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Tyrant 
Crushed by 

Sandinistas 

July 20 - President Anastasio Somoza resigned 
his office as Nicaraguan chief of state on July 
17, thus ending 40 years of "Somozaism" in 
this troubled Central American country. Somoza 
has been granted asylum by the US government, 
and he has fled to his luxurious Miami estate, 
safe from the wrath of the Nicaraguan people 
who paid for that Miami mansion in blood. 

The "interim" regime of J>residentFrancisco 
Urcuyo ~''thrown together al'ffi~ l~st minute by 
US special ambassador William Bowdler, in order 
to defuse a decisive Sandinista military victory 
and preserve the power of Somoza's National 
Guard - lasted less than 48 hours. Although 
Urcuyo was supposed to be a transitional figure, 
whose role it was to hand the reigns of govern
ment over to the rebels, his televised message to 
the Nicaraguan people sounded like Somozaism 
without Somoza. The speech - which called for 
the nearly-victorious Sandinistas to lay down 
their artns, and which "heaped praise on the . 
National Guard", according to the LA Times -
was a major defeat for the US. Forced to aban
don an "interim'' regime which had become an 
albatross literally overnight, the last tentacle of 
US intervention in Nicaragua retreated north
ward as Urcuyo followed Somoza into exile. 

The rebel Sandinista National Liberation 
Front ( the Frente) takes its name from Augusto 
Cesar Sandino, a nationalist who fought the re
gime of the current President's father, Gen. 
Anastasio Somoza Garcia (installed in the Pres
ident's Palace by US Marines in 1928). Sandino 
was murdered by the elder So_moza's National 
Guards after agreeing to disarm his troops in 
order to negotiate. Clearly, the Frente will not 
make the same mistake twice. The intransigence 
of the Frente is matched only by Somoza's de
termination to see his nation in ruins rather 
than give up power. That power has its roots in 
the past 40 years of rule by the Somoza family, 
and in 66 years of aggressive US intervention in 
Nicaragua's political life. 

The pattern of US intervention was initiated 
in 1912, when liberal nationalists openly re
belle.d and the US sent an invasion force to 
crush them. In 1927 Sandino's guerrilla war a
gainst the US imposed _government was in full 
swing; it took 4600 US troops, backed up by 
aerial bombings, to stem the tide of revoltuion. 

• US troops did not pull out until 1933. Their leg
acy is the Somoza regime, the political hegemo
ny of the National Guard, and the state~on
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INTERN~TION~L NEWS 
Namibia Votes Under The Gun 
Namibia's white minority government, dom

inated by the South Africa-financed "Democrat
ic Turnhalle Alliance" (DTA), proclaimed itself 
a "National Assembly" with full legislative pow
ers effective as of May 21. In elections held last 
December - watched over by 60,000 South 
African troops now stationed in Namibia's main 
port, Mulvis Bay, as well as on the Angolan bor
der - white rancher Dirk Mudge's DTA won an 
overwhelming majority, and subsequently. 
formed an "interim" government. That "inter
im" government, now seemingly a permanent 
feature of the Namibian situation, is now mov
ing toward a full political-military alliance with 
the racist South African government - in 
spite of earlier indications that UN-sponsored 
free elections might be permitted in the near 
future. 

Most of the opposition parties boycotted the 
elections, which were somewhat discredited 
when Justin Ellis, a representative of the Church 
of England, was deported by the South African 
government for criticizing the phony elections. 
"The elections in Namibia are a fraud," Ellis 
told the international media at a London news 
conference. "People are voting, not out of 
choice, but because they have been forced to do 
so." Several sources, including the International 
Bulletin, the British New Statesman, and the 
Church Center of Namibia (a group representing 
six major religious denominations) have docu-

mented evidence tliat the South African govern
ment padded the voter rolls with 150,000 South 
African government employees, soldiers, and 
other "immigrants". The Church Center reports 
over 200 cases of outright coercion employed by 
South African troops. Clearly, the South African 
regime's concept of a voter registration drive 
bristles with bayonets - pointed directly at the 
black Namibian majority. 

PHONY ELECTION 
The South Afdcan government claims that I 

81 % of Namibia's 412,000 registered voters par
ticipated in last December's elections. This is 
probably true - considering the fact that South 
African occupation forces were utilized to regis
ter voters and escort them to the polls. Black 
Namibians were threatened by South African 
colonial forces with "loss of jobs, pensions, and 
medical treatment," according to the Namibian 
Church Center report, recently published in 
London. "In the case of illiterate voters - an 
estimated 60% or more - white polling officials 
did the actual marking on the ballot," said the 
International Bulletin. 

The "legal" political arm of the Southwest 
African People's Organization (SWAPO) - a so
cialist guerilla group currently riding the crest of 
a nationalist wave, which has been waging war a
gainst the occupation force since 1966 - was 

Italian Communists Lose Big 
Against a backdrop of rampant corruption 

and crushing economic and political crisis, the 
Communist Party of Italy (PCI) was again 
turned away from the seat of power in the June 
elections, dropping 4% of the vote (down to 
30.4%), losing 26 seats in the 630-member 
Chamber. of Deputies. The PCI's so-called "His
toric Compromise" with the ruling Christian. 
Democratic Party, which maintained the delicate 
balance of political power in Italy since last 
March - and which let Communist deputies into 
the government majority for the first time - fell 
apart in Mid.January, and seems to have been 
largely responsible for voter disenchantment 
with the PC!. The Communists, caught in a twi
light world somewhere between mass opposition 
party and participation in the government, are 
in as much a state of crisis as the rest of Italy. 

growth of libertarianism. 
The party that got all the attention this elec

tion was the Radical Party, which increased its 
vote from 1.5% in 1976 to a spectacular 5%, 
which made the Radicals the big winners this 
time around. Although the Radicals are by no 
means a principled libertarian party - they are a 
loose coalition which stretches from left to right 
- Radical Party popular referendums on such is
sues as abortion, decriminalization, divorce, and 
the legalization of marijuana have brought a·. 

not allowed to campaign for the boycott. 
At the outset, the South African government 

of the relatively "moderate"· Prime Minister 
John Vorster indicated it might consider adopt
ing a UN plan to hold internationally-supervised_ 
elections sometime in the near future. But Vors
ter's last act - before he was forced to resign be
cause of the "Muldergate" scandal, involving 
South African payoffs to US Congresspeople 
and rightwing publicists - was to scuttle the UN . 
plan. Vorster's hardline racist successor, Prime 
Minister Pieter Botha, denounced Don McHen
ry, the US negotiator/go-between, for allegedly 
receiving "state secrets" on Namibia from Colin 
Eglin, leader of South Africa's small Progressive 
Federal Reform Party. Eglin 's home was later 
fired on by parties unl,mown; Botha had called 
McHenry an "enemy" of the country, and this, 

. unsurprisingly, is how he was treated. All nego-
tiations have now been cut off; full-scale civil 
war looms on the horizon. 

COLONIAL LEGACY 
After the def eat Of Germany in WWII, South 

Africa was granted a UN "mandate" over what is 
now Namibia and was then "German Southwest 
Africa" - this, in spite of the fact that many Af
rikaners (South Africans of· Dutch Ancestry) ac
tively supported the Nazis, including ex-Prime 

( continued on page 6 ) 

in this regard - has enraged the Communists. 
"The Radical 's flamboyant leader~. Marco 

Pannella, hogs the political stage as if he were in 
the commedia dell'arte", writes Diana Johnstone 
in In These -'Times, "playing his role to the hilt 
with an exhibitionism that • horrified the sober 
and disciplined Communist party. He is on a 

• hunger strike about half the time, for one cause 
or another, with no visible effect on his impos
ing physical presence. While the PCI tries earn
estly to get everybody to play the political game 
by the rules, Pannella disrupsts it." 

Although the Radicals are anti-NATO, and 
are adamantly anti-bureaucratic in spirit, that 
spirit has by no means evolved, as yet, into any
thing approaching a libertarian economic pro
gram. There is, however, a radical libertarian 
movement, explicitly committed to ideas not' 
very far . removed from the principles of the 
LPRC: they call themselves the Movimento Lib
ertario. Organized by Ricardo LaConca, and 
friends, the movement· has its base in Rome, al
though there are branches in Florence and Mi
lan. LaConca has been publishing the only Ital
ian libertarian magazine, on a monthly basis, 
since February 1978; he is also a correspond

Italy has one of Europe's highest unemploy
ment and inflation rates. Although the govern
ment claims that 1.7 million out of 19 million 
Italian workers are unemployed, the actual fig
ure is certainly higher. Inflation is now at 12%. 
According to the International Bulletin, an es
timated 4 million people are operating in the 
black market - small, off-the-record cottage in
dustries. Radical party leader Marco Pannella ; ent for one of the biggest, most prestigious 

Wracked with the terrorism of the Red Bri
gades - who ripped at the very fabric of Italian 
political life when they kidnapped and murdered 
Christian Democratic Premier Aldo Moro - the 
country is also experiencing a resurgence of neo
fascist violence. The Italian state - corrupt, in
efficient, in a state of perpetual political crisis -
as presently constituted may very well not last 
until the end of this decade. Italy, which has 
seen 40 governments since the fall of Mussolini, 
is in a revolutionary mood - precisely the kind 
of objective conditions which nurture the 
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completely libertarian point of view on these 
questions to the Italian public for the first time. 
The Radicals are particularly fond of civil liber
ties issues, and their outspoken stands against 
nuclear power, against the police state "anti-ter
rorist" legislation favored by the PCI and the 
Christian Democrats, and for the abolition of 
military courts, have won many people over. In . 
particular, the Radical's position on the rise of: 
terrorism - and the . responsibility o( the PCI, . 
which has glorified the old anti-fascist resistance, 

newspapers in the country, Rome's fl Messegaro. 
Whether or not the success of the Radical 

Party provides an ideological milieu for the e
mergence of a genuine Libertarian Party of It
aly, it is clear that some day sooh the Italian 
people, and all the peoples of Europe ·_ who· 
have been crushed. under the oppressive weighf 
of the State since long before the first bureau-:. 
crat set up shop in Washington, D.C. - will be 
more than ready to respond in the affirmative 
to a European libertarian movement's . call to 
roll back the state apparatus on every level. 
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Sandinistas on the road to victory 

trolled economic system centered around So
moza family holdings. 

