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"Human rights are
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conferred by
government. They
are every human
being's entitlement
by virtue of his
humanity."
- Mother Teresa
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It is from numberless
diverse acts of courage and
belief that human history is
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Hello There!
Ryan Lindsey
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"W

hatever you think may be of value
to your community, to the libertarian community – use my platform

to do it... the more people that participate in We
Are Libertarians, the more value they get out of
it."
So said Chris Spangle when he laid out the goals
of We Are Libertarians for 2019. In an effort to
maximize the value of the organization he founded
(and to make deplatforming WAL more difficult
via proliferation of creative and distributive efforts), Spangle presented an open invitation to
produce content under the well-known We Are
Libertarians banner.
This is an incredibly gracious offer on Spangle's
part – the amount of time, money, and personal
commitment he has put into building the WAL
brand since founding the organization in 2012 has
been tremendous. To let anyone with a desire to
contribute to the political/social/cultural conversation essentially piggyback of off his years of work
is a godsend to new content creators like myself.
I am thrilled that you
are taking the time to
read through this ﬁrst
issue of the WAL
Reader. It has been a
great deal of fun for
me personally to
create, and I hope you
enjoy reading it at
least somewhat as
much as I enjoyed
writing it. (Photo by
Tina Lindsey)

My Contribution
I am writer by profession and hobby – naturally,
when I heard this invitation to produce under the
We Are Libertarians label, my first ideas for how I
could contribute involved writing, and due to being
a serious fan of journalistic magazines (I cannot
recommend subscribing to Reason and The Atlantic enough) I gravitated towards the idea of a
magazine format. And thus, the idea for the WAL
Reader was born.
I'm excited to embark on this new project, and am
looking forward to seeing it (hopefully) progress.
Like Chris Spangle, I deeply believe that the
world needs more reading – and not of clickbait
news articles from your newsfeed.
While I'm under no illusion that the writings in
this magazine will be an adequate substitute for
the great works of Goldman, Hayek, Spooner, etc.,
I do hope that they will make you think about

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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WAL Reader's Values
I believe that the advancement of the human condition is a
worthwhile and important goal – working to limit human
suffering while respecting the inherent rights of all individuals is the entire point of my libertarian philosophy.
I am willing to embrace almost anyone
and any idea that is also working towards this central aim (whether intentionally or not). It does not matter to me
if you subscribe more to the teachings/
ideologies of Bill Weld or Murray
Rothbard, the Cato or Mises Institute,
Milton or David Friedman – if you support bettering
human life while also advancing liberty, you're an ally of
the WAL Reader. I am all for "big-tent" libertarianism, and
this magazine will be as well.

..................................................................................

events and issues with either a new information or a
different perspective (or maybe even both). Above all, I hope
the WAL Reader helps you to think more than many
sources of news and talking heads do, and to help you think
more empathetically. While doing this, I will always strive
to ensure that the WAL Reader stays aligned with the ten
key principles of We Are Libertarians (read more about
these principles on page 10) – I do not intend to disparage
the brand that Chris Spangle and so many others have
worked to establish as a premier source of content in the
Libertarian community.

and what kind of content the
WAL Reader will have.
When reading through this first
issue, please keep in mind that I
am brand new at this – I have
never tried writing and publishing anything on my own before
and it's been years since I have
written any sort of serious journalistic content.
(That is not to say that I do not
want feedback and criticism – I
definitely do seeing as how I
don't know how I'll improve this
magazine without them. I fully

I hope the WAL Reader helps you to
think more... and to help you think
more empathetically.

I believe that most people want the same things I previously mentioned (human advancement and liberties). If
you believe that too, there's something here for you.
The First Issue
This issue of the WAL Reader is different that what I plan
to do with future issues, largely due to the nature of this
being the first issue. This first issue will be very
introductory – hopefully this issue will give you an idea of
what this magazine is about, what We Are Libertarians is,

.........................................................................................................................

If you do not consider yourself to be a part of the political or
social movement centered around human progress and
liberty, I believe that this magazine is still for you and has
values you can appreciate. For those of you who identify as
more progressive, I share with you a deep concern for
justice, social and criminal. For anyone who considers their
self to be more of a conservative, I share with you a desire
for social tranquility and public fiscal prudence.

expect there will be plenty of
rough edges in this issue (and
the next, and the next as well).
All I ask is that while you find
those imperfections, please don't
let them discourage you from
reading the content, but rather
look forward to the quality improving as I gain more experience
and respond to feedback.)
I also feel obligated to tell you
that I cannot promise when the
second issue of WAL Reader will
be available. While I would like
to be able to guarantee a regular monthly release, the reality
is that I cannot do that. This is
a project for me to do when I am
able to and one that I do not
foresee making any monetary
profit one, so unfortunately it
cannot take the priority in my
life that my full-time job and

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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Future Expectations
I have a lot of ideas for
what WAL Reader can
be in the future. Three
of these ideas that I am
the most committed to
are as follows:

.............................

family do, and I do not want to sacrifice quality for
quantity. I cannot promise you when the next issue
will be available, just that there will be one. My
gut feeling is that the next issue will be available
in two to three months.

one central theme or issue. Of course, this means
that the content will not always be especially timely, but it will strive to be relevant and applicable in one way or another. (And of course, the
future contents' relations to the theme may be
loose.)

