
The Libertarian
Party of lllinois
P.O. Box 313
Chicago, lll.60690

3u1k Rate
Postage Paid
pennit f 98j7

0ricago, Illinois

THE ILLINOIS LIBERTARIAN VOLtrl'lE 6 ISSUE 4
i\PRI L, 19ll0

CLARK BALTOT DRIVE BLOSSOMS

Ttre Libertarian Party has net ttre minimum legal requirerents for ballot lrcsition

tta\

.-

MINNESOTA

')

in the following states.
124?

aaaa?

2aaaa

.nt.y

aaaa
242
a2a
?a

a

2

aa?

aaa

fitAY lgto

a

a

aa17a2
iaa)14

2't?2?

aaa2 1a

GEOBGI

???a

2A
?2

a

a

?
a a

a

??
aa?
???
)aa 9a

aa2A2

124
22?
?24
a2a

2

r}, rb-rp

)

a HAWAII

this is by no means tkre final
talIy of states where the LP has
ballot position. Some states have
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Activists Attend Educotionql Seminor
On February 8, 9, & 10, Michael EEerliug came to Chicago to present his ART OF POLITICAL
PERSUASION norkshop. The event presented cornnunlcation skil1s and allowed active audiencepartlclpation ilr a truly educational event. Saturday was.devoted to preseuting the proper
appea,ratrce for the audience or ildlvldual being addressed. Sunday was devoted to $,orking
with the media, givlng speeches and talks to 8roup6, and some organizationa.I tactics for
establlshlng study groups. Aa a r€sult of tbe uarathon, three study groups have been forrned,
For the Northeide and Evanston, Contact: Ed Cr&bbe, 475-3777 or Ciasy Webb, 87I-5294. The
flrst meetlng is planned for Thursday, Narch 27, at the home of Ed Crabbe, 7O7 Brumnel in
Dvanaton. For DuPage County, coDtact Fran UoIt at 858-2469 or Bry Birks a.t 472-L536. The
Iext neetlng is Xonday, l{arch 24 at TiOO prn at tbe hone of Fran HoIt, 24 Parkside, #18, Glen
Ellyn. On tbe South Side, contact Jenny Roback at 955-3953. The lirst meeting is planned
for Apr1l 4. CalI for uore detalls. A follow-up workshop ls planned for Juue. If you are
lnterested iu s.ttending, call lllke H€pple at 3l2lA7L-5294.

JI:NNY ROBACK ( righr ) MAKES A poINT ABOUT
THE USETULNESS OF''POLITICAL CNOSSDBESSING''.
ALSO PICTURED ARE (f rom left ) BEA ARI,ISTRONG,
LAHBY BBALL, FRAN HOLT AND VIC BOBINSON.

green ods tqped
lAI BIBKS, CLARK FOB PBESIDENT COORDINATOE, IIELPS
OUT THE GREEN FOR SENATE COIII"IITTEE IN A F.ADIG-AD
TAPING SESSION.

MICIIAEL EilIERLING STRESSES THE I!,IPOTANCE OF
EMOTION TfI{EN GIVING SPEECIIES BEFORE ONE OF
THE PRACTICE SPEAKING SESSIONS AT THE WORI(SIIOP.

DAVE PADDEN DISCUSSES },,IARETING STRATEGY DURING A
BREAK IN THE ''ABT OF POLITICAL PERSUASTON''
WORKSHOP.
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A fionseruative Against the ilraft
Co4rcrrmrn Ron Prul, rhy do yor opporc the drrft?
Well, the number one reason is bccause I think it'sthemost viciousviolation

of individual liberties you can impose on pcople. I don't think you have any
defense against any encroachment on freedom if you pcrmit a conscripted
army, because this removes your ultimate freedom, which is your life. So I find
it very hard to defend against regulations or any encroachment on economic
'freedom 

or pcrsonal libcrty if wc grant to
the state the right to conscript and scnd
pcoplc off to bc killcd in wars they don't
want to fisht h.

lWlrt rboul rqbfrrdoa tlcr?
Since registration has only one pur-

pos€i to prEparE for thc draft, I oppos€
rqistration with just as much vrgor.
Conscrvatives have fouglit wiscly and
couregeously over the yc8rs to prwart
thcregistration of thcir guns, andyetthcy
carclcssly incist that thc gov€rtrmcnt
register thcir kids. Thcy argue quitc
propcrlythat rcgistration of guns leads to
confiscatiou of their guns; rcgistration of
kidswill followed up with confiscation of
the kids. Rejistration to me is identical to
the draft.

Thcn you ftd fhrf tte drrfi tts.lf rtll
follor hrrd or thc Hr of rtgbtntlou?

That'r thc only rcason thcy arc doing it.
Thc draft will follor whether it's going to
come in threc months or trro years-I
don't know exactly when; thcy intcnd to
usc it, I'm gure. Wc'vc tonc s€vcn years
without rcgietration or the dreft. Why do
we havc to have it sll of s suddcn? There
has to be a motive-I think thcir motive is
to bc inYolYed in a war.

Do you thlnt ttrt ttcrt lr r rrr bulld-
up uor?