The rebellion against Somoza took on a 
broad-based character last September, when the 
assassination of conservative opposition leader 
Pedro Joapuin Chamorro, editor of La Prinsa, 
led to a general strike. At its height, according 
to the International Bulletin, "the strike forced 
the closing of up to 90 percent of the country's 
industri~i. mines, banks, stores, and government 
offices." The ~ination, combined with what 
the International Bulletin calls the Somoza fam
ily's '!almost monopolistic control over many 
sectors of the economy,'' effectively isolated So
moza from other social and political groups in 
the country; the Broad Opposition Front, which 
engineered the strike, consisted of every major 
political, business and labor organization, from 
the Conservative Party to Chamorro's moderate 
Democratic Liberation Union, and also including· 
the vaguely free-market Nicaraguan Democratic 
Movement, as well as the Moscow-line Commu
nists ( called the Socialist Party). 

REVOLUTION 

Entrepreneurs have been in the vanguard of 
the Nicaraguan revolution: Alfonso Robelo 
Callefas, 39, the industrialist founder of the ~ic
araguan Democratic Movement, was the chief or
ganizer of the September business strike, and the 
Supreme Council of Private Initiative (a large 
business organization) told the Mexican newspa
per Excelsior that "it has become impossible to 
compete with the Somoza companies. They are 
a weight that hangs heavily on the national econ
omy;" 

On February 2, the Frente supported the 
strike with armed attacks in three cities. Accord
ing to the International Bulletin: "A total of a
bout 1100 Sandinista troops, dressed in olive
green uniforms with the FSLN initials embla- . 
zoned on their shirts, launched the September 
9 attacks. Several cities in the traditionally pro
rebel northern sectors were taken." 

Somoza's response was swift and savage. 
Martial law was declared nation-wide; Managua 
(the capital) was secured, and the dreaded Black 

Berets (the elite shock troops trained by US mil
itary technicians in the Panama Canal Zone) 
were sent to the northern cities. Two hundred 
people, most of them noncombatants, were 

. killed by National Guard aircraft. in the attack 
on the city of Masaya; whole sections of the city 
of Leon ( a university city with a' population of 
100,000) were utterly destroyed, entire blocks 
reduced to nothing but rubble - at least 1000 
people were killed by indiscriminate strafing, 
and 3000 wounded, in the fighting that began 
September 9th. There were many reports by the 
Red Cross of National Guardsmen murdering 
civilians indiscriminately. 

Although the Sandinistas were cleared out of 
the cities by the fierce counter-offensive, the 
groundwork for the present Sandinista offensive 
was laid by Somoza's harsh repression of all dis
sent and the brutality of his US-trained-and
equipped National Guard. 

The June offensive - which has united the 
entire nation around the demand for the resigna
tion of Somoza, the re-structuring of the Na
tional Guard, and the restoration of democratic 
rights - is the last act of a long, drawn-out 
drama which can only end in defeh.t for Somoza. 
Even though he has been officially abandoned 
by the US - which has cut off all military and 
economic aid - the stubborn dictator remains a 
creature of US imperialism. During the Septem
ber counter-offensive, when most major Nicar
aguan cities were heavily bombed, the National 
Guard relied heavily on 5000 M-16s and three 
Cessna A-37B counterinsurgency planes supplied 
and delivered by the US last year. 

THE NICARAGUA 
LOBBY 

In a last-ditch attempt to prop up the Somo
za tyranny, the US right wing treated readers of 
the Monday, June 18th New York Times to a 
full page ad which blared the following headline: 
"Congress Asks: Please, Mr. President, NOT AN
OTHER CUBA!" Congressmen signed the fol
lowing statement: 

You can end the hardship and suffering 
being inflicted on the Nicaraguan people 

by your action now. Your continued in
action and lack of support for the Nicar
aguan people and their legal government 
headed by Somoza would condemn 
them to the same systematic totalitarian
ism which denied the Cuban people their 
basic human rights for two decades ... 
Nicaragua is the strategic key to Central 
America. If the United States takes no 
action to thwart encroachment by Soviet 
surrogates, we will shortly find that the 
Soviet Union will control an area border
ing on two oc·eans stretching from Pan
ama to the yast oil reserves of Mexico. 
And at that point this nation will bitter
ly regret the day it lacked the resolve 
and forcefulness to take proper action in 
support of President Somoza. Therefore 
we urge you to: 1) Stop the influx of 
weapons and logistical support to the 
Nicaraguan revolutionaries from Cuba 
and Panama; 2) Stop the use of Costa 
Rican territory as a staging area for Nic
araguan revoltuionary terrorists; and 3) 
As a signal to the Free World [sic] that 
the United States continues to support 
its allies against the Soviet-backed ag
gression, restore U.S. military aid pro- . 
grams to Nicaragua. [AJl emphasis add
ed.] 

The letter was signed by 75· members of the 
House including Representative '.Ron Paul, the al
legedly "libertarian" Congressman from Texas. 
Although Paul's relationship to the Libertarian 
Party has always been informal, he has been a 
speaker at many LP conventions -:-and, in fact, 
is scheduled to speak (on "Kennedy's National 
Health Insurance Program") at the 1979 LP 
National Convention, to be held in Los Angeles 
this summer. Although Paul reportedly has no 
problem seeing that Kennedy's National Health 
Insurance Program is just another welfare state 
boondoggle concocted to increase the power of 
Big Government, the international welfare state 
give away programs concocted by the ultracon
servatives to fight nonexistent Cubans in Nicar
agua is not subjected to such merciless scrutiny. 
Paul was joined by Rep. Phil Crane (ultra-rightist 

•• Presidential candidate), "Nicaragua Lobby" un
offic_i!!_ spokesperson Rep. Charles Wilson (D
Tex) (who successfully pushed through a $12 
million economic aid loan to Somoza), Rep. 
( continued on page 5) 

3 



Carter's message to the nation concerning 
the energy crisis - delivered in a more abrasive 
version of his "born again" style than heretofore 
attempted - was an outright call for state-im
posed austerity programs, including the possibil
ity of rationing in case of a "national emergen
cy". The fact that this projected "national emer
gency" is more than likely to be a war for oil in 
the Middle East was not mentioned. Amid invo
cations ·of "national will", and ritualistic threats 
directed at the oil companies, the neo-Puritan, 
neo-feudal attitudes behind Carter's "born a
gain" energy pronunciamento were revealed 
when he said: 

In a nation that was proud of hard work, 
strong families, close-knit communities and 
our faith in God, too many of us now tend 
to worship self-indulgence and consump
tion. Human identity is no longer defined 
by what one does but by what one owns. 
But we've discovered that owning things 
and consuming things does not satisfy our 
longing for meaning. We have learned that 
piling up material goods cannot fill the 
emptiness of lives which have no confi
dence or purpose. 

Soon the nation will learn that rhetoric and 
threats will not fill their gas tanks, and that a 
few material goods (such as food, shelter, and 
transportation) aren't such a bad idea after all. 
This "austerity ethic" is a public-relations cover 
for Carter and the bureaucracy - who are the 
cause of the problem, not the solution. 

The gas shortage, which mysteriously began 
in late April with swelling gas lines in California, 
had spread eastward by mid June. It climaxed in 
the most unlikely place imaginable: Levittown, 
Pennsylvania - a bastion of the suburban middle 
class. On June 25, fuming motorists teamed up 
with blockading truckers to protest the closing 
of a nearby service station. When the peaceful 
protest showed the potential for violence, police 
ordered the crowd to disperse. The next night • 
was different, however. A car was set afire in the 
middle of an intersection. Protesters then 
pushed a truck from the closed service station 
into the blaze. Police fought the mob with tear
gas while the mob pelted the pigs with rocks and 
bottles. Tne gas riots of 1979 had begun. 

The gas shortage· which mysteriously began 
in late April with swelling gas lines in California 
had spread eastward by mid June. It climaxed in 
the most unlikely place imaginable: Levittown, 
Pennsylvania - one last bastion of the suburban 
middle class. On June 25, fuming motorists 
teamed up with blockading truckers to protest 
the closing of a nearby service station. When the 
peaceful protest showed the potential for vio
lence, police ordered the crowd to disperse. The 
next night was different, however. A car was set 
afire in the middle of an intersection. Protesters 
then pushed a truck from the closed service sta
tion into the balze. Police fought the mob with 
teargas while the mob pelted the pigs with rocks 
and bottles. The gas riots of 1979 had begun. 

While the closing of a service station is abso
lutely no cause for a riot, freezing in wintertime 
from an oil shortage is a frightening prospect for 
most Americans. These people, plus the millions 
nationwide who did not take to the streets, are 
furious about what appears to them to be a 
senseless disruption of their lifestyle. They 
know the energy crisis is no accident of history, 
that some group of people, although they're not 
sure who, created this crisis and • is responsible 
for their predicament. 

But who is responsible? The press has made 
sure the real culprit remains blameless by totally 
obfuscating the entire issue. How? By blaming 
everyone. For weeks they have been telling us 
that the greedy· consumers AND big business
men, the U.S. government AND OPEC are all 
responsible. If they .,c;; us that, collectively, 
everyone is to blame, then ultimately no one can 
be held responsible, including the perpetrator. 
The true villian, the American Imperial State, 
with its blood-fiOaked fingers stuck in the pipe
line, gets away with raping oil consumers around 
the world. ', 

The state goes to extreme lengths to culti- . 
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by MICHAEL LIPSON 
vate utter confusion on the energy issue in order 
to camouflage its own massive intervention. 
From the • tyrannical, nit-picking, and enour
mously disruptive ·policies which control oil 
pricing, allocations and "incentives", to the 
global imperialistic despotism mandated under 
the pretense of "defending American interests," 
the State is there to insure that the hegemony of 
the American power elite will be preserved at 
all costs. For in reality, there are two "tiers" of· 
regulation, each designed for specific objectives. 
On one hand, the state massively intervenes on 
a day-to-day basis in the. oil markets, bureau
cratically determining the price of oil and _who 
will get it when. It restricts the price of natural 
gas in order to discourage production, so we pay 
more and receive le&<;. It utilizes tax policies to 
encourage foreign oil production at the expense 
of domestic. These are. the so-called "micro" 
policies which insure that the oil produced by 
power elite companies (Exxon, Mobil, Shell, 
Texaco, Gulf, etc.) will sell cheaper than the 
free-market price, thereby keeping intra-indus
try competition to a minimum. 