If you support bettering human life while
also advancing liberty, you're an ally of the
WAL Reader.

2. Specific Focus for Each Issue. In future issues,
I plan to revolve a majority of the articles around

..............................................

1. Multiple Contributors in Each Issue. I think
that I have valid opinions on many issues, but I'm
sure that you all would benefit more from reading
more voices than just mine in this magazine.
Besides, the more voices contribute to this, the
quicker content is accumulated, which means
issues can be produced faster.

3. Regular Release Schedule. Once I have released
three to four issues, hopefully I will have a fairly
clear idea of how long each issue will take to
make. Once I have an idea of this, I'll have a
regular schedule for WAL Reader.
Again, thank you very much for taking the time to
look at this first issue – I truly appreciate it. I
hope that you find this content both enjoyable to
read and beneficial.

....................................................................................................................................................................................................

"It does not require
a majority to prevail,
but rather an irate,
tireless minority
keen to set brush
fires in the minds of
men."
- Samuel Adams

PHOTO BY
ANNE WHITNEY
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THE KEY PRINCIPLES OF

WE ARE
LIBERTARIANS
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Editor's Note: The content on this page was transcribed
from WAL Daily 42 and was spoken by Chris Spangle.
The content on the following pages was taken from the
We Are Libertarians website, with Chris Spangle's
permission.
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I really see what we're doing as unique in the
libertarian movement because we're explaining politics
to normal people, in the way that they talk. And by that
I mean, I think a lot of libertarian media tries to cater
to libertarians, and I don't want us to do shows that
cater to libertarians.
It's not that we don't love our libertarian friends, but
we want to reach people who are interested in politics.
We have a friend, for instance... and today she asked
"why do we have a progressive tax?" You know, [she's]
someone who is moderately interested in politics and
wants quick information... she wants a place to
understand what's going on real quickly. [That's] one of
the reasons we started WAL Daily.
I want We Are Libertarians to really be a point where
people can rally gather in community. I don't see this as
a vehicle to promote myself, I'm not here to be famous.
I'm here to build something that really is relevant to
people. That's really the mission: our main goal is to be
relevant, and relevant to people who aren't libertarians,
people who want to understand what's going on.
So, if our main goal is to be relevant, there's a few ways
to achieve that. First, you know, what are the needs of
the average American? I don't think libertarians have
any answer for healthcare. We have a lot of answers for
things people don't care about. We have a lot of answers
on monetary policy, but we don't have a lot of answers
on things like healthcare, the number one issue in
America... We have to speak to what the people on the
other side of this door want, and as the first [outlet] to
really do that, I think we can inspire others within the
movement to start talking about the issues people care
about.
People want to understand politics, culture, society
without being manipulated. We're here to give you

Chris Spangle, a fifteen year veteran of politics
and media, founded the We Are Libertarians
podcast in 2012 to provide information and
nuance, rather than indoctrination. This network
wasn't made to pander to libertarians, it was made
for normal people.

information, not to convince you to be
part of the group, we're here to convince
you through good argument.
People want to know what's important,
instead of what's popular... There are far
to many people inside the movement,
and politics, and the media who want to
be popular instead of talking about what
people find important. And sometimes
talking about what's important isn't
popular. I think "taxation is theft" is very
popular as a statement: that doesn't
mean anything to anybody who isn't in
this [movement]. It's a fundamentally
unimportant thing to someone trying to
understand what's going on. It's not that
it's wrong, it's just not relevant.

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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Principle #1:

First and foremost, we ask
"What is best for liberty?"
There are many strains of libertarianism, but
ours is best defined by David Boaz’s article titled
“Key Concepts of Libertarianism.” Our philosophy
is determined by these concepts:
• Individualism
• Individual Rights
• Spontaneous Order
• Limited Government
• Free Markets
• The Virtue of Production
• Natural Harmony of Interest
• Peace
As a result, we believe in capitalism, noninterventionism, and American constitutionalism. Libertarians often term this as minarchism.

Principle #2:

All contributions towards moving society in this
direction are valued.
We are nonpartisan. Our founder Chris Spangle spent four years working for the Libertarian Party of
Indiana and votes Libertarian the majority of the time. Many of our cohosts are Republicans. Some are
former Democrats. Some are anarcho-capitalists that do not believe in voting. The principles of
libertarianism transcend the empty vessels of political parties. If a libertarian is making progress towards
a more free society, we think that is worthwhile.
GRAPHIC BY DION LEE (Vox Media)
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Principle #3:

‘Treating others as you’d like to be treated’ is a profound and
straightforward precept for life. Every human is worthy of
dignity and respect. We reject any ideology or policy that
depends on stripping an individual or group of their humanity
for implementation. We are not libertarians because of greed or
selfishness. We are libertarians because government policy often
strips individuals of their dignity and fails to provide them with
effective outcomes as detailed in our podcast The Cost: The
Human Toll of Public Policy. We believe that the rules of good
interpersonal relationships extend to the masses. While many
libertarian outlets start with economics, we believe telling the
human story is more relatable.