I don't think that there is any question

Itho rosld bt rteponstbh for thrt
mrdrcrc-Prcrldent Crrtcr?

I don't blame Carter himself; I think
Carter reflects the views of tho$c people
who garv to it that he Bot into office. I
think'the pcople who controlled his cam-
paign financially are also the oncs who
are in his administration.

I)o you mcrn the Trllrtcrrllrts?
The pmple from the big banking

sy$tcm, principally those around Rockc-
feller, and thc Trilatcral Commission.
These are the men who run his admin-
istration. I bclievc l8 of the top appointed
officials all bclong to the Rockcfcller
Broup. So I think they havc a lot at stake.

Ir lt urdnter, or l lodcrl ncur to
romc rnds 1f,11 rrltht bctcflt tlctt
brnktrc rnd Trllrtrrltrts?

l'vc ntrver bocn ablc to answer that
question, satisfactorily, to know for sure
whether it's madness or stupidity or pure
calculated desire to destroy this country.
I, for one, have difficulty believing that
there could be so many who would be
wilting to d€stroy the country, so I think
that there are a lot of innocent dupes
involved. Whethcr or not there are a few
individuals who have ulteriormoney, and

[x]wEr motives-I don]t think there is any
question about that. But who has which
motives? I don't havethe vaguesthotion,
nor could I prove it one way or the other. I
think their motives are less important to
what they are doing (for our concerns). If
what they are doing is wrong, we have to
stop them whatever their motivations.
And I have spent more time trying to stop
them than figuring out what their true
rnotivations are.

Thcn lt mrkec lt sound llkc the Amcrl.
crn pcoplc rrc bccoming thc dupts too'
becrusc of the move towrrd rcgletntlon.
Ilo you ryrce?

Certainly, they are the ones who are
going to suffer the most. The most
innoccnt always suffer; inflation is
passed or to the middle class and poor,
and now the blunders of the economic
policies and thc foreign policy are to be

"llo quettim" r rrr builduP.

about it. The naturc of the rhetoric has
turned to war-talk, For years and yrars,
they illogically told us that the Soviets
were practically pacifists and that there
was nothing to fear; then, overnight, the
Soviets became an archenemy which
promotes ruthless expansionism. Of
cours€, some of us have known they've
bern this way all along. The nature of
communism, and the nature of Russian
communism, certainly hasn't changed,
and yet thc American pcople arc told
something dramatic happened one
month ago. So, to me, there seems to be
some purpose or some madness behind
this.

". .. violationof liberfice."

absorbed by the young, who must
rcgister.

The foreign policy is outra8eous; it
isn't directcd toward dcfending and
building a strong America; it's inter-
ventionist all the way. It's to control and
manipulatc thc world just as the econ-
omic policy is to control and manipulate
for the spccial interests in this country.
sb, thc two go together; the inter-
ventionists destroy the economy and they
create a dangerous situation throughout
the world. So somebody has to pay. And
they try to make up for dl their errors by
spcnding morc money and inflating, or
through conscripting kids, and they say
that this is going to provide a strong
defensc. I think it's a sigF of tremendous
weatness; it has nothing to do with a sign
of strength.

Lct'r tdk rbort r ilrug dcfcrrt. Hor
rrc re 3olng to lrvcorciltlontrdnft?
Sc accd r bl3 Atuy, doa't;ct

I don't acccpt thc ' 'fact' ' that we necd a
bie Army. I think se need thc strongest
Army and thc most efficient Army. I likc
to compare amics with the numbcr of
pcoplc you nccd to reisc crops. ln Rcd
China, tOpcrccnt of the pcopleare forced
to raise crops because collectivist
agriculture is labor-intensive. ln this
country we have 3 prcent of thc people
reisins food, becaus. our egriculturc is
capital-intcnsive end our farmrs have
thc cquipment, thc know-how, and thc
tcchnical knowlcdgc, and they can fecd
not only us but most of thc world,despite
the handicaps they have to put up with.
There is no reason that you can't think
about military protection in the same
way.

The numbers, I think, arc just a game
to divert our attention and makc us think
we are weak when really we are not. The
weakness is in the policy. You can't
comp€nsate for weak policy by having
more numbers. You can't compensate for
the giveaway of thc Panama Canal by
having two thousand or two million
draftees. You can't compensate with
draftees for not dcveloping a cruisc
missile to reach Russia. Ten million
draftces can't compensatc for not having
atr anti-ballistic missile syst€m.

And all these things would be
possible-we could havc the canal, we
could make sure we ncver negotiate away
our stren8ths-if we would dircct our
policy toward dcfending America. Half
of our budget now goes to defending
othcr nations. We should stop this, get
away from intcrvcntion, bring our troops
home and bring our money home. I-et's
spcnd the money on the weapons we need
to dcfend ourselves. I think we would be
respected throughout the world.

Other countries that truly wanted to
dcfend thcir freedom would bemotivated
to defend themselves and not be
dependent upon an America where "who
knows what the policy is?" One day we
are supporting the Soviets with SALT
treaties, the next day we totally reject
them. One day wc arc in a cold war with
China, the next day we are giving them
foreign aid. This is irrational and it will

lead to the destruction of the country. I
don't see anything wrong with being
directed toward self-preservation . . . As
sympathetic as I am with some who are
weaker and being taken over by tyrants, I
would cncourage them to fight for their
(own) freedom and sell them the weapons
thcy need. But they themselves are the
only ones who can defend their freedom.