More importantly in the long run are the 
"macro" policies designed to protect global im-

perialist objectives - as well as to preserve the 
wealth of the ruling class by censoring new in
novations incompatible with their long·· range 

. plans. The power elite feeds on tax dollars, what 
they call "compulsory savings." Connected into 
the avenues of power, they loot tax dollars with 
less effort than it takes to satisfy the true needs 
of consumers. The ruling class ·runnels this ex
propriated booty into massive billion dollar 
projects - a great many of these projects pro
duce energy. (More on that. later.) 

The most important statist intervention in 
energy is price-fixing. Interstate natural gas has 
been controlled since the mid fifties. As a re
sult, natural gas production has been held to a 
fraction of what it would be if it could fetch a 
free-market price. Since the Northeast, prior to 
1952, used increasing amounts of natual gas for 
heating, they were forced to substitute massive 
amounts of heating oil and pay much more in 
the process. Heating oil is a by-product from . 
petroleum refining - so energy elites have 
sought to forcefully create a market where there 
would be none if natural gas prices were not 
controlled. Now, it seems that the regulation-in
flated demand for heating oil can no longer be 
considered a by-product, as refiners are forced 
to divert gasoline sµpplies to its production. 

The government has done more to kill the 
natural gas market than simply regulate its price. 
Mexico recently discovered one of the largest gas 
reserves ever, and was quite willing to sell it to 
us. Chief energy fascist James Schlesinger, re
torted in his usual, insolent manner, that their 
price was "too high." President Lopez .Portillo, 

. justifiably insulted by The Department of Ener
gy's (DOE) arrogant snub, stuck it to our "lead
ers" by deciding to flare away the 'gas rather. 
than sell it to us at our price. The American, 
State has done everything in its power to stop 
the flow of cheap, clean, plentiful natural gas to 
the American consumer. When one -realizes that 

• natural gas supplies alone would drastically re
duce our peed for imports, the significance of 
this effort becomes clear. 

But why the emphasis on oil imports? The 
reason for our massive import bill also becomes 
apparent when we examine who existing tax pol
icies benefit. First, realize that the cost of Mid
dle Eastern (and other OPEC) oil is not nearly 
as cheap as it appears on the surface. The U.S. 
maintains a massive military presence for the 
purpose of "safeguarding American interests," 
that is, conspiring with ruling classes of our cli
ent states to coercively perpetuate our economic 
exploitation of Third Wqrld nations. Could oil 
companies maintain their presence in these na
tions without American troops? Probably not, at 
least in such a way that in effect grants Big Oil 
permanent hegemony. In any case, the present 
oil companies ought to solve their own security 
problems without robbing the American taxpay
er and terrorizing the rest of the world. Another 
"subsidy" is the foreign tax credit. This credit 
enables the oil companies to pay virtually no 
taxes on imported oil,· while paying the full rate 
on domestic production. Actually the govern
ment built a protective tax wall around the oil 
companies operating overseas by allowing them 
to pay almost no taxes. While_ to- Libertarians 
any tax cut is good, regardless of who gets it, oil 
companies receive more capital under the pres
ent system than they would on the free market 
....,., because tax policies, not actual market condi
tions, provide !he incentive for investment. For
eign oil consumption has been encouraged at the 
expense of domestic. Now that half our oil 
comes through the Persian Gulf, paranoid propa
ganda has come spewing out of the State Depart
ment citing how the "free market" has made us 
dependent upon foreign oil. This dependence 
now provides the justification for such imperial
istic adventures - as having a permanently strike 
force ready to def end the Middle Eastern oil 
well from "extremists." Dependence on oil im
ports has ipven birth to other state boondoggles,·· 
not the least of which is the new DOE . "emer
gency oil reserye." Following the 1973 embargo, 
Washington bureaucrats decided that a billion 

( continued on page 5) 



( continued from page 4 J 
barrel strategic oil reserve buried in Louisiana 
salt domes was necessary to insulate America 
from another embargo. Six years and ten billion 
dollars later, only seventy million (less than one 

• tenth the total) barrels had been stored. What's 
worse, the reserve, supposedly available for 
emergencies, wasn't available to stand in during 
the recent Iranian oil cirsis. The DOE, it seems, 
forgot to install a pumping system to take the 
oil out. Meanwhile, at the peak of the Iranian oil 
shortage, oil was flowing into the domes at the 
rate of 100,000 barrels a· day, one-fifth of the 
actual,500,000 Iranian shortage! 

Most analyses of the energy crisis, including 
most Libertarian ones, limit their inquest to the 
examination of how government limits the fur
ther exploitation of petroleum. Few, however, 
examine how the state controls research and de
velopment, thereby depriving us of those energy 
alternatives_ which could potentially liberate us 
from dependence on fossil fuels. The primary 

Sandinistas 
( continued from page 3 ) 

John Rousselot ( John Birch Society member), 
Rep. Larey P. McDonald (' 4New Right" lumin
ary), and American Conservative Union hacks 
Bob . Bauman and John Ashbrook, not to men
tion Rep. Jack Kemp and Rep. Barry Goldwater, 
Jr. (a chip off the old block, to say the least.) 
(For more on Ron Paul's recruitment into the 
"Nicaragua Lobby", see this issue's Vanguard 
Viewpoint.) 

NOT A CUBAN IN SIGHT 

This crude red-baiting, elevated to the high
est levels of US foreign policy decision-making, 
is exactly what the US State Department pro
ceeded to engage in as it became clear, this 
week, th_at Somoza and his rotten system are 
doomed. "U.S. Asserts Cubans Are Supplying 
And Training Rebels in Nicaragua" said the 
headline on page 1 of the June 23rd New York 

_ Times. "In some cases," said the Times, "the ev
idence of Cuban . involvement that - was cited 
seemed sketchy, with kdministration officials 
maintaining that Havana's role in the conflict 
had been confirmed by 'intelligence reports'." 
Clearly, the Carter administration is getting des
perate; nobody believes this kind of obvious 
fraud, probably not even Ron Paul and cer
tainly not various elements withinr the State De
partment itself, according the New York Times, 
which stated: 

One high ranking Administration official 
sald there was "some evidence" to sug
gest that Cuban units, numbering dozens 
and possibly scores, were taking part in 
the fighting, but other officials said th·e 
evidence stemmed from information pro-

• vided by the Nicaraguan government. 
"We have no direct evidence of Cubans 
on the ground," a White House official 
said. 

The • Nicaraguan provisional government, set 
up by the Broad Opposition Front, was quick to 
deny the charges. "Washington has to talk about 
Cuba in order to justify intervention in Nicar
agua," said Sergio Ramirez Mercado, a member 
of the provisional rebel government, (and a 
member of the Group 12, made up of civic and 
business leaders) in a conversation with the New 
York Times. "If Cuba had been giving us help 
and armaments, we'd have won the war a long 
time ·ago," said Mercado. "I understand that 
President Carter was iold that three of the junta 
members were trained -and educated in Cuba. 
Actually, three of the junta members were edu
cated. in the United States." . 

The US charge of Cuban subversion echoed 
what Somoza has been saying all along, and 
came just :as the Sandinista offensive was reach
ing a critical point. As soon as the rebels take 
the southern city of Rivas - "the target of a 
drive by_ about 700 well-armed rebels who have 
CJ?ssed into Ni~aragua from Costa Rica" - they 

• means the state impedes alternatives is ironical
ly enough, through it subsidization of research 
and development. By subsidizing research, the 
state (ruling class) gains control of the patents 
and can legally prevent these ideas from becom
ing marketed. One potential energy alternative, 
alcohol, is permanently crippled by government 
laws which tax alcohol used as fuel at the same 
rates as that used for human consumption. 

The power elite craves a set-up whereby 
they receive a continuous flow of income. By 
"upping the ante" they can make sure no one 
can "compete" with their racket. Oil companies, 
after they have successfully used state power to 
limit gas production, have a public dependent 
upon them for not only their heat in winter and 
cooling in summer, but for transportation, food 
supply (fertilizers are made of petroleum) plas
tics and even their clothes. Through government, 
the power elite has created a petroleum-based 
economy, controlled by New York and other big 
banking interests. Thus, it is now relatively easy 
for them to hold Us hostage. 

A free-market in energy would not only 
bring more oil and natural gas to the market, it 
would allow alternative energy sources to com
pete with oil on an equal basis. All energy al
ternatives should receive the same tax reduc
tions as imported oil presently does. Govern
ment research and development should be 
scrapped entirely. The present patent system 
should also be scrapped in favor of copyrights 
which do not give the holder an absolute mon
opoly over his invention. (The first inventor gets 
a 17 year monopoly under a patent. A copyright 
holder simply prohibits a buyer from copying a 
product; it does not prohibit another inventor 
from inventing it independently.) In addition, 
the present push for government synthetic oil 
development schemes must be stopped dead in 
its tracks. The sooner we are able to liquidate, 
the massively scaled, government subsidized en
ergy rip-offs, the sooner the free mark~t will 
bring about true innovations in energy produc
tion - which will liberate us from global Imper
ialism and the power elite. 

edly strong in Esteli and Leon, oppose large
scale attacks now, which they consider suicidaL" 
Yes, there is a Stalinist, pro Cuban element; a 

~ stodgy, cautious minority. 
• ~ • Daniel Ortega Saavedra, 35, member of the 

Frente National Directorate, quoted by the In
ternational Bulletin as desiring: "a democratic 
government that joins together all those who 
fought against Somoza. In the past, there were 
those who wanted a more radical change to fol
low the fall of Somoza. Now we see that this is 
not possible for a number of geopolitical rea-
sons." (11/6/78) • 
• Eden Pastora, the popular "Commander Ze-

i-.--------;.;.;,_,.;.;.;;;,;.,;,;;, ..... ______ """'.""'41 ro", who lead a daring raid on Somoza's rubber-
stamp "National Legislature" last year, com
mander of the Frente armed forces, who has tak
en on an increasingly visible role as Sandinista 
spokesperson. International Bulletin reports: 

are expected to officially proclaim the new pro
visional government, possibly in the city of 
Leon, a rebel stronghold in the north. Mexico, 
Costa Rica and Panama ~ which have already 
cut ties with Somoza - are expected to be the 
first nations··to recognize the 'new-government. 

WHO ARE THE 
SANDINISTAS? 