Principle #4:

Many libertarian outlets do a great job explaining the result of
libertarian beliefs, but we are not one of them. We support these
ideas and believe the world would be better if we existed in a
purely libertarian society. The reality is that our times demand a
counter-argument to the leviathan of the modern city-state. We
believe in engaging in the debates of the day to insert a
libertarian voice to move our current government in a libertarian
direction. Utopian scenarios are always exciting for the
libertarian mind, but usually, serve to drive liber-tarian-curious
individuals away from our movement.

The Golden Rule is
the foundational
principle of a
libertarian society.

Government exists,
and politics will not
cease in our
lifetime.

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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Principle #5:

We Are Libertarians will serve as an entry point into
the libertarian movement.

Acting as the entry point for those interested in the libertarian philosophy is one happy outcome of
focusing on current events. We do our best to teach individuals about the entirety of the libertarian
movement without bias. While we favor certain individuals and outlets, we recognize that not every new
person will have the same tastes. We don’t believe in shaming other libertarians for engaging in political
activities that we do not personally find worthwhile.

Principle #6:

We believe in
presenting all sides
of an issue to let
the listener/reader
make up their
minds.
While we have a clear bias towards
freedom and liberty, we want to
present as many sides of an
argument to let our listeners and
readers make up their mind. We
reject all forms of censorship. All
voices must be heard to have a
healthy society. The best way to
neutralize dangerous ideas? Exp-ose
them to scrutiny. Propaganda and
echo
chambers
have
become
pervasive in the social media era,
and have caused the atrophy of
critical thinking. We reject the idea
that any idea is off limits for
discussion.

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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Principle #7:

Achieving liberty is
a never-ending
fight and libertarians must invest in
future generations.
Progressives in the early 20th century planned to spend 100 years
advancing their political goals.
Libertarians must show the safe preparation and coordination to begin
moving us towards principles of selfgovernment. Those looking for shortterm success will be frustrated quickly.

Principle #8:
Every individual
can make societal
change.

The average individual has the power
to influence modern politics with a
post, a tweet, a discussion, a vote or
through their voice. Every act is an
extension of their values and must be
used wisely.

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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Principle #9:
We embrace
complexity and
reject tribalism.

Principle #10:

Our newer listeners and readers are always trying to determine
our “tribe.” We reject the tribalism of modern politics and do not
try to fit our content to curry favor with the biases of particular
political movements. We are not right or left-libertarians. We
believe that there are valuable ideas from all different ideologies
within global politics. We do not engage in flat and simplistic
thinking. We reject propagandist tactics. Humans are complex
animals that deserve in-depth study and analysis.

We treat modern politics
with all the irreverence it
deserves.

Political commentary is boring. We recognize the
serious outcomes of politics while not taking it too
seriously. We believe that humor is a useful tool to
explain complex ideas. Our podcast reflects a
kitchen-table conversation as opposed to experts
sitting at a news desk.

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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RAYED
My Journey to Liberty
By Hodey Johns
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I still remember the feeling
I had standing outside of
the capital of Denver amidst a sea of people. I
was struck by the profound wit of some of
the signs that called for low (no) taxation and
smaller government. I clapped with those
surrounding me as speakers called for getting out of foreign wars. I cheered as, for the
first time in my young life, members of the
LGBTQ community shook hands with conservatives. It was a feeling of unity.

How it Began

This was the Tea Party. This was freedom.
This was 2009. And this, I convinced myself,
was the beginning of what the Republican
Party was always supposed to be.

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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Denver was only one of thousands of rally sites
around the nation. And I truly felt the presence
of the souls who marched from Washington State
to Washington DC beside me. It was a philosophical movement, to be sure, but a spiritual
element was undeniable.

the other hand, represented something new for
America. He talked about ending all wars and
occupations, creating a Google for Government to
track every taxpayer dollar, and maintained the
liberal goals of treating immigrants and homosexuals with equal love and respect.

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

More than a simple feeling; we were united in
message and purpose. Pundits from both the far
left and far right offered huge sums of money to
find a bigoted or xenophobic sign at the rallies;
they never did find a single one. Videos surfaced
of operatives from the Democratic Party attempting to sneak racist signs in only to be
recorded and booted before they got close. It
wasn’t because we had strong security, quite the
opposite, we didn’t have any at most of these
events. It was because we, as Republicans, were
finally free to condemn bigots with a fervor that
we’d been forced to contain for generations. We
weren’t simply allowing outcasts to join our
ranks; we flung the doors open for them.
Gone were the excuses we’d try to find for why
the debt kept going up while the GOP was in
charge. Gone were the days when we’d have to
try to find some convoluted response for why we
tried to stop gays from getting married. Gone
was the old party of stoic rituals and contradictions. This was a fresh look on small government. Millions of people joined arms in
condemning both George W. Bush and Barack
Obama as economic illiterates, warmongers, and
hypocrites. We had transcended party lines.