Ilo you rpply rhh c1pc conccPt to thc
currcol eiturtion In Afghrrfutrn?

I think we should encourage all these
countries to fight against Russian
expansionism, but we should not sacrifice
either our kids or our motrey.

By coniq out rtriut rcgistntion for
thcdnft, rnd tlcreforcthcdnft, for rrt
golrry to bc #rrding rext to rotctr's
[bcnton troupr, drrft rtsictcrs rnd co
fortl. IDocs ttir bothcr you . . . thrt you
UEit lrve thic conp.ry on yourddc of
ttc heuc?

It bothers me more that I don't have the
company of more conservatives. How-
ever, I'm impressed that alot of conserva-
tives now are seriously thinking about the
draft question. More than half the
Republicans voted against the registra-
tion last ycar. A lot of good, solid
conservatives are against conscription,
including presidential candidates Philip
Crane and Ronald Reagan.

Consequently, I don't think that
associating myself ideologically with a
liberal who is opposed to the draft is
necessarily harmful. Therc may be some
radical left-winger in Congress who is
adamantly opposed to the draft because
he thinks that this will weaken America.
But that doesn't really bother mc, be-
cause he is working for our side, although
I believe the draft weakens America.
Therefore, he would support, without
meaning to, a freedom principle.

Thcrr rre r lot of reports ror thet
Prtsident Crrter hrs suddcnly ccrn the
world rs It rcdly is; thrt is, he's found out
thrt thc Soyiets rre nol the good guys
rfter rll. And so, do you thinl thrt
Crrter's crll to lnitirte thc drrft is in
rcturlity loollng rt the world in r rerlistic
mrnner?

I don't likc to think I know whar's
going on in his mind, because I don't.
You'd think from his talk about Russia
that he has gained wisdom-I (for one)
am not convinced. If he has all of e
sudden gained wisdom on the nature of
communism in Russia, why does he tell us
that the Red Chinese are now the good
guys? I don't have any morc respect or
confidence about the Red Chinese than I
do the Russians. So, I would say that
Carter's wisdom is rather timited.

Lcl's movc lnte ruothcr rrtr tbout
drrft rcglstntlor, sprdflcelly "thls".
Thrt rcemc to be the mdn hotrpot of thls
lssue prtsently. Prcsldcnt Crrter end ep-
prrcntly rone of hlr supportcn fccl tbet
3lrls should elso rcglster lor thc dnft. Is
thls tn went rbosc tlmc hrs coEG, or
should it ever come?

I think under today's circumstances,
rnost likely girls wiltr have to register. They
will probably be exposed to the draft.
Whether or not girls will be in combat is

Continued on page 6
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Libertarian ftr'esidential Candidate Ed Clark

With his State of the Union message and his ill-considered
response to the crises in lran and Afghanistan, hesident
Carter has brought our nation one step closer to war. He has
responded to growing international tensions with a plea for
renewed draft registration, bigger military budgets, a search for
U.S. bases in the Middle East, and the Nixon-style unleashing
of the CIA. And twice in the past few weeks,Administration
officials and the Pentagon have leaked to the media that they
will consider responding to any Soviet inrrasion of lran or
Pakistan with tactical nuclear weapons.

But it is not only Carter's actions which are dismaying.It is

also the hipartisan endorsement which his moves have won
him. The Republican party has responded to Carter's initiatives
with a ringing call for even more of the saIne. George Bush
announced that he favors draft registration, more government
spying, and a blockade of lran. Ronald Reagan has suggested a
blockade of Cuba, and the sending of U.S. troops into Pakistan.
The Republican National Committee, in its official response to
the State of the Union message, has called for "an emergency
buildup of American military forces in all arcas:'And Senator
Kennedy, desperate to revive his flagging campaign, has criti-
cized the kesident's policieS, but proposes to respond to the
crises by virtually wrecking the American economy-
by imposing immediate gasoline rationing, wage and price
controls. and a host of other regulations which would send
us careening backwards to the tailed policies of the Nixon
administration.

When the hesident's counsel, Lloyd Cutlen said of

Carter's message that "politically, it was dead centerl' he was -
in terms of what politicians believe -correct. hesident
Carter seems to be seeking his own political salvation in the

threat ol war, and his opponents are for the most part trying
to beat him at his own game. Over ttre past few years, the
American people, their confidence in government long since

eroded by events like Watergate and the Vietnam war, had

finally succeeded in wresting hom the_government some

degree of control over their own lives. But now the gains of

the past few years -the tax revolt and the move toward
deregulation, the end of the hated draft and the decline of the
foreign policy of global intervention-are allunder fire.

Libertarians believe that this is a dangerous and fright-
ening turn in American politics.The Democrats and Republicans

seeri to have lost sight of what is really at stake in our foreign

affairs. We must never forget that in this crisis, our lives and

the lives of our children aie on the line. [.ong after the election
is over, long after the "tough" poses have been struck and the
debating points made, we Americans-not the.politiciSns-
will have io pay for their policies in tarces and in blood.