To look at the make-up of the Provisional 
Government - i.e., to loQk at the facts - is to 
dispel the Cold Warrior image-m~:mgering which 
is wont to label any South American not a cau
dillo as a Fidelista, or worse. Let us take them 
one by one: 

• Alfonso Robelo Callefas, a wealthy industri
alist, the leader of last year's business strike or
ganized around the demand for Somoza's im
mediate resignation, leader of the Nicaraguan 
Democratic Movement. This group defends the 
right to private property, although to what ex-

• tent is not yefknown; it has; at least, been crit~ 
ical of the two Sandinista leftist factions on this 
question. 
• Violetta Barrios de Chamorro, 49, widow of 

the martyred Pedro Joaquin Chamorro, de
scribed by the New York Times as "the conser
vative editor of the opposition newspaper, La 
Prensa." Mrs. Chamorro , is a political "moder
ate", according to the International Bulletin. 
• Sergio Ramirez Mercado, 34, formerly Sec

retary General of Costa Rica's Central American 
University, a member of the Group of 12 (i.e. 
the tercerista, non-Marxist nationalist faction of 
the Frente.) 
• Moises Hassan Morales, 36, a university pro

fessor and leader of the National Patriotic Front, 
which is a coalition of the two other ieacHng 
Sandinista tendencies - the Proletarian Tenden
cy (Castroite) and the Prolonged People's War 
Tendency (rural guerrilla Stalinists.) As the In
ternational Bulletin put it: "The other two fac
tions of the FSLN have much lower profiles. 
The Proletarian Tendency has criticized the 
Terceristas for encouraging the.September insur
rection before people were properly prepared to • 
def end themselves, and both it and the Pro
longed People's War Tendency, which is report-

"Venezuelan and Panamanian aid for the FSLN 
are contingent on his leadership, presumably be-. 
cause he has continually emphasized his non
communist politics and his desire to see a 'Cos-

. ta Rican-type democracy in Nicaragua'." 

WILL CARTER 
INTERVENE? 

The Carter Administration is attempting to 
orchestrate the Nicaraguan revolution, just like 
it orchestrated the • Egyptian-Israeli "peace" 
talks. Cringing before his conservative critics, 
who have been atta'cking his virtually meaning
less SALT II treaty, Carter is desperate to shore 
up his failing image as a formidable statesman in 
time for the 1980 elections. When his manipula'
tions fail - and they will, because the Sandinis
tas are not about to be bullied on the eve of 
their victory - armed intervention-is not out of 
the question. _ 

Libertarians oppose any and all intervention 
in the affairs of other countries. While we do not 
give unconditional, political or military support 
to any faction of the FSLN or the Broad Oppo
sition Front, there are many elements within the 
anti-Somoza forces which are capable of build
ing a society which may one day prove hospita
ble to an international revolutionary libertarian 
movement. To these elements, - the Tercerista 
faction of the FSLN and the Nicaraguan Demo
cratic Movement of Alfonso Robelo Callejas -
the Libertarian Party Radical Caucas gives qual• 
ified, critical support, contingent on the future 
pr.ograms and actions of the groups.· • 

Somoza, and his clones in South Korea, in 
the Phillipines, in Thailand, in North Yemen, are 
part of what is laughingly, or cynically, referred 
to as "the Free World." But Libertarians know 
that the "Free World" has yet to be born. Rad
ical libertarians know that only an international 
revolutionary libertarian movement, consciously 
dedicated to the overthrow of statism and .organ
ized into an independent political force, can lead 
to the creation of a truly Free World. 5 



NAMIBIA-
Minister John Vorster. In recent-years, however, 
the UN - led by Third World nations - has 
called for an end to South African domination 
of Namibia; the terms of the mandate did not 
grant South Africa hegemony for all time. UN
supervised elections, to be held at some indeter
minate future date, were among the provisions 
of that mandate. 

Perhaps South Africa's reluctance to part 
with its colony has something to do with Nam
ibia's enormous, virtually untapped mineral re
sources; diamonds, copper, cadmium, zinc, lead, 
tin, and uranium. The largest uranium mine in 
the world is in Namibia, which has an estimated 

, Gross National Product of $1.2 billion, with a 
population of less than a million people, (90,000 
of those people are white.) 

Since 1977, the US has been intervening dip
lomatically in the Namibian situation, acting as a 
"go-between", with the South Africans on one 
side, and SW APO on the other. 

SWAPO's position, at the outset, called for • 
the withdrawal of all South African troops from 
Namibia, and international elections. Under 
pressure from US officials, however, SW APO a
greed to the continued presence of 1500 South 
African troops on Namibian soil; the key ques
tion of what would happen to Mulvis Bay, which 
the South Africans want to hold on to, was left 
deliberately vague. 

But the South Africans would have none of 
it. Prime Minister Pieter Botha - a fanatical de
fender of apartheid, leader of the militarist wing 
of South Africa's ruling National Party - is in
tent on creating an alliance of white minority
controlled states (Rhodesia and Namibia) and 
black puppet regimes (in Botswana, Swaziland, 
Baustoland, and other "independent" states un
der the "protection" of the South African 
armed forces.) According to a series of articles 
by Anthony Sampson in the London Observer, 
the CIA is helping the South African govern
ment secure weapons; apparently the CIA has 
cooperated with BOSS (South Africa's secret 
police) for a number of years. South African Af
rikaners are going "into the laager", in a last 
ditch attempt to maintain the odious system of 
apartheid and white minority rule. 

Namibia's "interim" government - which is 
now proclaimed as the "legal" government, the 
permanent democratic cover for South African 
imperialism - provides a rather thin cloak of re
spectability for the armed occupation of an en
tire nation. 

According to reports published in Front
lines, (May and June), a political party claiming 
to be libertarian entered the phony December 
elections; Ben Pillay's Namibian Christian Dem
ocratic Party polled 9073 votes, and gained a 
single seat in the 50-member "National Assem
bly". Although Frontlines mentioned that the 
NCDP is in favor of destroying the power of the 
"pull-peddlers" and opening the state-controlled 
economy up to free competition, the question 

_of South Africa's military presence is not even 
raised. Tile NCDP's participation in the fraudu
lent "elections" states the party's objective po
sition - collaboration with the colonialist re
gime - whatever the party's stated position 
might be. Although the Frontlines article indi
cates that the NCDP is planning a merger with 
something called the "Namibian People's Liber
ation Front" (NPLF), and that the new Liber
tarian Party of Namibia will adopt the 1978 
LPUSA platform - how the Namibian "Liber
tarians" intend to deal with the question of 
South Afrcian imperialism and the legacy of col
onialism is largely an unknown factor. 

One thing is clear: no Libertarian Party wor
thy of the name would provide a democratic 
cover for Botha's militarist schemes. To partici
pate in staged elections - "elections" where crit-~ 
ics of the regime-are deported, and where cer
tain political parties are banned - is worse than 
futile. it is criminal. Ben Pillay, leader of the 
NCDP, is reportedly an admirer of the philoso- , 
phy of Ayn Rand; taking the NCDP's participa
tion in the "elections" in the context of the 
South African occupation, perhaps he has for
gotten Rand's concept of "the sanction of the 
victim•~ - the idea, central to her philosophy, 
that evil has power only insofar as the good col-
laborate with it. • 

LIBERTARIANS? 

No libertarian movement, in any country, 
can ally itself with the forces of colonialism and • 
imperialism; for an African libertarian move
ment to do so is pure suicide. The great majority 
of the people in the South African "captive na
tions" of Rhodesia, Namibia, and the "protec
torates" are black; to endorse white minority 
rule, to endorse the legitimacy of a mock "Na
tional Assembly" which refuses to hold properly 
supervised elections, is to betray the most basic 
principles of libertarianism. What Namibia needs 
is a Libertarian Party which will call for th~· 
withdrawal of all South African troops, interna-· 
tionally - supervised elections in which all par-
ties are allowed to participate, Md a comprehen
sive land reform program. This last point is abso
lutely essential: land grabbed by the big imper
ialist powers, before and after two world wars, 
must revert back to Namibians. There is not a 
single acre of land in Namibia which was not 
seized, at some point, by Europeans, at the 
point of a gun. To talk about "opening up the 
field to competition", as Pillay does, is to begin 
somewhere in the middle. The real owners of the 
land which yields several billion dollars worth of 
uranium per year from one mine alone are not 
now receiving the benefits of that tremendous 
wealth; to speak of free "competition" among 
the various European and American companies 
which have, at one time or another, bludgeoned 
their way into Namibia is to speak of competi
tion among thieves. 

No information on the Namibian People's 
Liberation Front, or its position on Namibia's 

fight for real independence from South Africa, is 
available as we go to press. According to vague 
reports in Frontlines, Pillay and the leaders of 
the NPLF are attempting to finance the Liber
tarian Party of Namibia by going into some sort 
of business enterprise; at present, they are ac
tively soliciting money from American libertar
ians, although the NCDP/NPLF merger is uncer-
tain as is the group's position on a number of 
important issues. , 

While Libertarian Vanguard and the Liber
tarian Party Radical Caucus (LPRC) are actively 
interested in building an international libertar
ian movement - especially in Third World coun
tries - the importance of a consistently anti-col
onialist program to such a movement -cannot be 
over-emphasized. In the context of the Third 
World, it is not enough to advocate the privati
zation of industry - because most' of the land, 
the very basis of industry and of economic life 
itself, has been stolen from its original owners. 
The LPRC cautions its readers to withhold sup
port, both political and financial, from the so
called "Namibian Libertarian Party" until its po
sition on these questions is clarified; in particu
lar, we are-seeking further clarification concern
ing its view of the "elections" and the legitimacy 
of the "National Assembly". 

A "Libertarian" party of Namibia complete
ly uninvolved in the battle for national libera
tion - and completely involved in serving as a 
token opposition in a rubberstamp legislature -
is a contradiction in terms. Marxism has carried 
the banner of anti-colonialism and national self
determination in the Third World long enough; 
the dismal record of the socialist camp in this re
gard, the accelerating pace of both Soviet and 
Chinese Communist imperialism on an interna
tional scale, means that libertarians the world 
over ought to take up the cause that should have 
been their's in the first place. We must build an 
international revolutionary libertarian move
ment as a third force in the world; we must 
build an independent alternative to the three 
Superpowers and their political operatives on 
the one hand, and the neo-feudal, indigenous 
tyrannies represented by the racist Botha regime 
on the other hand. This rules out collaboration 
with any attempt by these forces to deny colon
ized peoples the right to national self:.«:ietermin
ation. When the line of demarcation is drawn 
be-tween the forces of imperial statism and the 
fighters for complete independence, it is clear 
which side of the barricades libertarians must be 
on. In Namibia, and in every country in the 
world, we have a single choice: either we sup
port national liberation, free elections, _and a 
just land reform system - or else we become 
irrelevant, and objectively reactionary. 