A Lucky Break
One year before this, the newspapers loudly
declared that this was the death of the Republican Party. Barack Obama’s wild popularity
crushed John McCain. McCain, of course, represented everything the Republican Party had
always been. As a Senator of the GOP, he was
slightly less bad on economy than the Democrats, kept his mouth shut on social issues, and
supported war every chance he got. Obama, on

It was hard to deny. If the Democrats became
fiscally responsible, saved countless lives overseas, and kept their mantra of equality, what
good were the Republicans at all? I had worked
for George W. Bush against John Kerry, but after
four more years of failing expectations, I stepped
back and curiously hoped Obama would do what
the Republicans never did; fix the economy. And
if he did it all while preaching tolerance, then all
the better. I knew McCain wasn’t going to deliver
those things.
But in 2009, the Republicans got a second life.
Obama had showed himself to be a complete liar.
He was starting wars instead of ending them. By
the end of his eight years in office, he would have
lost American lives in wars with eight different
countries. He redefined war as “kinetic military
action” in order to avoid congressional approval
(even his own Secretary of Defense said there
was no difference). He did the opposite of creating Google for Government; his administration
actively covered up how money was being spent.
And then he turned it into Google for Citizens;
abusing the Patriot Act and spying on political
opponents and their families. He had begun to
issue executive orders to hide abuses by his
administration. In the cases of the Mexican
cartels and overseas embassies, these orders suppressed investigations into the murders of
Americans. And healthcare, his first order of
business, was being bought with special interests, big insurance companies, and obvious
bribes to politicians. In truly Nixon-esque moves,
within the bill, he sent money to districts that
didn’t exist, private accounts owned by donors,
and crony committees that he owed favors to.
In only one year in, Obama was one of the most
corrupt politicians of all time and everybody
knew it. Instead of being different, he was simply

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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a large dose of the same awful thing Americans
had dealt with for centuries. And while it was
terrible for Americans, for Republicans, this was
our lucky break. Their colossal failure was our
opportunity.

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Preparing to Strike
As Republicans, we began to regroup. Obama
could have destroyed us and instead he gave us
new life. Activists across the country, including
myself, began to excitedly prepare for the future.
In one year, we’d have some midterm elections.
In three years, we’d be able to take back the
White House. How could we lose? The president
had broken every promise he made to both his
base and his opponents. All we needed to do was
seize the chance that we’d fouled up with McCain
and Bush.
And I wasn’t alone in this line of thinking. As I
began to excitedly fire up lines to old friends that
had been dormant for a while time, we came to
similar conclusions, “Let’s give them somebody
that is actually for small government", “Let’s
completely reform the tax code", “Let’s give them
somebody that is serious about treating LGBTQ
and minorities as brothers and sisters instead of
outcasts.”
I speak about this as though it were my revolution because it felt that way. It felt like
America had caught wind of my scheme and
embraced it. Suddenly, parades and carnivals
established a stake in the hearts of states both
rural and urban. City folks and country folks
came together under this banner. Perhaps most
excitingly, for me, was seeing gay friends of mine,
who were forced to choose between a party that
forbid them to practice love and a party that
forbid them from being economically literate, be
welcomed into our fold. They were even more
eager to accept out invitations than we were to
give them!
And as we stood outside the capital building,
there were no closets. There were no identity

Gone were the excuses
we’d try to find for why
the debt kept going up
while the GOP was in
charge. Gone were the
days when we’d have to
try to find some
convoluted response for
why we tried to stop gays
from getting married.
Gone was the old party
of stoic rituals and contradictions. This was a
fresh look on small
government.

politics. Indeed, we all had our identities, everyone in the crowd was a character. In my mind,
I still see a janitor with a furry mustache, the
words, “Taxation is Theft” on a rainbow flag, and
a group of rodeo clowns in full getup all chanting
for transparent, accountable, and responsible
government. But the thread that connected us
all, that vision of promise, was the same.
For those who weren’t a part of it, you really did
miss out. You could have hugged anyone in the
group and they’d have hugged you back. The

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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ABOVE: PHOTO BY DALE LANHAM. Thousands of Tea Party activists gather in Denver on April 14, 2009 for a Tax Day protest.
The protesters' signs carry a variety of anti-tax, pro-capitalism, and patriotic messages.
(Wikimedia Commons)
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speakers made us smile and laugh instead of
stirring up anger and hatred. This happened ten
years ago and it’s easy to forget that, at one time,
the Republicans had the chance to be the ones
with the cool young kids that had bright futures.