Libertaiiahs believe that the abhorrent Soviet invasion

of Afghanistan must nof be used as {Pretext for increased

militarism on the part of the United States. With the lesson

of the Vietnam tragedy so fresh in our national memory it is
shocking even to cbnsider taking military action that may.

include th" use of nuclear weapons to "defend our interests
in the Persian Gulfl'

Libertarians believe that far from advancing our true

national security requirements, such interference in the Middle
East will actualiy threaten and harm those interests'

We should remember that American interference in the

Middle East and Southwest Asia is opposed by the lslamic
people themselves. At the Islamic summit conference held

in Pakistan recently, thirty-four countries condemned the

brutal Soviet invaslon of Afghanistan, and are taking strong

steps to meet the Russian threat. At the same time, they

f latiy oppo se ony American interventiort in the area'
" 
Libertarians agree. We believe that the policy of the.U'S'

should be one of n6ninterventionism, and that we should

withdraw from the area completely, leaving the Islamic people

rree to unite and solve their own problems, as they wish to do.

THETIBE

American military presence in the region has in fact played
directly into Moscow's hands, weakening the unity of the
Islamic people against the Soviet threat.

In short, only by withdrawing from the region can the U.S.

help to halt the adrrance of the Soviet Union. let the Russians
face the hostility of world public opinion. I.et them face the
dedicated resistance of the Islamic people to their naked act
of aggression against the people of Afghanistan.

Gr{dr rnd Itmcrtlc htlurur
Time and time again, political leaders have used foreign policy
issues to overpower their domestic failures, to distract atten-
tion from failed economic policies. fuid our domestic problems
badly need to be addressed in an honest way. hoductivity
is dropping, unemployment is rising, and inflation has hit
13.3 percent, the highest level since 1946. And in a guns-and'
butter budget reminiscent of Lyndon Johnson, hesident
Carter proposes to spend more than $615 billion over the next
year-including a massive incrcase in the delense budget,
a budget which largely goes to defend other countries
(such as Western Europe and Japan) which arc clearly capable
of defending themselves. Finally, we are facing the conse-
quences of the energy policies of both the Democrats and
Republicans, which have led to shortages and growing depen-
dence on foreign oil-the consequences of controls on our
economy which have done more than anything else to cripple
domestic energy production

Libertarians believe that the time has come to dismantle
the regulations which shackle our economy.lf we need more
energy, then what we need is an ollensive against the Depart'
ment of Energy, not another war in Asia.

IhGIDrrft
We believe that the new calls for conscription must be
forcefully opposed by allAmericans concerned with the liberty
and well-being of our young people. Those leaders who think
that a new draft can be imposed may find that the young
people have something to say about it themselves. Already
demonstrations have erupted on camPus after campus in
opposition to a rcnewed draft, and its suggested rcvirral is
being met with the echo of tcsistance. Clearly the time is long
past when the government can blithely decide what is to be
done with other people's lives.

At a high school in East l-.os Angeles, teenagers about to
reach draft age were asked what they thought of the crisis in
lran and Afghanistan, and they showed more wisdorn in their
answers than any of our current political leaders. The new
generation of Americans is iustifiably unwilling to let others

-particularly politicians-do their thinkihg lor them.
"We iust don't trust the government any morel' one student
said. "Nobody doesl'They equate reinstatement of draft
registration with "fighting a bunch of Russians on the sands
of the Persian Gulf." Why don't you want a draft? they were
asked. And they answered: "lt's iust oil and money that they
want. Oil takes precedence over people. They iust use national
honor as a front. We don't want to diel'

Shall we really send these young people to fight and die
for oil, because of bankrupt'energy policies supported by both
maior parties? Have we forgotten the carnage of ttre Vietnam
war so soon? Have we forgotten the nightly newscasts which
showed young people dying in foreign iungles? Is there anyone
other than a few politicians who wants to go to war over
Pakistan, Iran or Afghanistan?

Is it any wonder that our young people today have no
respect for our government? And when the hesident of the
United States cliims that what he himself has called "the most
serious threat to world peace since the second World War" is
really "an exciting enterprise that will unify our peoplel' is it
any wonder that the gulf hetween the American people and
their self-proclaimed leaders widens with every passing day?

A tatrAlficrrrftftrc
The American people have been angered by the mountainous
level of ta:ration imposed upon them, by the inflation which
eats away at their standards of living, by government-created
energy shortages, by the policies of deficits and unemploy-
ment,of sacrifice and no-growth,of conscription and the threat
of war. They want and need a new alternative, a new political
vision, a chance to believe once again in the promise, the
ideals, and the future of this country.

Libertarians are giving them a new alternative. We are
the partisans of a free economy and of economic growth. We
are the advocates of drastic tax cuts and of an end to the
regulations and controls which are leading the American
economy to stagnatton. Ald, most important todry, we are
opponents of the new conscription, militarism, and foreign
intervention which will lead us into a war which will see
our sons-and possibly our daughters as well-lie dying in
some foreign nation in the name of a disastrous foreign policy.
Libertarians reject that policy. We are the party of noninter-
vention and peace.