What choice the Namibian "Libertarian" 
Party has. made - or will make in the future - is 
still an unanswered question. Libertarian Van
guard will keep the movement informed of 
events in Namibia, and the response of the Nam
ibian "Libertarians", as new information be
comes available. 
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On June 19th, in San Francisco's Mission 
High School auditorium, a capacity crowd of 
1800 listened, rapt, as Dr. Thomas Szasz deliv
ered a blistering denunciation of American psy
chiatry and the. "diminished capacity" defense· 
which provided the jury in the trial of Dan 
White with a legal cover for a light sentence. 

The event, co~ponsored by the San Francis
co Libertarian Party and the national office of 
Students for a Libertarian Society, was the most 
successful event in the local organization's histo
ry. A few days later, a poll conducted by the 
San Francisco· Examiner revealed an astonishing 
statistic. Without being presented with a list of 
names, San Francisco voters were asked who 
they supported for District Attorney; only ten 
percent had preferences, one way or another. 
Out of that ten percent,· 1 % indicated they 
would vote for Carol Ruth Silver, now viewed 
by many as the major "liberal" contender. The 
same poll showed 1% would vote for Bart Lee, 
the Libertarian candidate.· 

The event, emceed by SFLP chairperson 
Christine Dorfi, started off with a speech by Su
pervisor Qarol Ruth Silver, who denounced the 
lenient verdict in the Dan White case, and 
praised the Libertarian Party for being "the 

east that causes so often to bubble up the most 

Szasz answers questions from the audience 

pressing issues of our day-~ 
Then Eric Garris spoke, on behalf of the in

itiative committee to abolish the Vice Squad; he 
was followed by Bart Lee, LP candidate for Dis
trict Attorney. Both Garris and Lee emphasized 
the San Francisco Libertarian Party's major proj
ect: the abolition of San Francisco's "Vice" 
Squad. 

LPRC Central Committee member Justin 
Raimondo's speech caused a stir, evoking en
thusiastic applause from most of the audience, 
and stunned silence from tne more 0 moderate" 
gay Democrats. (For the, full text of the speech, 
see the lead editorial in Vanguard Viewpoint.) 

Ed Clark, the LP's candidate for G~yernor 
in last year's gubernatorial; election, got a great 
response when he quoted the National Review 

article which called libertarians "kooks, neurot
ics, and perverts." Clark said that gay people 
have always played a leading role in Party af
fairs,· and made it clear that we refuse to kow
tow to bigotry, from National Review or from 
within our own ranks. Then, he introduced the 
star of the evening: Dr. Thomas Szasz. 

In his charming accent, which added an off
beat note to his crystalline, sardonic style, Dr. 
Szasz excoriated the psychiatric profession for 
liquidating the concept of responsibility, con
demned the collaborating of the State in this 
treacherous effort to liquidate justice, and de
nounced psychiatric "science" which has always 
been the theology of the homophobes. 

After taking a rapt audience - which several 
times punctuated the high points of his speech 
with sustained applause - through the history 
of psychiatry's relationship to the State, and the 
history of the phony concept of "mental ill
ness", Szasz lit into the Dan White verdict: 

"'Good people - people with fine back
grounds - simply. don't kill people in cold 
blood,' was Schmidt's typicAJ phrase for inter
preting, to jury and press alike, what 'really' 
happened to Dan White," said Szasz. '"Seeing 
Mrs. White,' wrote a reporter for the San Fran
cisco Chronicle, it was impossible for the jury 

not to believe that White came from the same 
decent, hard working background that they, the 
jury, shared and admired. Repeatedly, Schmidt 
used the word background." 

"'Background' was, indeed, the code~word. 
For what? Primarily for straight (as against gay) 
- and secondarily, for white, Christian police
men (as against balck, Jewish, "deviant"): If this 
reasoning - which the prosecution never chal
lenged and hence the jury readily accepted ..,.. is 
allowed to stand, no heterosexual, married, po
liceman, jogger will ever be convicted of first 
degree ~urder in America again. Homosexuals, 
unmarried men, men with poor personal habits, 
and who are not policemen - such men will, of 
course, be liable for conviction of first degree 
murder." 

After the speech· - which ended in a sus
tained standing ovation for Szasz - the ques
tion-and-answer period went on for quite some 
time .. Many people lingered, reading LP litera
ture and asking questions. Over 60 copies of 
Libertarian Vanguard were sold by LPRC hawk
ers; several people joined the Party on the spot; 
many others took the opportunity to help the 
Party get on the ballot by registering Libertar
ian. 

This is the kind of success that comes with 
outreach efforts to minority groups with strong 
- but usually inarticulated - grievances against 
the State. This is the kind of thing the Party 
should - and will - do on a national level, as 
the gay population becomes more politicized 
and more aware of its own power. The event · 
would not have been possible without the in
valuable aid and advice of Roy Childs, editor 
of Libertarian Review. LPRC Central Commit
tee members Eric Garris, Justin Raimondo were 
responsible for coordinating publicity, and mak
ing various arrangements. Christine Dorffi han
dled volunteers, and Bill Thomas handled peti
tioning for the Vice Squad· Abolition initiative 
ballot drive. 



swer 

After the publication of the second issue of 
Libertarian Vanguard, we received the following 
letter, which is printed in full below. 

July 3, 1979 

Dear Libertarians, 

Recently I received a copy of the Lib
ertarian Vanguard, with an invitation to 
subscribe, and further to participate as a 
member in the "Radical Caucus". 

I appreciated receiving the Vanguard 
which I enjoyed reading, and I have ~ 
particular question to which I would 
welcome your response. 

You describe yourself as "revolution
ary." It is not clear, in. the context, 
whether you are merely speaking ideo
logically, in the sense of seeing your
selves as radical pioneers, or whether 
you are speaking politically, in the sense 
of planning to achieve your ultimate 
ends through violent action. 

A clear, unequivocal clarification would 
be much appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Nathaniel Branden 

The following is our response ... 

When Libertarian Vanguard describes the 
politics of the LPRC as "revolutionary", we are 

by JUSTIN R41MONDO 

has no other option. 

The statist system has a dynamic all its own. 
Of course, libertarians know that, in reality, the 
abstraction "statist system" can be broken down 
into irreducible ·components - the individual hu
man beings who populate the corridors of the 
state apparatus, the bureaucratic ruling caste and 
their sycophants, once known as "the aristocra
cy of pull". Although this new class is constant
ly at war with itself - as various gangs make a 
simultaneous grab for the till - it is united a
round its own class interests. 

This new class has, actually, but a single in
terest: the maintainance of its own power. Thus, 
the first law of the statist system is, in summary: 
the state exists to protect the interests of a pow
er elite. The corollary to that is: in order to pro
tect and defend the interests of the bureaucratic 
caste, state power must constantly expand. 

Given these premises, a scenario of the not
so-distant future begins to emerge. Certainly, 
this country _has already begun to feel the econ-

. 
'We are revolutionaries 

in the political sense, 
because we realize that 
the ruling class is not 
about to permit itself to 
be voted out of power. .. '' 

speaking both in the ideological and in the polit- •------------------1 
ical sense of that word. r 

The exact phrasing of your question, how
ever, reveals a serious misunderstanding of the 
dynamics of revolutionary change, and needs to 
be examined. The phrase ,"or whether you are 
speaking politically, in the sense of planning to 
achieve your ultimate ends through violent ac
tion" implies that, somehow, those who see 
themselves as political revolutionaries believe 
that violent action, and violent action alone 
is all that is necessary to achieve our "ultimat~ 
ends." No, we most emphatically do not be
lieve that a few well-placed bombs will eradicate 
statism. 

The basis of our strategic vision is our anal
ysis of the nature and history of the State. We 
see that all of humanity is basically divided up 
into two classes, the rulers and the ruled the , 
State versus the people. The bottom line is this· 
historically, no ruling class has ever given up it; ' 
power voluntarily. Ultimately, the ruling class in 
this country will have to be forced to give up 
that power; and if Liberty is to replace statism 
after the revolution, then a revolutionary liber
tarian movement must lead that final struggle. 

In order to preserve itself, the statist system 
is constantly seeking to increase its own power; 
at home, and abroad, the power of the American 
State has been expanding at an expoential rate 
since the end of World War I. It is important to 
understand that, at this point, the system can do 
nothing else: the ruling elite, having unleashed 
forces it can neither imderstand nor command 
8 , 

omic consequences of accelerating statism • the 
~olitical co~sequences are not too hard to i~ag-' 
me. There 1s nothing immutable in the following 
scenario projected over the next few decades• 
we'll leave determinism to the Marxists and ali 
the rest of the mummified ideologues. If the rul
ing class plays its cards right, it will move slowly 
(but surely), easing th«; leash gently (but firmly) 
around our necks - only the elite's stupidity, 
only a sudden, sweeping, blatantly obvious pow
er-grab could outrage the American tradition 
sufficiently to set the statist timetable back. 

Given that the power elite doesn't show its 
hand too soon, at some point in the future his
tory of this country the last remnants of "de
mocracy" - democratic elections, a free press,. 
the entir~ Bill of Rights - will be swept away. 

-After gomg through the transitional period of 
th " • ed" • e mix economy and growmg social con-
trols, a point will be reached, and passed, that 
marks the end of the "republican" form of 
statism. 

At that point, the "imperial" form of stat
ism will be formally instituted - although the 
rituals and conceits of democracy will probably 
be maintained, just as they are in the Soviet Un
ion. Statism will then burst into full blossom· . , 
and, simultaneously, start to decay. The defining 
characteristic of this "imperial" period will be 
the rise of an international American Empire. In 
order to resolve - if only temporarily - the e
normous contradicitons of ever-increasing stat-

ism, the ruling class will turn its sights • on the 
rest of the world, will turn to unabashed mili
tarism, in order to further centralize its own 
power at home and def end its interests abroad. 

In short, the historical pattern of developing 
statism is one of increasing consistency: from 
pseudo-capitalist ''democracy" to the social 
democratic "mixed economy" to full-fledged 
imperial statism, the progression is clear. 