Shattered Dreams
I need to issue a spoiler alert for those who haven’t finished all of their 14th Century Italian
Literature classes yet. In Dante’s Inferno, the
final circle of hell features Cassius, Brutus, and
Judas being chewed up by Satan himself. In
Dante’s mind, treachery was the worst thing a
human being can do. After 2010, I agreed with
him.
For the next two elections, we, the excited,
energized base of the Republican Party, eager to

come through on our contention for small government and inclusiveness, put forward candidates that represented the American promise. And
for the next two elections, we were defeated. But
not by Democrats.
By Republicans.
How does a Republican lose to a Republican at
the voting booth? That’s a great question. That’s
not where we lost. We lost before we even got
there.
My experience was the same as those of my
friends in other states and counties. We’d find a
person with a great message, a lot of support,
and a passion for servitude. Another Republican
who was classically anti-gay and big government
would then show up. We’d get all of our papers
and signatures together and prepare to win on
the debate stage against this outdated hack with

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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our superior message. That day rarely came.
The Republican National Committee, the RNC,
would challenge the signatures of the “Tea Party”
Candidate who, I’ll remind the reader, was a
fellow Republican. Seeing this, we’d collect so
many signatures so that they couldn’t overturn
them. But that didn’t deter them; they actually
took the candidate in my county off of the ballot
because the judge took too long reviewing the
number of signatures we gave him and couldn’t
validate each one in time. The big government
candidate never got challenged. In very rare
instances, a few of my friends survived this step
and then quickly died in the primary because the
RNC would then dump vast sums of money from
Super PACs to crush us.
The Democrats never had to deal with any of
this, it was Republicans and Republicans alone
that squashed our movement.
We were well prepared for a war against those
who hated our message. We didn’t expect to have
our soldiers struck down by those who pretended
to embrace it.

The Fallout
History issued no surprises. The Democrats won
those next two elections in spite of Obama’s
horrific record. As we had already proved with
McCain, being a little bit less corrupt or a little
bit less bad on economy was not good enough. It
can easily be argued that the Republican candidates might even be more inept, but even they
never got the chance because they predictably
lost. Maybe it should have given me comfort to
see those who betrayed us lose, but it didn’t. The
Republicans spent billions of dollars to make
LEFT: PHOTO FROM THE AP. Texas Congressman Ron Paul
(right) was a staunch small-government advocate and Tea
Party/libertarian favorite during the 2008 and 2012 GOP
primaries. His candidacy oﬀered a stark contrast to
President Obama, but both his runs were hindered by
multiple factors (including RNC interference).

We were well
prepared for a war
against those who
hated our message.
We didn’t expect to
have our soldiers
struck down by
those who pretended
to embrace it.
sure nobody with the message of liberty saw the
light of day. At first, I thought they just got what
they deserved. I thought they made a miscalculation. They thought their guys with the old
ideas had a better chance of winning and so they
put them forward ahead of us with new ideas.
It wasn’t until years after that when my friends
began to uncover the truth. The RNC lost on
purpose. You see, we, the Tea Party, would have
won with our candidates. Which would have
meant less money for government, less power for
politics, and that would have included the RNC
itself. The Democrats winning those elections
were better for the Republican establishment
than small government Republicans winning.
The RNC knew it and outplayed us. Maybe we
should have seen it coming, but we didn’t.
This ripped the soul out of the movement. Today,
most of those gay friends of mine have gone back
to being Democrats. I wince to think of what
happened to the others at those parades. That
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spirit we had is long gone. The flame has died
out. I hate that the politicians in the capital saw
our movement as just a few months of
inconvenient foot traffic. Worse, I hate that the
media made it sound like the concept of liberty
was not popular. It wasn’t true. Not viable,
maybe, but that’s due to a rigged system and not
public demand.

What Makes Me... Me
And so begins the story of Hodey Johns as people
know him today. You see, unlike the others, while
the revolution died, the revolutionary inside of
me could not die. I found myself unable to go
back to the days of marginalizing the LGBTQ

community. I was unable to fake it. I got into
voting booths and could no longer check the box
next to the guy who was only a little less evil. My
finger couldn’t push the button. I was no longer
linked to those around the nation but my chains
were broken. I could no longer pretend to be a
slave.
The best analogy I have is that it is like drinking
dirty water for a long time, then clean water for
a few months, then asked to drink dirty water for
the rest of my life. I couldn’t do it. I refused.
Unlike most of my group of friends, I demanded
clean water. I demanded a clean message. I was
done with the days of looking at politics and
trying to determine which scandals were worse,
which positions were more enslaving, which path
meant less debt to pass onto our children. I was
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fine with debate, but, if I would debate, I could
only stomach a debate between maximum goods
and not minimum evils.
Shortly after Romney’s laughable challenge against Obama, I heard my step-dad saying he voted
for the Libertarian candidate. I still remember
that feeling of sheer jealousy inside of me. I
wanted to make that my vote. I wanted to be able
to wash my hands of the whole thing and vote
with a clean conscience. And I began to do just
that. Between politics and media, I’ve slowly
been trying to rekindle what I’ve lost. Slowly, the
friends that I made before are making their way
to the liberty movement. I hold onto that fire in
my heart that I once had, that a rainbow flag
with the words “Taxation is Theft” will once
again rise outside of my state capital to the
sound of thunderous applause. For now, I will

settle for less. During my last family reunion, all
but two of the thirty plus people that showed up
said they were libertarians. And I felt that spark
again.
It is with that spirit that I persist today. I pride
myself on being the most inclusive libertarian
alive. The reason is deeply personal. If you’d been there that day and hugged that guy in a
business suit taking his lunch break or highfived the girl selling t-shirts with a snake on
them, you’d understand. Some might say “it
takes all kinds.” In truth, to get back what has
been lost, it needs all kinds. And I won’t stop
until we have all kinds.
___________________________________________
Hodey Johns is a regular guest on the We Are
Libertarians podcast, a host of WAL Daily, and
the head of the WAL Research Team.
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A Libertarian
Journey and Political
Autobiography
By Dale Melchin
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My journey into libertarian thinking has
been a path fraught with peril, full of
twists and turns, hills, mountains, valleys and the like. While it was never anything physically threatening, my journey
has been an important part of the larger
adventure that is my life.
We'll go back, way back.