That's why thousands of men and women around
this country are joining with the Libertarian Party and its
hesidential candidate Ed Clark in nejecting the policies of the
Democrats and Republicans, and building a new direction for
American politics. With hundreds of candidates running
this year in nearly every state, the Libertarians will make this
the greatest Third Party challenge to the two-party mono-
poly in a generation.

That's why we need your help. Help us stoprhrs war before
it starts. Help Ed Clark and the Libertarians bring their mes-
sage of tax cuts, deregulation, and peace to the American
people. Help us make this nation, once again, a beacon of
hope and of liberty to all the peoples of the world.

I want to support Ed Clark's campaign for
President, and his efforts to speak out against the
draft and in favor of a sane, peaceful foreign policy
of noninterventionism.

I'm sending my check to:
Ed Clark for hesident, in the following amount:

I stooo E stoo

Es soo Es so

Eszso Ig (other)

f Pl.ur. send me more information about the
campaign of Ed Clark for President.

Name

Address

City, State & Zip

Send to: Ed Clark for hesident
23O0 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W-
Washington, D.C.20007
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still debatable. I happeir to believe that
men and women should be treated abso-
lutely equally. Rights are absolute; you
can't discriminate because of color or
sex. I believe that both boys and
girls-men and women*have the right to
reject national service whether it's
military or domestic (civilian). That is
equal justice under the law.

I get the fceling thrt you are srying that
in this prrticulnr Instarce, it would be
deslrrble for both thr men rnd women to
both dissent rgrinst the dmft-to crll for
rrgistmtion lo be votcd dorn. ls thst
whet you rre srying?

I would think that yes, they should
dissent, they should do it through legal
means. They should lobby and write their
congrcssman and insist that their
eongressman not impose this horrible tax
on them. You know, it's literally a tax.'
It's the rf,orse tax; it's the ultimate
tax-you may psy with your life. So, if
they are against this taxation, they ought
to dissent. If they don't mind this tax,

"Malt conscrvrtives oppfre dnIt."
thcn they ought to just sit back because
it's going to comc.

I think they should lobby and do what-
ever they possibly can to prevent the
govcmmfitt from getting this Power.
lVhen governmcnt taxes, taking moncy
or using inflation as its vehicle of
taration, it docs this to get power and
authorlty to control the economy and the
pcople. lVell, then you literally get th€
young prople and haul them off to fight
war$-with no intention of winning
thau-this is a tax and a use of power. I
think we should do everything to lobby
against this tar just like we should lobby
against the income tax.

(}rt of the lcuors thrt glrlr rhould
hrve to rrglrtcr rnd cventurllY be
dnftcd, rc're told, h thrt thc Army-the
rll-voluntccr forcclr ruffertng lrom r
chortrgc of cnlLttc.r. Ie thls true,
coitnGrrnrn? Is therc I shortfrlH

Not the way I understand it. I
mentioned earlier how many people we
really need. It's very controversial. What
thcy do in thc military is they raise their
quotas evcry year. They wanted 20,000
new people in the ArmY in the first
quarter last year-they got 18,(X)0 more.
They had increased their quotas bY
2O,000, so they said there was a 2,000
(-man) shortfall.

But they did tremendously, and I
assume that because the world scene
changed for the worse over last year,
more people were motivated to enlist. In
the ready reserve there has been a 25,000
(-man) increase. And in the reserves and
National Cuard there has been an
increase as well. So--even though that
doesn't satisfy those who are preparing
for war-it still means that without giving
significant incentives, there were a lot of
increases. As a matter of fact, military
pay in real terms went down twenty
percent over the past few years as
compared to the civilian pay in the DOD
(Department of Defense). And there is
still an increase in recruitment. I can
imagine that if we g,ave some decent
incentives, we would do much better.

Admiral Thomas Hayward, chief of
naval operations, said that if he could
keep a trained person, that would cancel
out th€ need for four untrained recruits.
A lot of men who have been ln the Navy
for eight, ten, or twelve years are leaving.
We are losing our men who have been
trained and who are very, very valuable to
us. We have to start addressing ways to
entice those men to stay.

And if there is any one place where it is
legitimate to spend money, it's to build up
the pay for rhe technicians we need. We
can cut back on the numbers, we can cut
back on expenditures of policing the
world, but we cannot cut back-we must
increase-the erpenditures lve need for
weapons to protect this country and pay
for the technicians who operate these
weapons. I am convinced we can do this
even with a decrease in defense spending.

But to increase the budget so you can
give foreign aid to Pakistan, whose
dictator says it's peanuts to give th€m
$4O0 million, is foolhardy. And I think
the conservatives are Builty of having
knee-jerk reactions on always increasing
defense erpenditures. Ifthey object to the
interventionists who run the country in
domestic spending, why don't they look
at how they manipulate and spend the
mon€y in foreign military welfarc?