The rise of the libertarian movement during· 
this transitional period is itself a symptom of the 
times we are living in. The movement is growing, 
it seems, at almost the same rate as the general 
state of crisis. The crisis of the welfare state is 
the crisis of transition; in reality, controls can
not coexist with freedom. It is one, or the other. 
Since controls always require yet more controls 
- and given the class interests of the "public sec
tor" - full-fledged totalitarianism is only a mat
ter of time. 

The economic and political· consequences of 
the progression of statism will tear the very fab
ric of American society to shreds, and transform 
the social landscape for ever. As the social and 
economic manipulations . and contradictions 
characteristic of statism sharpen the rift between 
the ruling class and the great ma&ses of people -
as the objective conditions come to dramatize 
the real, political class divisions in this country 
and around the world ~ at that time the con
sciousness of the public will be raised to the 
point where it is no longer premature to raise 
the banner of revolution. 

Of course, the situation is in reality much 
more complex than outlined here; the questions 
addressed in this brief reply certainly do not 
cover all the areas that need to be covered. The 
construction of a libertarian theory of revolu
tion, based on a libertarian class analysis - i.e: 
an ideology which integrates theory and practice 
fully and consistently - is the reason for Liber
tarian Vanguard and the LPRC. Such a theory 
cannot be created in a vacuum; to a large extent, 
it must be discovered in the process of political 
struggle. TQ rally all those who can be rallied a
round a revolutionary libertarian perspective, 
and around a single organization, are the precon
ditions of that struggle. 

Yes, Mr. Bl.landen, we are revolutionaries. we· 
are revolutionaries in the ideological sense, be
cause we are truly pioneering the unknown; be-

• cause we are seeking to discover, and'implement, 
a strategy for liberty. We-are revolutionaries in 
the political sense, because we realize that the 
ruling class is not about to permit itself to be 
voted out of power, and that the defense of 
liberty will require much more than a battle at 
the polls. 

We are revolutionaries who look forward to 
the day predicted by Ragnar Danneskjold, in 
Atlas Shrugged: 

• ' 

"One of _these eenturies," be said, tumin1 to 
them for a moment, "the brutes, public or pri
vate, who believe that they can rule their bet
ters by force, will learn the lesson of what hap
pens when l>rute force encounters mind and 
force." • 



l#lNGUARD VIEWPOINT 

The following is the text of a speech deliv
ered by Libertarian Vanguard editor Justin Rai
mondo to a crowd of 1800 who gathered in San 
Francisco on June 19th -to hear Dr. Thomas 
Szasz speak out on the Dan White verdict (see 
the story on this event elsewhere in this issue.) 

It isn't very often that anything rational, or 
coherent, concerning the gay community comes 
out in the straight press. I would like to read 
you an outstanding exception to that rule, sec
tions of an article that appeared in a recent issue 
of the New Republic: 

The May 21 riot was political in two sen
ses: first, it explicitly addressed the issue of jus
tice, which, if we follow Plato, is the most fun
damental C!ltegory of political analysis. The 
crowd at City Hall shouted repeatedly, "We 
want justice." Second, it required abstraction. 
The individuals who rioted, unlike those who 
protested police harrassment at the Stonewall, 
a gay bar in New York City, 10 years ago, did 
not themselves face any immediate or tangible 
imposition. They had to think abstractly, in
deed almost technically, to get from a verdict 
of voluntary manslaughter to their act of civil 
disobedience. Reasoning of this sort presumes 
that a significant group in the population has 
become aware not merely of its own existence, 
but also of it rights and power. The riot, I can't 
help feeling, marks a kind of political coming of 
age for homosexuals in San Francisco and, vi
cariously, throughout the country ... 

It is astonishing to me that this kind of 
clear-headed, common sense appraisal of May 
21st did not come out of the gay press, did not 
come out • of the . mouths of our so-called gay 
"leaders". We have heard everything about the 
night of May 21st from our self-proclaimed gay 
"leadership" - everything but the truth. 

We have heard, from certain officials and 
their gay appointees, that the riot was the work 
of "provocateurs", and that it was a "setback". 
We have heard, from certain quarters, that the 
rioters were "acting like a bunch of heterosex
uals,., 

But we all know what the truth is. We all 
know that the riot was the climax of police re
pression which had been going on since Mayor 
Feinstein took office. We all know that when we 
drove the cops off Castro Street, and out of our 

·community, far from being a setback, it was a 
great victory. Fear of a straight backlash, coming 
mostly from the gay cheering section of the 
Democratic Party, is a self-fulfilling prophecy: 
there will be a backlash if we show the least sign 
of hesitation, there will be • a backlash if we do 
not stand united behind the gains of May 21st, 
there will be a backlash if we strike a posture of 
weakness in the face of bigotry, injustice, and 
tear gas. 

Instead of waiting around for the backlash, 
the gay commµnity must take the offensive; we 
must unite behind a program designed to roll 
back the political power of the San Francisco 
Police Department. In light of the events of 
May • 21st, the campaign to abolish the Vice 
Squad is the obvious way to go. That gang of 
thugs - which trashed the Elephant Walk bar, 
took over the street, and beat several gay sisters 
and brothers to a bloody pulp - needs to be cut 
down to size. Five million dollars per year is 
spent by a Vice Squad whose sole purpose is to 
harrass gay people and others engaged in peace
ful, voluntary activities - while gay people are 
being attacked by thugs, both in and out of uni- • 
form, in the streets of their own community. I 
am appealing to each and every one of you: we 
must stand united against a common enemy. We 
must stand united in a broad-based campaign to 

• defend and expand the gains of-May 21st by a-

bolishing the Vice Squad and thus striking a 
blow against those who dream, in their heart of 
hearts, of a police state. I cannot urge ypu 
strongly enough: sign the petition, and get in
volved in the campaign. We must fight back -
and this is the way to do it. 

If only 100 people in this room get 100 sig
natures on the petitfon to abolish the Vice 
Squad - if you take an hour to do it at the Gay 
Freedom Day Parade - we can get it on the bal
lot. All you have to do is go to the sign-up table 
in the lobby, after this event, and volunteer an 
hour of your time. We must learn the lessons of 
May 21st; we must unite, just as we did in the 
fight against Prop. 6, behind a concerted effort 
that will teach the Powers That Be a lesson they 
will never forget. Imagine, if you will, the look 
on Diane Feinstein's face after we win. If that 
doesn't motivate you, then I don't know what 
will. 

Representative Ron Paul is well known in 
the Libertarian movement as, unofficially, "one 
of our own." Unofficially, because he is a Re
publican - not a Libertarian - congressman 
from Texas; a favorite speaker at Libertarian 
Party events, his views on matters other than 
party affHiation supposedly more than made up 
for this particular oversight. The aura of his of
fice - the aura of a victor, even if only by a
round 200 votes - was overwhelming, as was the 
unspoken-but-obvious hint that maybe he just 
might defect from the GOP ... 

If you have not read the front page story on 
the progress of the Nicaraguan revolution, I sug
gest that you do so; read for yourself the full 
text of a full-page political advertisement which 
appeared in the New fork Times and the Wash
ington Post. Calling for a resumption of US mil
itary and economic aid to the terrorist Somoza 
regime, intervention in order to stop the use of 
Costa Rican territory as a "staging ground" for 
the Sandinistas, not to mention another version 
of the Cuban "blockade" to "stop the influx of 
weapons and logistical support .. .from Cuba and 
Panama" - this typeset sabre-rattling was head
lined "PLEASE, MR. PRESIDENT - NOT AN
OTHER CUBA!" The pages of at least two wide
ly-read newspapers were furtlier defaced by a 
crude drawing of the long arm of Cuba superim
posed over an even cruder map of Central Amer
ica. You knew it was the long arm of Cuba be
cause a hammer-&-sickle was emblazoned the 

armband, and besides, it was coming from the 
general direction of Cuba as well. Gripped in a 
tightened fist was a mean-looking sickle, which 
was buried deep in the bleeding heart of Nicar
agua. Blood literally dripped downthrough Cos
ta Rica all the way to Venezuela ... 

Rep. Ron Paul was among the 75 Congress
persons who signed that statement, which stat
ed, among other things, that the dictator Somo
za is the "legal government" of Nicaragua. 

When contacted by Libertarian Vanguard, 
Paul's office informed us that Rep. Paul did not 
endorse points 2 and 3 of the statement, which 
called for intervention in Costa Rica and the re
sumption of aid to Somoza. However, the aide 
we spoke to insisted that Rep. Paul stood firmly 
behind the rest of the statement - which urged 
Carter to, somehow, stop alleged weapons influx 
from Cuba to Nicaragua, and which had the in
credible hypocrisy to call the downfall of Somo
za equivalent to condemning Nicaragua to "sys
tematic totalitarianism.'' 

The day before the . ad was published, the 
whole world watched as one-of Somoza's storm 
troopers blew an ABC-TV correspondent's 
brains out, after making him get down on his 
knees before a TV audience of millions. 

Rep. Paul is a Republican, and is therefore 
not answerable to us. It is also entirely possible 

• that he did not even read the statement before it 
was published; that possibility was certainly al
luded to in our conversation with Paul's Wash
ington office, although this unusually carefree 

• attitude ( obviously ra_re in Washington) was not 
actually admitted to. 

The fact that Paul is a Republican, and 
therefore immune from criticism would be a 
good argument if it weren't for the fact that 
Paul has been much-touted in certain quarters as 
"that libertarian Congressman from Texas", and 
is listed as a speaker at the LP National Conven-

. tion in Los Angeles Gust as he was at the 1977 
LP convention held in San Francisco.) 

The argument that he probably didn't even 
read the damn thing lets him off the hook, pro
vided he makes some sort of public statement re
versing his stand. But then, why did his office 
defend portions of the statement so strongly, es
pecially the most indefensible phrase of the 
year: "Your continued inaction and lack of sup
port for the Nicaraguan people and their legal 
government headed by Somoza"? 

This editorial would never have been written 
if this was the extent of our disagreement with 
the "libertarian" Congressman from Texas. Af
ter all, there are plenty of opportunists in the 
movement, with a much worse record than 
Paul's. After all, what do you expect from a Re
publican? 

Not much, apparently, if a recent fund-rais
ing letter sent out over Rep. Paul's letterhead 
bearing his _signature, is to be believed. The let~ 
ter was an appeal for money on behalf of Dale 
Bell, who is running against George McGovern in 
South Dakota, described in a brochure as one of 
Paul's congressional aides. After red-baiting Mc
Govern for several paragraphs, the letter gets in
to fag-baiting: 

On February 15, 1978, Senator George 
McGovern became the first U.S. Senator to 
make an appearance on behalf of the gay 
rights movement. McGovern told his audi
ence "the struggle for gay rights is a con
tinuation of earlier battles for the rights of 
women, blacks, and other minorities." 
McGovern further stated, "I had to accept 
this invitation because of the basic princi
ples you and I stand for in all struggles a
gainst discrimination." 