The first time I was in anyway
politically cognizant of anything was in the 3rd or 4th Grade.
I remember being in a debate
with one of my classmates on
the merits of George H. W.
Bush vs Bill Clinton. We were
tasked with coming up with
political posters – I don't remember what my would-be opponent had on his poster, but I
remember writing the following on mine: Vote Clinton: A
bigger, brighter, more jobs future!
Looking back on it, the poster
had a Trumpian style to it; blame it on my original parents
(I'll explain that term later on).
My dad was a union shop rat
and my mom was a nurse’s
aide. I didn't get along well
with them, especially my dad.
(I'll refer to them by their first
names henceforth as Tom and
Shannon). I don't remember
the institutions that Shannon
worked for, but Tom worked for
Case IH and the time leading
up to President Clinton's first
term paralleled with the reactivation of the local Case Plant

in East Moline, IL. I believe
when this happened that Tom
was either getting ready to go
back to that job, dodging responsibility and on unemployment, or working for a small
business where he was about
to get fired because he didn't
get along with the owner or a
supervisor of his. I can't remember which it was.
Needless to say, he was a Democrat who felt entitled. At
this time, I was probably a bit
touched with that poison. I
didn't understand the why
behind that philosophy. I went
to a public school where when I

wasn't learning math or being
asked to take drugs for "hyperactivity" I was learning about nonsensical left-wing philosophy being put into our
brains by means of the Weekly
Reader in our Social Studies
class. Nevertheless, I went on.
I was taught that business and
business owners were bad and
that somehow we were being
exploited, and that we weren't
responsible for the state we
were in. "They" were responsible, and if we could just get
the government to do more and
make them give us more we
would be better off. That's at
least how I was understanding
things.

Now, let’s zoom around

the STAR Labs particle accelerator and open a time portal
and travel forward four years
to 7th Grade (that's a reference
to The Flash TV show, by the
way). I was still listening to

RIGHT: PHOTO BY ULADZIMIR
MINSK (Wikimedia Commons).

Issue I | April 2019 | 29

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAA

the same nonsense put into my
head by my school teachers as
well as my parents. However, a
new way of thinking was starting to emerge.
I had gotten into a political
debate with my best friend Jonathan and lost. I couldn't
answer his questions about my
views. He and his family who I
had become friends with were
dreaded Republicans; the enemy, or so I thought. Even though his folks were more
successful (his father was an
accountant at John Deere and
his mother was the leader of a
very successful nonprofit to do
with horse therapy), they were
good, decent people.
On top of that, they were Christians. This family was also
responsible for my encounter
with Jesus Christ at a camp
that was affiliated with their
church. While I wish I could go
more into that story, I bring it
up now because it is relevant.
After I embraced the Christian
faith (as I knew it at the time),
I also embraced what I thought
was the right way of political
thinking: Republican Conservatism. It’s kind of a joke to me
now because many conservative Christians feel that Jesus
would be a Republican, even
though that's now the furthest
thing from the truth – but I
digress.
With my newly reaffirmed faith, I encountered the arguments in favor of hard work
and, God blessing that, the Constitution, markets, and, most
importantly, the sanctity of hu-

man life. Or so I thought.
I mention this because the family I eventually fell in with,
the one that I now identify
with as mine, helped to solidify
my thinking on these topics.
Ray (the man that I call dad),
while quirky, helped me learn
to ask questions and think
critically and help me install a
Christian, but still critical, filter around my to help me sort
the truth from nonsense. I learned arguments, a functional
(not theoretical) way of how logic works, and most import-

antly how to have a critical
mind. However, this put me on
that path to being a strong and
firey fundamentalist Christian and a Neo-Conservative.

Fast-forward again to

Liberty University. I eventually became a Calvinist and
fell in with the Christian Reconstruction/Theonomy/Dominionist crowd. This was mainly through books. I also began
to look at the U.S. Constitution more heavily and began
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that meant for aspects of my
views of others and their lifestyles.
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAAAAA

Now, I ask that you do not stop
at this point. These beliefs
began to be a problem for me
because my views at this time
were beginning to isolate me
from others. There weren't
many Christians in my area
that adhered to this point of
view – even the Calvinists that
were around me thought I was
nuts. Democrats hated me and
Republicans thought I was
hilarious since I wasn't afraid
to hurt feelings, but they often
didn't really agree with me
either. I was more or less a
small boat in an ocean.