I think that's the conservatives'
greatest downfall: that they are ilot
willins to discriminate. They would gain
a lot of crcdibility if they would look at
the defcnse budget and not just always the
person who is gctting food stamp$. I think
that we should look at thc pcrson who
could work and is getting food starnps,
but wc also have to look at somc of the
other wclfarc-the wclfare to the big
corporations; the *elfare to dcfense
spcnding.

Do you ncrn thrt Amulcr shodd
hrvc r non{ntcrvtntlonlrt-rn Ancrler-
Flnt-forclgn poltcy?

I think our first obligation is to dcfend
Amcrica and preserve peace for this
country. Tfe should be looking after
Amcrica and not othcr countries because
of our moral and Constitutional
responsibilities . . . Non-interventionist
foreign policy along with a free-market
domestic policy is thc furthest thing
conceivable from an isolationist
viewpoint. We want the most commercial
and cultural ties possible with other
nations-no political.

Thcn lf thc flgurcs rrt mlslerdlng rs frr

lr rhrt tc ltcd tor r nrtlonrl
defcurc-thrt k, you noted thrt thc
Aruy lncrrrccr ltr qrolr dcnrEds for
nrw cElfoh:r ycerly--do you bdleve tbrt
Crrter'r crll lor r rcalilrrtlon ls
hglflurte, or could ll bt rome sort of
potlttcd dnmlcl?

I guess hc fcels that it is legitimate, and
most of themen in Congress fecl that it is
legitimate, and I sincerely belicve they are
trying to provide for a strong defense. I
don't think thcy are wi[ing to loor. at the
idea that it is very destructive to the basic
foundation of freedom; I don't think that
they understand that in a military sense it
gives no strenglh at all, it's only an
attempt to compensate for stupid
mistakes. But I think that Carter and
these other men who call for registration
feel a legitmacy about it. However, to m€
it's only a justification for thcir crrors.

Yoo mmdor+{ Crrlcr'r rccclvlng of
rdvlce fron blnlrert rnd otlcr lntcnrr-
tlonrl burlucrs cotrccma. Whrt rbont
thrt?

I think there may be mme who are
motivated to hurt thc Unitcd States, or at
least pacify thc people when economic
turmoil is around the corner. Ycs, it
would be vcry casy to undcrstand that if
unernplolmrent ratcs are supposcd to be
high ncxt ycar, thcy would Btart to draft
and havc a littlc skirmish. I had one
Dcmocratic oongrcsmen tell me just thc
othcr day whcn I crprEsscd distrcss that
wc have had two undcclsred wars . . . that
is *hat he crpccts. And it didn't s€tm to
bothcr him to think that from no* on all
wars would bc undcclared and they would
always be limited skirmishcs for
conventional troops.

This ccrtsinly could fit into the
motiyations of thosc vho would like to
divert our attcntion awey from Fghting
for a frce markct snd .n cnd to militf,ry
iaterventionism, without bloviug up thc
world *ith euuclear war . . . I think it is
much bcttcr for ur Es corucrYativcf to
promote somcthing built on Con-
stitutiond libcrty and God-giva rfihts, a
free-markct cconomy and capital-
ism-somcthing that wc can dcfend
morally. Ihen we don't svcn nced to
think for a minute about a draft, bccause
I'm convinced that the pcoplc would be
wilitrg to dcfctd thcir country out of a
patriotic rcnse of duty, rather than
becausc they have to be conscriptcd and
forccd. I think it's a sign that our society
is dying, qnd that we don't have much
dccire to rcmah frc, so we have to be
"defendcd" by force atrd tyrenny.

Do you rot uy sorrccllot tctwen
rrrud thndmtrdoElt brlryr to thc
corory? TIrt h, corlrct'nrn, do You
Iel lht rrr noDllhedon rnd tlr rt thc
Pllccptr to roddfum?

They go batrd itr hand becausc at least
war in tht scusc that what we've
known-wars that arc being fought to
bcnefit ccrtain spccial intercaB and have
becn brought about in vcry sinister ways
and the regimcntation sithin our
economic systcm must go hand in hand.

I feel that pcople have to accept the idea
that government has a lot more authority
and control over them than it should, that
our problan is the rcjcction of the idea of
natural rights, we do receive all our rights
to life and liberty from our God rather

than from our state. And we have gone
through this transition of fifty or sixty
years where people have come to blindly
and carelessly accept the "fact" that the
state can take away their rights. And
that's why I think this is a Erear battlefield
{for rights}. . . andtoget peopleto under-
stand about this ultirnate tax and this
ultimate control over individual liber-
ty . . . lilhat rights do you have to comb
you hair, for example, or cut your hair
and dress the way you want, if the state
can tell you where you have to go and
whom you have fight for and what
institution you have to die for? If you
sacrifice that right, you have no defense
at all for any civil liberty or any economic
liberty.

Hor rbout ttc rrjuncnt thrt rc hrve
to lrvc titt oll?

On the oil wells, this again brings us
back . . . to thc intctrclation of economic
policy and forcign policy. So many
Americans do acccat the ideathat we can-
not exist without thc Arab oil. They
ecccpt the idea that it is to our vital
interest. lVell, it's only to our vital
interert becausc somebody made it that
way.

