
political platform for Americans who believe in the supreme
importance of individual liberty and that no other political
party is consistently pro-freedom (both economic and civil).

The Libertarian Party candidates for President and Vice
President in the 1972 election were John Hospers and Toni
Nathan. They received one Electoral Vote from a Republican
Elector in Virginia who could not bring himself to vote for
Nixon. The LP was the only minority party to receive any

" Electoral Votes in 1972.

Plans for the Libertarian Party were first discussed
formally at a meeting held in Westminster, Colorado, in July
of 1971. ;

The new party made its debut in January 31, 1972, with
250 members. When its first national convention was held in
Denver that June the membership had risen to nearly 1,000.

The Convention was attended by about 100 members who
nominated Dr. John Hospers, Director of the School of
Philosophy at the University of Southern California, as their
Presidential candidate and Ms. Toni Nathan, a broadcast
jouornalist from Eugene, Oregon as their Vice Presidential
candidate. Ms. Nathan was destined to become the first and
only woman in American history to receive an Electoral
Vote. ;

Oklahoma was one of ten official state delegations at the
Convention. Oklahoma libertarian D. Frank Robinson was
Chairman of the Constitution/By-Laws Committee and was
elected one of four at-large members of the party’s national
executive committee.

Since the '72 elections the LP has grown to over 3,000
dues-paying members around the country. There are party
organizations formed or forming in 32 states. Membership is
expected to reach 6,000 by years end double again to at least
12,000 by January 1976.

There are currently six minority parties in the United

States who seem to merit some national attention, and
whose vote-getting potential can be considered significant.
These are the American, Peoples, Libertarian, Socialist
Workers, Social Labor and Communist parties.
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received. It is behind the American and Peoples parties, but
ahead of the three far-left parties.

In philosophy the LP overlaps partly with the American
Party (on economic issues) and the Peoples Party (on civil
liberties issues). The Libertarian Party is diametrically
opposed to the other parties on practically every issue.

The LP expects to run a strong third party race by the
1980 Presidential election and win some Congressional seats
by then as well as some state offices. To gather the support
enabling them to do this the LP believes it will be necessary
to strike down discriminatory ballot laws which make it
virtually impossible for the American voter to elect any
candidate other than what the two major parties offer them.
Recent studies have shown an increase in independent
voters and some political scientists not libertarian have
claimed that the two major parties are splitting up.

The LP presently draws most of its support from
middle-class workers (skilled labors, technical, clerical,
lower to middle management) and professonal class people
in the 20 to 40 age bracket. These people are intensely
concerned with inflation. They are the most heavily
burdened with taxes. They are dissatisfied with the failure
of public education and seem to be increasingly suspicious of
bureaucratic government, large corporate enterprise and
the giant labor unions.

...Libertarian

Local News

The LPO has a booth at the
Oklahoma State Fair in Okla-

homa City. Come see us in the *

Building of Modern Living. We
will feature a large graph like the
one on page 8 which will have
many candidates for state office
plotted on it. Visitors can answer
a brief questionairre so they can
plot their own position. Much
literature and many books will be
on display.

The first chapter of the Liber-
tarian Alternative was establish-
ed September 10th at Oklahoma
State University in Stillwater.
Dan Phillips organized the meet-
ing which had five students in
attendance. Prof. Jewsberry in
the History Dept. is the faculty
advisor. Contact Dant at (405)
372-0080.

The first organizational meet-
ing of the Libertarian Alterna-
tive of the University of Okla-
homa will take place in Norman,
Sunday, Sepember 22nd, at 7:30

pm. Contact Steve Hudson at .

(405) '360-1197 for information.

State Chairman Tom Laurent
held the first meeting of the
Logan County Libertarian Alter
native in Guthrie on Sepember

. ITS

POPULACE LOLLING
ABOUT OF A

3rd. Sixteen people were in at-
tendance. They are investigating
City Council races in the spring.

Libertarian Alternative is pri-
marily an educational and social
group which works in various.

‘ways to educate its members in

the philosophy and applications
of Libertarianism. Not strictly an
arm of the LPO, LA is more
versatile in the activities it may
undertake. In fact, as long as we
don’t violate the rights of others,
just about anything might hap-
pen. Chapters are planned at
Tulsa University, Central State
University; and Oklahoma City
University this fall.

If you are interested in inves-
tigating any of the existing
Libertarian Alternatives or in
starting a chapter in your ’area,
contact the person listed or the
LPO office at the address and
phone listed on the masthead.
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York ballot. Sandy Cohen can-
didate for Congress in upstate
New York, has an excellent
change of culminating his tow-
year campaign with a victory.
Karl Bray, running for Congress
in Utah, also has an excellent
chance for success.

The National Headquarters
has been moved to 550 Kearny

' Street, San Francisco, CA 94108.

The LP News has just gone to a
tabloid format and is an excel-
lent source of information about
national happenings. Just $5 a
year. A steady stream of press
releases is getting our message
to the media. The search for a
full-time executive secretary and
the funds for his or her salary is
underway.

National News

Twenty-five to thirty libertar-
ians are running for office around
the country this fall. Jerome Tu-
cille, running for Govenor of New
York, is likely to get the 50,000
votes needed to win the FLP a
permanent place on the New

Porter Davis and John James
of Colorado have undertaken the
co-chairmanship of LINC '76.
LINC is a project designed to
promote a slate of 100 Congres-
sional candidates in '76 in hopes
of electing 20-30. This would es-
tablish a Libertarian caucas in
Congress for powerful leverage,
as well as decisively elevating
the LP to major party status.
Anyone interested in helping
should contact Porter or John
through the LPO office.