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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ABOVE: PHOTO BY IDA WRITER (Wikimedia Commons). Liberty University, under
the leadership of Jerry Falwell (deceased) and Falwell Jr., in Lynchburg, VA is a hub
for the religious-right in America. The university enjoys it's role as a sort of "mecca"
for GOP candidates, largely due to Ronald Reagan's close ties with the university.

to believe and think that we
were a country of Christian
origin; that the only mistake
The Founding Fathers made
was that they did not explicitly
incorporate the Constitution in
the name of Jesus Christ. But,
as you can probably guess, I
wanted the Constitution and
the Ten Commandments to be
the law of the land, along with
aspects of civil laws of the

Judicial Republic and Kingdom
of Israel. You can guess what

And yet for all of the conflicts I
was getting into because I
believed my view was internally-consistent and all these
"morons" couldn't see the truth, I was getting more and
more isolated, and eventually
it hit me hard. Nothing was
working for me in the other
aspects of my life, and it was
my fault. I believed all the
right things, but I wasn't succeeding. I was too much in my
own head and I needed action,
and most importantly, I needed
Faith. Not in myself, nor in
politics, but in the Ancient

Democrats hated me and Republicans
thought I was hilarious... but they often
didn't really agree with me either. I was
more or less a small boat in an ocean.
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Faith of Orthodox Christianity.
Now, this isn't going to be a
journey into that segment of
my life specifically. There is a
lot of "intersectionality" in my
story, and I'm telling you, reader, all of this so you get the
rich tapestry of a life lived.

I had put down the poli-

tics and spent several years
studying martial arts, reading
my Bible and other books, and
going through a failed engagement. This all had pushed me
to the point where I laid politics down and embraced the
fullness of the Faith. I decided
to give mys-elf the grace to try
– even if it was done poorly –
to try to embrace people. To
look at them as beings of intrinsic worth that Christ wanted
to save, and not as "morons".
To look at life from the perspective that we are all on a
journey.
Eventually I met my wife and
for the most part we were apolitical-conservatives. We would talk about the ideas, but
we found a diversity of thought in Christian Orthodoxy.
Orthodoxy is trans-ethnic and
cuts across several countries.
The main thing that unites
Orthodox Christians is the Sacraments. Despite political differences, we all had the one
thing that united us and we
were all the better for it.
My journey into Orthodoxy lead me to try to relax, to think,
to contemplate, to meditate,
and to try to free myself from
the attachments, as much as I
could that trouble us so much.

I relished, embraced, and studied Orthodoxy. It was a much
needed break and detergent
from the madness of the world.
It helped me get my head on
straight. It helped free me from the constant changing,
shifting, and arguments of Western Christianity that happened daily and could last for
years. Orthodoxy did this for
me because it is rooted in the
history of the ancient apostolic
teaching. So many of the issues
that were trends in other strains of Christianity were resolved within Orthodoxy. And my
mind was much less stressed
from it. That rest caused me to
free my mind to pursue things
like my painting business and
other jobs and finally learn
more about myself.

Eventually, I rejoined

the political journey again in
2012-13. (There would be several changes in my life that I
would get into, but they are

not relevant here, save for
what will be mentioned shortly.)
While certain aspects of my life
were in a controlled disarray, I
knew the only way I could get
them under control was to get
the rest of my worldview in
order. So I did a survey of most
(if not all) of the political ideologies that I could find on
Wikipedia. This included the
really evil ideologies, as well as
republicanism and liberal democracy.
Needless to say, they were all
found wanting. None of them
resonated with me, except for
the one; I kept coming back to
libertarianism (lowercase l).
But I just couldn't trust it.
However, providentially, little
things nudged me toward it –
the character of Ron Swanson
for one. I know he was intended to be a parody, but I
found his demeanor, stoicism
and desire for independence
and excellence inspiring. And
so I embraced it.
I cultivated aspects of stoicism
and began delve more deeply
into aspects of libertarian philosophy, which I believed the
Constitution was a part of at
the time as well as aspects of
market capitalism. Then one
thing sealed the deal for me.
I was working in the E-Bay department of a resale shop with
an individual who believed that all business was evil. When
I revealed my leanings to them, almost every day at work
involved an argument. When I
realized the ineffectual nature
of their worldview and how th-
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This is how I knew I was home. Liberty feels right. It even feels
good. It requires work and action of us to bring our lives into
line with rationality and peace.
ey centered everything around
the evils of business, I knew I
had come home to libertarianism (lowercase l). When my
coworker railed against speech, I embraced freedom of
speech. When they railed against guns, I wanted to own one.

My philosophy was one

of independence, rebellion, grit, and most importantly, responsibility. I haven't read all of
the great books yet, but I have
read the Constitution multiple
times (I don't have it mem-

orized yet). It doesn't authorize
anyone to do the nonsense that
our country is currently involved in and it doesn't compel us
to interfere with others unless
property is damaged or lives
are at risk from aggression –
we have the right to defend
ourselves and be safe and
speak our minds.
This is how I knew I was
home. Liberty feels right. It
even feels good. It requires
work and action of us to bring
our lives into line with rationality and peace. While I

would change aspects of how I
handled relationships with
others, giving them the space
to be themselves and not impugn bad motives despite the
fact that what they think
might lead to evil. I would still
give them the freedom to be
wrong-headed, but still engage
assertively, logically, and peacefully.
By the Grace of God, Liberty is
my home.
____________________________
Dale is the founder and host of
the Simplistic Advice podcast.
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My Libertarianism

The heart of libertarianism is a love for your neighbor and for justice.