We regulated our econorny, we'v€
destroyed our production, we've slowed
nuclcar production. And herc wc arc,
50-pcrccnt dcpendent. Some pcoplr
srgue that if we cut off 50 pcrceDt of our
cnergyt rre're going to bc in serious
trouble. Atrd thfu is truc.

.,. , . ultimate rnr" i6 blood.

But then thcy compare not dcfending it
with dcfending it. Can you imagine, if we
gct into a hot land war with Russia over
thcre, how long it would take Russia to
bomb those oil wells? They could send a
few missiles there, then we would have a
war and no energyl

So I say, forget about the war and get
depcndent on oursclvcs. G€t indcp€ndent
of othcr sources. That is, release the
prohibitions against nuclear power and
gct rid of the regulations that keep about
3,000 oil wells sealed over in Texas. f),on't
let them send innocent Amcrican lives
over thcre. ,
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Don't Laugh at the Llhertarians Anyrnore

The fo'llowing is excerpted from a Ionger article that
appeared in the lvlarch l, 1980 issue of Saturdal Review. The
article was written by t4ichael Nelson

The Libertarian Party has been around since the
presidential election of L97?, but the interest-
ing thing about it this year is that you probably
have heard of it. Half the explanation is that,
for the first time, the partyrs presidential
nomination convention, held last Septenber in
Los Angeles, drew a covey of national political
reporters, whose stories went out all over the
country. The other half is the reason all those
reporters were there: the astonishing 1.5 million
votes that 200 Libertarian candidates for state
and local offices won in 1978.

Both the press coverage and the partyts success
at the polls show how far the Libertarians have
come since 1972, when their 85 founding members
met in Denver and nominated philosophy professor
John Hospers for president.., But 1978 was the
climatic year. Not only did the party receiye
a milLion-plus votes, but 6,000 of them won Dick
Randolph a seat in the Alaska House of Representa-
tives, the first Libertarian elected anywhere.
Even more renarkable, a middle-aged lawyer for
the Atlantic Richfield Company named Ed Clark
received 377r960 uotes in his race for governor
of California. Clark is now the party's candidate
fot president in 1980.

Judging from his behavior thus far, C1ark will
run for president the same wdy, only more so.
He talks about the need to do market research
this time, "to find out what issues would cause
people to vote for a thircl party.'r ltis election
brochure is almost a caricature of the standard
political flyer, with pictures of the candidate
talking itno a battery of microphones, standing
alongside his wife, and carrying his own bag off
an airplane. ilis speeches, rather than painting
a vision of what a Libertarian utopia would be
1ike, sirnply attack the most unpopular features
of the political system we have now.

This is shrewd politics, something one usually
does not associate with ideological third parties.

. .. Party treasurer JuIe Herbert hopes to raise
and spend a total of $S.S million by-election da)-,
much of it on television advertising.

This money will be unusually well spent, if a
Libertarian-sponsored survey taken in California
after the 1978 election is any guide. The po1l
found that although only 15 percent of tbe
electorate knew that Clark was running for gov-
ernor, fu1ly two-fifths of that group voted for
him. And some two-thirds of them were people who
said they had not voted at all since 1971. "The
survey impliesr" a party study concludes with
some, but not complete exaggeration, "that if

THE LIBERTARIANS SHOULD NOT BE LAUGHED AHAY. FOR ALL THEIR DESIRE TO DO AI{AY WITH GOVERNMENT AND
PdLITIcs, THEY HAVE BEcoME PoLITICALLY SKILLFUL STRATEGISTS. TIIEY ARE BUILDING AN INTELLECTUAL
AND INSTITUTIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE nlAT SI{OULD PROVI DE A STRONG FOI'NDATION FOR TIIEIR ELECTORAL
EFFORTS.

...Angry words about big government are some-
thing one ordinarily associates with the pdliti-
cal Right. And, to be sure, there is much in
the Libertarian platform that will sound good
to conservatives. If it had its woy, the party
would abolish the Environmental Protection Agency,
the 0ccupational Safety and i-lealth Administration
(OSHA), the Federal Reserve Board, and every
other government regulatory agency. It would end
social security and welfare. It would let the
free narket make decisions on nuclear power.

But to Libertarians, being against government
means being against it in all its manifestations
--moral and nilitary, os well as economic. The
first plank in their platform catls for a coflr-
plete decriminalization of dnrg use, prostitution,
homosexuality, ganbling, and suicide. It goes on
to demand the withdrawal of all American forces
from abroad.

Itrhen Ed Clark ran for governor of California,
he campaigned hardest on three initiatives placed
on the-ba11ot by non-Libertarians; Proposition 6,
which would have required school boards to fire
homosexual teachers (Clark was against it); Pro-
postion 5, an antismoking initiative (a1so
bgainst) ; and the notorious tax-cut initiative,
Pioposition 15, which Clark alone of the candi-
dati:s strongly supported. IIis stands not only
won Clark almost 40O,OOO votes, but more than
70,000 people subsequently registered as Liber-
tarian, enough to secure the party a permanent
line on the California ballot.

the Clark campaign had had the resources to
increase this market penetration, the degree
of positive response, os well as the vote total,
would have increased proportionately, especially
among habitual nonvoters. t' This year should see
that "market penetration."