RANDALL K HYLKEMA
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competitive market. And he
holds the strong belief that free
persons, using their own honest-
ly acquired money, are in the
best possible position to under-
stand and aid their fellow men
who are in need of help.

A libertarian favors a strictly
limited form of government with
many checks and balances—and
divisions of authority—to foil the
abuses of fearful power of gov-

ernment. And generally speak-

ing, he is one who sees less,
rather than more, need to govern
the actions of others.

A libertarian has much faith in
himself and other free persons to
find maximum happiness and
prosperity in a society wherein
no person has the authority to
force any other peaceful person
to conform to his viewpoints or
desires in any manner. His way
of life is based on respect for
himself and for all others.

A'libertarian doesn’t advocate

violent rebellion against prevail-
ing governments—except as a
last resort before the conven-
tration camps. But when a liber-
tarian sees harm rather than
good in certain acts of govern-
ment, he is obligated to try his
best to explain to others who
advocate those measures why
such compulsory means cannot
bring the ends which even they
desire.

The libertarian’s goal is friend-
ship and peace with his neigh-
bors at home and abroad.

Reprinted from Reason Magazine
Copyright 1974 Reason Enterprises

. =% .
Relax  Achieve Your Goals Live
-. HYPNOSIS
R
CONCENTRATION = ] E—: MOTIVATION
selfconfidence self-assurance self-reliance
PERSONAL and FAMILY PROBLEMS
Voleta Ramsey By Appointment
American Board CERTIFIED (405) 946-1351




8 * LPO News * STATE FAIR

...Non-Coercion

[Cont. from p. 1]

To see the clarity which this
new reference point brings to
political analysis, refer to the
graph on the right. The lower
axis represents degrees of econ-
omic freedom, usually associated
with the Right. The upper axis
represents the civil liberties
generally associated with the
Left. At the zero point on both
axis we have no freedom; at the
opposite extreme, we have total
freedom.

Based upon recent voting re-
cords or expressed political phil-
osophies, several politicians, par-
ties, candidates, groups and gov-
ernments are plotted on this
graph. Notice the heavy dark line
slanting from left to right and top
to bottom in the upper quadrant.
This represents the political
spectrum of “mainstream” Amer-
ican politics. The thinner line
stretching from the poles of no
freedom to total freedom repre-

- sents the historical tendency of
societies to move ‘over time
toward one pole or the other.
Because of the inherent tensions
between a mixture of freedom
and controls, a society at sharp

variance with the latter line is

inherently unstable and will
move toward more or less free-
dom. The intersection of these
lines with movement toward
total freedom is the source of the
Libersign, the emblem of the
Libertarian Party which appears
at the top of the front page.

A study of this_graph will
make it appnrent why many
people often have initial difficul-

g

ty in grasping the Libertarian
position. With the help of the
politicians of the two “major”
parties and the media, we have
been structuring our political
thinking along essentially false
issues. While Left and Right
actually offset one another with
their own mixtures of freedom
and controls, they deal hardly at
all with the issue of freedom or
slavery. It is this issue which
proves both the value and the
virtue of the Libertarian posi-
tion.

The Libertarian sees that the
fundamental political issue is
whether the State is to dominate
the individual or whether the
State, if it exists, shall serve only
to protect the individual from
aggression. Does the individual
have an inviolate right to his life,
liberty and property, or is he a
mere pawn to be exploited
through the mechanism of the
State for the benefit of some
ruling class or pressure group?

It is the predominant impor-
tance of this issue among Liber-
tarians, and its utter neglect by
other parties and most politi-

cians, that distinguishes the Lib-

ertarians from the political “es-
tablishment.” A comparison of
the plotted positions of each of
the parties shows that the Lib-
ertarian Party offers the only
genuine alternative to our cur-
rent situation.

The trend toward Statism has
been accelerating during the last
50 years. Contrary to the con-
servative lament, there is no-.
thing inevitable about it. The

"l!FT"

TOTAL FREEDOM

100
PACLU
Eugene
McCarthy © Alan
) Mickey
040,
75 'Ia#
5p, 2 &) Cong. Symms {ong. H.R.
People’s ‘C'* l/'/ YA Gross
3 : ’ Partye U N1
(=] Fo—- w°;:::; . Ed Edmondson oldwater, | Bartlett, Ervin
E George eJohn Birch Society
= McGovern o Reagane Nn0Bill |Buckley
< Democratic Party Rellspive eAmerican Party
O 50 Republican e Party
8 Ford L [
v Black Panthers o Ted Kennedy Wallace
o Rockefeller,
3 ® Nixon ;
: “Scoop” | Jackson = © 1 Minutemen
é Jacob | Javits "
] eJohn *m'"" Lobby
a.
25 b
USSR oNazi
Germany
Red Chino
0 25 50 75 100
il PERCENTAGE OF ECONOMIC FREEDOM “RIGHT"

State can be stopped and the
trend reversed. Fortunately, the
first step is easy. It begins with
you belleve that no

YOU

restructured according to this

: unhappy. Consier the alterna-

principle, then join us to educate
yourself and others about the
Libertarian alternative. We can
work miracles once we decide

tive.

Special thanks to David Nolan,
co-founder of the National Liber-
tarian Party, for development of
the political system graph, orig-

dated information used for plot-
ting positions.
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