This, ironically enough, printed under a pho
to of McGovern and Fidel Castro - the leader of 
a country which puts gays in "re-education', 
camps. 

9 
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The pieces of the puzzle begin to fall into 

place when one looks at the description of Bell 
in the brochure which came with Paul's fund
raising pitch. Bell is a staff consultant for the 
National Conservative Political Action Commit~ 

· tee (NP AC), as well as a regional Director of the 
Conservative Caucus, two key organizations in 
Richard Viguerie's mail-order ultra-rightwing 
empire.• The dead-giveaway is Bell posing next to 
a picture of ace warmonger Ronal Reagan. 

The final piece in the puzzle falls neatly into 
place when the last item is submitted as evi
dence: Rep. Paul's membership on the national 
board of Christian Voice, the virulently anti-gay 
Christian fundamentalist lobby operating out of 
Washington, D.C. These are the same folks who 
want to make homosexuality illegal in every 
state in the Union, who want to impose their un
amusing idea of "morality" on TV and radio via 
federal regulation, who want to drag the rest of 
us along with them back into the dark ages. 

If there is some sort of rational explanation 
for these facts, other than the old-but-true story 
about the politician who sold out, Libertarian 
Vanguard would like to know about it. Unless 
and until such an explanation is forthcoming, we 
can only assume that Rep. Paul was not suffer
ing from a state of "diminished capacity" when 
he consented to let his name and prestige be 
used by the authoritarian jingoists on the Right. 

Although it it unlikely to have much effect, 
we would like to raise the question of whether 
·it is appropriate for Rep. Paul to speak at this 
year's Libertarian Party National Convention. 
While it is certainly true that a wide variety of 
non-libertarian speakers have appeared • at Na
tional Conventions in the past, it is also true that 
the principle of a noninterventionist foreign pol
icy (wnich means no military or political sup
port to butchers like Somoza) is central to liber
tarian political theory. In the context of· the 
present world situation, we cannot afford to be
come associated with the worst, most reaction-· 
ary elements who are hopelessly, utterly 
doomed. If we give a Somoza supporter a plat
form, how can we honestly hope to get our mes
sage across to Americans of Latin American ex
traction? If we excuse homophobia, or even col
loboration with its exponents, within our own 
ranks, then how can we in good conscience ask 
gay people to vote Libertarian? 

We urge the National Committee of the Lib
ertarian Party to act swiftly, and decisively, by 
asking for a retraction from Rep. Paul regarding 
the pro-Somoza ad - and a rational explanation 
for the somewhat 'surprising evidence of antigay 
bigotry. We further urge that Rep. Paul's invita- . 
tion as a speaker at the Los Angeles convention 
be withdrawn in the event that a full retraction 
is not forthcoming. The presence of Ron Paul as 
a featured speaker at a nationally-publicized e
vent like the LP National Convention is poten
tially damaging - but that is not our primary 
reason for calling on the National Committee to 
take this admittedly drastic measure - which is 
bound to stir up the totally irrelevant "central
ism-vs-decentralism" debate. Our major reason is 
that the presence of a pro-Somoza, antigay con
gressman as a speaker at a major Libertarian Par
ty event is a slap in the face of every gay liber
tarian; it is an insult to every libertarian and po
tential libertarian of Latin American blood 
whose sympathies rightfully are with the Sandin
ista freedom fighters. 

**************** 
Subscribers please note: This is our summer 
double issue, twice our usual size, effectively 
combining the June and July issues. The next 
issue, will be the September issue. 

**************** 10 

BYANYMEANS 
NECESSARY 

The following is the text of a speech given by Justin 
Raimondo in Chicago, July 4, at a rally sponsored 
by the Chicago Committee Against Registration 
and the Draft (CARD). 

Over 200 years ago, the people of this na
tion were fighting a war of national liberation a
gainst the biggest imperialist power of that era, 
England, then ruled by King George III. The 
kings and princes of Europe were trembling in 
their gilded castles, as the revolutionary ideas 
upheld by the New World swept the Old World 
like a storm Everywhere the earth was in chains 
- and everywhere, the spirit of revolution 
smoldered like an underground volcano, bursting 
to the surface in different forms and places; in 
France, Italy, and England itself. • 

Over 200 years later, in 1979, we have come 
full circle. Today, we ARE King George III, the 
biggest imperial power of this era. The kings and 
princes in Washington, Peking - and the Krem
lin - are trembling in their air-conditioned con
ference rooms as the revolutionary ideas upheld 
by anti-imperialists in every nation. sweep the 
earth like a storm. Everywhere, the earth is in 
chains - and everywhere the spirit of revolution 
smolders like an underground vorcano, bursting 
to the surface in different forms and places. It's 
happening in Nicaragua - where, at this very 
moment, a tyrant backed with US tax-dollars is 
bombing his own country back to the Stone Age 
in a futile attempt to cling to power. It is hap
pening all over the Third World, and it is even 
happening right here in this country - where a 
move to save the American Empire MUST mean 
a move to bring back the draft. 

They've been talking about it for months; 
and you better believe it isn't just talk.' Much has 
been said in this country about the lesson of 
Viet-Nam; but different people learn different 
things from the same events. The people of this 
country learned the real lesson of the war in 
Vietnam: which is, that intervention in the af. 
fairs· of other countries always leads to the exact 
opposite of its intended results. The rulers of 
this country, however, learned another kind of 
lesson: they learned that their puppet allies can
not be trusted to make the world safe for the 
American Empire. Where is Colonel Ky now? 
Where will Somoza be next month? - robabl 
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hanging by ·his heels from a lamppost! 
The draft is coming back: the power elite in 

this country is ilot about to give up its dreams of 
Empire. Too· much is at stake for them, this 
time. Iri a· last, desperate attempt to hold on to 
an empire from Korea, to the Phillipines, to the 
NATO countries of Western Europe, the generals 
and their flunkeys in Congress will have no 
choice but to bring back the draft IN FULL 
FORCE. The empire they want - bigger than all 
the dreams of Caesar - cotild never have a big 
enough Army. 

It isn't a question of if the draft is coming 
back. The real question is: what are we going to 
do about it once it does come back? 

In the England of King George III there was 
a growing anti-imperialist, laissez-faire move
ment which inspired the ideals of the American 
revolutionaries. They were the first libertarians, 
my intellectual ancestors; and it was they, alone, 
who led the fight against imperialism for a cen
tury, on the home ground of the biggest imperial 
power of that era. · 

In the America of Jimmy Carter we must 
build the same kind of movement: we must 
make sure American Gls NEVER GET TO Nic
aragu 1, never get to the Middle East, even if we 
have to close down every regional dra'rt office in 
the country to do it. There is a show-down com
ing over this: no matter how slowly they try to 
phase the draft back into full operation, no mat
ter how subtle they are, no matter how much 
they sugarcoat it, one day we're all going to 
wake up to the sight of an international Amer
ican Empire, an Empire on which the sun never 
sets, held together with a slave army and the 
threat of nuclear war. 

From that day forward, the gloves are off. 
• The time for action isJast approaching. We must 
begin to think about that day now; because 
when we decide to strike a blow here at the very 
heart of the Empire, it MUST be a blow heard· 
round the world. Do NOT put your faith in ap
peals to Congress - that pack of buzzards will 
send us down the river right after election day, 
and we all know it. Direct action is the only lan
guage the empire-builders understand. I cannot 
speak for any other group in the anti-draft coa
lition ... but I can pledge, right here and now, that 
Students for A Libertarian Society will actively 
resist the new draft by organizing massive civil 
disobedience actions. We will stand on the' 
strength of our revolutionary heritage ~ and we 
will take the path of our forefathers, if neces
sary, to fight the same fight they fought, and for 
the same reasons .. 

LPRCNOles 
It is the policy of the Central Committee of 

the LPRC that membership in either the Nation
al Libertarian Party, or one of the state LP or
ganizations, is a necessary condition of member
ship in the Radical Caucus. Although our politi
cal perspective was briefly outlined in "Who We 
Are" (see L V No . . 1) - and is implicit in every 
article published in this newspaper - a state
ment of general principles will be published in 
the September issue. The Radical Caucus will 
host a Hospitality Suite, and nightly meetings, at 
theLP National Convention; all LPRC members 
and their guests are invited to attend. LPRC 
members who are delegates to the National Con
vention should notify us, and should plan on at
tending LPRC strategy sessions at the Conven
tion; LPRC members who have ideas or propo
sals concerning our activities at this event are en
couraged to contact us. We plan to have an in
formation booth in the huckster room, and we 
hope to meet as many LPRC members as is pos- -
sible in such a short time. • 



Dear LV, 
Just got the May· Vanguard & enclose a few com

ments. 

I find the activities of the radical caucus at the 
convention very disturbing. That a .resolution in support 
of ERA took only 10 minutes to pass when it had failed 
every .other time is hardly indicative that the convention 
knew what it was doing, & the actions relating to Sena
tor Briggs & the Stanley report are insane. 

The LPRC moved far too quickly in entering whole-· 
sale condemnations of everybody in sight. I haven't the 
facts tp cqnsider the San Jose City Council, but neither 
Briggs nor ;the Stanley report deserved such action. 

Barring the one issue he is notorious for, Briggs is 
not that bad a Senator. In fact he rates well above many 
of his peers. With many another Senator around that de
serves our condemnation, Briggs deserves if anything, 
our overall appreciation, not special indignation. 

& the Stanley step is another giant step removed 
from Briggs. It is no more than amusing that we find 
ourselves praising a politician we were vigorously de
nouncing only a few months ago. Having an overall polit
ical philosophy rather than just one issue, we sometimes 
denounce & praise politicians with the same breath. Ted 
Kennedy would be a good example as he tries to enslave 
medfcine & free transportation. So the gays want to see 
Briggs as all evil when he isn't, tough. If the facts show 
him otherwi~, we will go with the facts. 

The ~xecutive Committee probably should have 
taken the opportunity to take an overview of Stanley's 
methods. But we have had this report for years & there 
is no justification for quickly abandoning it just because 
of one strange result. 