As important as the substance of the Libertarian
effort has been its reception. Although the media
are beginning to pay attention to the party, they
tend to not take it seriously. The Libertarians
are portrayed as cute. Columnists Carey l.{c}ttillians
and Joseph-Sobran found them "young, brash" and
"colorfu1 and crankyr" respectively. "If they are
crazyr" wrrote the PR0GRESSIVE, "theirs is an ar-
ticulate, good-humored craziness." NE?rISWEEK dubbed
them "the Libbies" and sprinkled its lead para-
graph with words like "unabashedly" and "big
doin's." Reading about the Libertarians since their
convention brings to mind Sunday living-section
stories about high-school essay winners that con-
clude: "John says he hopes to be president some-
day. Who knows? He just might make it."

Cuteness's first cousin, of course, is conde-
scension; we rarely
find cute.... Yet th
laughed away. For a1
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government and politics, they have become politi-
caIIy ski11ful strategists. They are building an
intellectual and institutional infrastructure that
should provide a strong foundation for their
electoral efforts not only in 1980, but beyound.
They are well-financed and shrewd in tHeir use of
funds. And they are very much in touch with the
times. . . .
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news and recognize they are a political party. l,rre can
only hope that Libertarian Party members atI over
the country catch the vision and stop debating and
start working.

}.IEII MAST}IEAD GRACES ILLINOIS LIBERTARIAN

The new rnsthead is the work of Libertarian Party mem-
ber Greg Vavra. A special thanks goes out to Greg for his
excellent rnmrk.

GREEN TOR SM{ATE CA}IPAIGN ACTTVITY BEGINS

Bn:ce Green, the Libertarian candidate for U.S. Senate
here irr Illinois has been preparing his campaign. RecentlT*
Green spoke at St. Xavier College on the south side of
CIricago to more than 100 students. Green has also taped
a series of radio ads that will begin rtnrring in the- Gri-
cago and Rockford areas inmrediately fo11or+ing the Pri-
mary _election. The tag lines for the radio spots were
taped by Libertarian activist Ray Birks

Green also spoke at a talpayers reetirtg in Rockford on
April 15th. This appearance was scheduled by Dr. Janes
Durkel.

Anyone interested in rturnirtg Green radio ads in their
area should contact Mike Hepple at 871-5294 or 248-
1' Ent LJrJ.

AI"ASKA LIBERTARIAI\E DO IT AGAIN (EDITORIAL)

State Senator Didr Randolph (L) and Alaska Libertariars
have turned i-n over 20,000 signattres to qtnlify their in-
conre tax cut initiative for the state's l'lovenber 1980 bal-
lot, promptly settirrg off a wave of legislative proposals
to cut or repeal this and other taxes, Alaska lbuse Demo-
crats have filed a trio of bills aired at repealing per-
sonal income taxes, redrrci:rg corporate ilcome taxes, md
redrring tle rraxinn-un property tax. Repr:blicans proposed
repealing the personal i:rcone tax and "suspending" tem-
poraily virtually all other taxes except oil and gas
sever€rnce taxes. Randolph is staying ahead of the pack,
though, with a new legislative proposal to repeal the
personal income tax retroactil'e1y to Jamrary 1979 and
to repeal the corporate incore tax effective Jrme 30.

All this tax cut fervor up there started with
the Lib er ta ri an Pa rty . One Democ rat in the Ilo us e
said, "This goes to shor+ what one man can do.
Dick Randolph has us all dancing to his tune."
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The future belongs to the advocates of liberty
but only if they are willing to work for it. Free-
dom doesn't fall into our laps like some overripe
plum. We have to go out and work for it. Being
doctrinally pure will never assure us victory. It
is unfortunate that some Libertarians have adopted
a laisse faire version of Marxism. Liberty is not
inevitable. Marx claimed that socialism was the
wave of the future because of some natural evolu-
tionary process which demanded its existence. We
in the Libertarian Party are faced with a challenge
because some of our people have adopted this
Marxist perspective about liberty. Well I have bad
news for them - liberty is not inevitable. Liberty
is a rare and fragil plant that must be cultivated
and protected.

Itfy own observation is that those who demand this
purity which will assure the blooning of liberty
have adopted this belief to excuse their own per-
sonal lack of motivation and/or ability. Interest-
ingly enough those who are usually accused of being
less than "rea1 libertarians" are also those who
do more than discuss esoteric mumbo-jumbo.

Philosophical purity is necessary and I have
attempted to stress the philosophy of freedom in
every issue of THE ILLINOIS LIBERTARIAI\I. Something
which has earned me criticism "for being too philo-
sophical . " We have matured. As babies we neerled
the milk of libertarian thought because it made us
strong and wise) now we need the meat of, political
act ivism. (Jim peron)

FCC MOVES TO11IARD DEREGULATION OF TI{E MEDIA

The Federal Communications Commission has taken
an important step towards liberty by lrecommending
the deregulation of the air waves. All libertarians
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to: Secretary, Federal Communications Conmission,
1919 M Street, NW, Washington, DC 20554

Alaska is a prime example of what Libertarians
can do if they set their mind to activisn and.
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