Yours for less governemnt, 

David Carl .Argall 
California 

Friends, 

·. I do not wish, at this time, to join the Libertarian 
Party Radical Caucus. Not being a member of the Lib
ertarian Partf, I would have no voice as a me.mber of the 
caucus. Nor do I wish to monetarily contribute to a lib
ertarian caucus that will be of no benefit to me - I 
learned my lesson by joining (California) Libertarians for 
Gay Rights. 

Nor do I wish, at this time, to join the national Lib
ertarian Party: To do so would only help swell the dele
gate count of the HOMOPHOBIC Libertarian Party of 
Minnesota, without giving me a voice in the national 
party. 

. -
Neverless, I wish you the best of luck. I hope the 

day will come when Libertarians do not find gay rights 
"inconvenient." Until then, I will continue to look to 
people such as Rosalie Nichols for leadership. 

Yours in liberty, 

Steven C. Pederson 

The editor replies: David Carl Argall, meet Steven 
C. Pederson. Libertarian Vanguard does not make a pol
icy of printing letters from bigots, such as the one from 
Mr. Argall;· however, printed alongside Mr. PedeT'Son 's 
letter, we think this illustrates a point that needs to be 
made - the bad drives out the good. The ~a/tragedy of 
the situation is that people like Mr. Pederson have al
lowed themselves to be driven out of a Party that is 
their's·by right. The dead end of looking to gay ex-Lib
ertarians like Rosalie Nichols for "leadeT'Ship" is obvi
ous; is PedeT'Son .going to go out and become active in 
the local Democratic party machine,. and completely a
bandon all principle, as Rosalie Nichols has recently 
done? Or will you stay and fight? 

As for Mr. Argall's· weeping over LP RC.actions con
cerning the infamous "Stanley Report": if Mr. Argali 
and his b'igoted allies on the California LP Executive 
Committee try to ressurrect. the Stanley Report again 

(they almost succeeded in doing so at the last Execcom 
meeting) they 're going to have to fight on their hands. 
As Argall knows perfectly well, the only reason the Stan
ley Report rated Briggs so highly is because he failed to 
vote more than any other state legislator. Briggs' author
ship of Proposition 6 alone is enough to disqualify him 
from being given anything above a zero rating by any 
libertarian rating system for legislators. To say that 
Briggs "is not that bad a Senator" is inexcusable, coming 
from an LP member and activis(. For shame. 

Dear Sirs: 

Enclosed is a letter to the editor of the. Hartford 
Courant yesterday concerning the energy crisis. Its con
tent and intensity represent the feelings of the majority 
of people here in Connecticut, including the reporters 
and editorial boards and writers in the media. Some of 
my own family members feel this way. They and most 
other people are angrily rejecting free market theory -
they see exposes in the papers about the oil industry. 
They believe that the rise in oil company profits is of 
concern to them, ~ince they are convinced that the "ex
orbitant profits" are being stolen from them. Even 

. though the LP will criticize any real violations of rights 
by the oil companies, we may be hurt by daring to de
fend price rises while .oil storage tankers sit off our 
coast, full. If the oil companies are simply waiting for 
controls to finish lifting (thereby playing into Carter's 
scapegoat trap?), then Connecticut's congressmen may 
succeed in their plan to force the domestic oil companies 
to produce more oil, whether they want to or not. My 
own family members favor such facism, as well as ration
ing, since fuel and food, they say, are vital commodities. 
"Profits are up eighty percent, but exploration expendi
tures are only up by one third," th_ey say. "We might not 
get gas because some greedy bastard wants to go for a 
ride .. Rationing is the only answer." "Rationing worked 
during World War Two. There were rio gas lines.'' The 
chain of events leading to this is either lost on them or 
challenged. The only quarrel with government here is 
that Washington hasn't been tough ENOUGH with the 
oil companies. I'm afraid that tl}is statest-created crisis 
is a statest's dream - the real answers seem to be compli
cated and are rejected by most people. So, this is your 
challenge. You know the cause of the crisis, but how can 
the party present it to the American people? Can a con
densed version of the answer be formulated, and then re
peated by all LP spokesmen? What is the best way to 
persuade people. who so far don't.want to be persuaded? 

I should mention here a possible major.side effect 
of the energy crisis - the sending of U.S. troops to the 
Middle East to get oil and the. need for a draft to sustain 
the adventures. With America in a deep crisis, it would, 
of course, be "absolutely vital" that military force· be 
used, and that a draft sustain it. Widespread draft re
sistance would then be difficult to create, with the LP 
susceptible to a crushing charge of "opposing the survi-

. val of this nation.'' Again, what is the best tactic to use? 
Should we simply try to blow the enemy's cover and 
scream the scenario in this paragraph, together with a 
capsule summation of the correct solution, long and 
loud? The radical causus seem to contain mostly the 
"humanistic" breed of libertarians. With your perspec
tive, the media might attach more credibility to your 
statements than they would to a libertarian who sound
ed right-wing. I would hate to see the LP's rising influ
ence derailed. 
•• When I am able to work again (my field is writing 
and social sciences research), I will be ~d to join the 
Radical Caucus. The party needs you. 

.. Yours truly, 

George N. Smith, Jr. 

Member, 
State Central Committee 
LP of Connecticut 

Dear Justin, 

I always thought non-interventionism went hand-in
hand with neutrality. It is all very well to have opinions 
of the relative merits (if any there be) of various govern~ 
ments, but how can we elevate these into ·policy, with
out favoring· one side or another and thereby being inter
ventionist, albeit of an implicit nature? We may have 
hated ldi Amin (I did) or the shah of Iran (I didn't) or 
Allende (I didn't care) - but is it wise to preach a hands
off attitude out of one side of our mouths, and i'take a 
stand" out of the other? Example: Where do you get off 
with your "Zionist colonialism against the struggle of 
the Palestinian people. for national self-determination"? 
The case can just as easily be made for something like 
"Jewish national hopes against the obstructionism of Ar; 
ab fundamentalists." And where do you get "the outlaw 
state of 'Israel"'? That's a hell of a value judgement for a 
non-interventionist to assume. Better to say both sides 
are squatters, and let them have at it. The same with 
Northern Ireland. And Rhodesia. And Vietnam. And so 
on. Those of us who feel that any nation-state is an im
position on the rights of mankind are not likely to take 
kindly to anybody's "national self-determination.'' 
That's just racism erected into legal structure, and we 
in America have no business pointing fingers at anybody, 
not since Andy Jackson showed the Cherokees just how 
important "nationalism" really is. If the Israelis and the 
Arabs want to do each other in, let them. It is not LP 
policy to support national aspirations, because that inev
itably leads to more government, more laws, and more 
oppression of the losers. You can't be against interven
tionism and be a buddy to any national group as such -
whether· it's Arabs, Jews, Blacks, or whatever. All we 
truly radical Libertarians recognize is one group - man
kind - made up of individuals with no national, racial, 
religious, or social barriers, boundaries, or groupings. All 
we can • Sfe is individual human beings. Any classifica
tions only serve to divide and lilienate. (And that goes 
for "blacks, women, Chicanos, undocumented workers, 
lesbians and gay men," too - the artificially separated 
groups you claim to want to see brought into the LP.) 

A real radical only sees people. We are born and we 
die as individuals of only one group, homo sapiens. Any
thing else is false and conducive to just the kind of thing 

• we are all trying to· eliminate: mutual hatred, distrust, 
exploitation, oppression, slavery, and even (in the end) 
genocide. 

Regards, 

Bob Strippy 
Fonner Secretary, LP of Indiana 
Presently on LP Pennsylvania Committee 

The editor replies: Obviously, noninterventionism 
refers to the policy of this nation toward other nations. 
While we did not advocate the intervention of the Amer
ican government on the side of the rebels in the' Iranian 
revolution, we certainly applquded the downfall of the 
Shah - just as we would applaud the downfall of Kho
meini. Libertarianism must be an international move-

. ment if it is to succeed: "libertarianism in one country" 
presents so many economic and political problems that 
it is very likely to lead to yet another case of the revo
lution betrayed. 

We support the right to national self-determination 
because we oppose colonialism and support the right of 
Third World peasants to take back land unjustly ac
quired by the imperialist powers and their political op
eratives. We condemn coercion in the Third World when 
it comes to questions such as these just as we oppose co
ercion in the state of California when it comes to ques
tions such as Proposition 13 - and for the same reasons. 
Thus, we support the just struggle of the Palestinian peo
ple to regain their land. 

If you insist on seeing mankind as a mass of undif
ferentiated clones, and refuse to recogn~e national, ra
cial, religious and social barriers - then quite obviously 
you refuse to see that certain national, racial, religious 
and social groups have suffered unduly at the hands of 
the State, and thus are likely to make good anti-State 
activists. A real radical sees opportunities for the move
ment in these differences - which exist whether you 
like it or not; a real radical hates the Shah of Iran and 
Allende just as much as he hates /di Amin. (How could 
you not hate the Shah of Iran?) 

The editor replies: The way to peT'Suade people is to be 
fearless and tell them the truth. Tell them that it was the 
"triumph of peace" at Camp David, the so-called Middle 
East "peace" agreement between Egypt and Israel or
chestrated by Carter, which is responsible for the rise in 
oil prices. The price of oil is really a foreignpol(cy issue; 
the oil companies have as much control over OPEC as 
Carter seems to (i.e. none whatsoever.) The fact that the 

.· US is giving unconditional support to the colonialist Is
raeli state - th~ fact that Carter has pledged full Ameri
can military support in the event that the Palestinians 
come close to regaining their stolen land - explains the 
price of oil, the gas lines, the very real shortages. Of 
couT'Se, there are many other factors: government sub-

' We would like to encourage our readers to take 
;an active role in the evolution of Libertarian 
Vanguard into a valuable movement-building 
tool. Your letters offering advice, criticism, re
~urance and condemnation are invited for pub-

, '. ' 

•• sidization of nuclear power, wl)ich has diverted capital 
• which might have gone into private research into alter

native energy. sources, for one. Xhe current issue of 
Libertarian Review - a special, 90-page issue devoted to 
the topic of "Energy & American Foreign Policy" - is 
must reading, and can be ordered from LR, at: 1620 
Montgomery St., SF, CA 94111. (Only $1. 75.) 

lication in this column. Remember, less is more. 
We reserve the right to edit long epistles. Letters 
received will' be considered for publication, un
less otherwise specified by the writer. Address 
all letters to: 199 Dolores St., No. 7, SF, CA 
94114. • 
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