PHOTO BY MONIVETTE CORDEIRO

Too o ten... our
political ideology
shapes our sense
of morality and
personal
philosophies.

Our core beliefs and convictions should translate
into a worldview, and (if you feel inclined to be
civically engaged) that worldview should mold and
shape your ideology. Too often though, it's the other
way around – our political ideologies shape our
sense of morality and personal philosophies. This
has certainly been the case for me at times in my
life, and is still a bad habit that is easy to get
sucked into.

Candidates for the 2016
Libertarian Party
presidential nomination
debate their merits and
philosophies at the LP
National Convention in
New Orleans, Louisiana.
The views and beliefs
expressed by the
various candidates
displayed how broad the
spectrum of
libertarianism can be.

Maybe it's the visceral nature of modern politics,
the desire to fit in with our families and friends, or
the inherent hesitation most of us share to admit
when we're wrong. For whatever reason though,
nothing good comes from adhering to any political
ideology that you have not arrived at as a result of
a thought-out and considerate worldview. Once we
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begin doing that, a tribal, us-vs-them mindset is inevitable. No matter our good intentions,
once tribalism takes hold we begin simply trying to rack up points –
what we accomplish is
irrelevant so long as
"we" win and "they"
lose. We trade important ideological achievements for small, technical team victories (and
let me tell you, when it
comes to victories, libertarians don't have much to brag about).
For me to properly and
fully explain the insand-outs of the particular brand of libertarianism I subscribe to, I
believe I should first
explain my worldview –
after all, that's where
my ideology comes from.
Maybe some of what I
say will be relatable for
you, but maybe none of
it will. Everyone's journey to the libertarian ideology (or whatever other ideology you practice)
is different. If nothing
else though, I hope that
you will reflect on your
own ideology and (if
needed) reevaluate how
you got to this point.
Early Beliefs
Like the majority of libertarians, I was not raised in a household that
was in any way libertarian. Born and raised
in Southwest Missouri
during the 90s and early
2000s, I was surrounded by Republican partisanship and Americanized, fundamentalist a-

nd Southern Baptist
Christianity. Even as a
kid, I listened to Rush
Limbaugh on the radio
and checked out every
book his brother David
wrote from the local library. There was always an American flag
waving within sight
(and I don't believe that "always" is an exaggeration).
It was a great childhood – I really don’t think I could have asked

determine our lives for
us (though I never would have phrased it like
that at the time).
First Contact
The first major shock to
my statist worldview
(again, like many libertarians) came from the
former U.S. Congressman from Texas, Ron
Paul. I followed the
2012 GOP presidential
primary closely and was initially amused and
increasingly angered by

Essentially, Paul was
asking them (and me) to
have some empathy, to
apply the golden rule to
foreign policy.
for any better. But it's
undeniable that in
many ways, my childhood was one of intentional and unintentional indoctrination to
view conservatism as
an ideology that was
literally holy and anything “less” than conservatism was less than
holy.
As a result, I lived my
life until young adulthood believing in the
goodness of the wars
on terror and drugs,
strict immigration control, and legislating
morality. I fully believed that the government had every right to

what Paul said during
the debates. I couldn't
believe that someone
who I viewed then as
entirely unpatriotic could be taken seriously
by anyone, let alone be
let on a Republican debate stage.
I began digging into Paul out of curiosity – I
watched videos of his
past speeches and '08
debate appearances and I read articles he
wrote. I was still fully
in the conservative statist camp, but I had
for the first time in my
life began seriously looking at another sort of
ideology.

One of the many clips I
stumbled across was
the "Giuliani Moment", an exchange from a
2008 debate between
Rudy Giuliani and Paul
over the motives of the
9/11 terrorists. In this
exchange, Paul makes
the bold claim that
many terrorists hate
America because the
American military is always bombing and occupying their Middle
Eastern and African
countries. Giuliani explodes at Paul, saying
the claim is absurd, but
Paul – rather than backing down – doubled
down on his claim that
actions have consequences, and encouraged
the debate viewers to
imagine how they would feel if another country did to America
what America does to
other countries.
Essentially, Paul was
asking them (and me)
to have some empathy,
to apply the golden rule
to foreign policy. In all
honesty, at the time I
did not value either
empathy or the golden
rule. Little did I know
that all my values were
about to be turned upside down.
Finding Christ
In the time period that
I begin exposing myself
to these initial ideas of
a liberty-centered ideology and a worldview
built on empathy, I was
also going through several other identity transformations, the most
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meaningful of which
involved my faith.
To shorten a long story, I had set out on a
personal mission to eradicate Christianity from my life and ended
up doing exactly the
opposite – I definitely
did come to believe many of the teachings I
had been raised on as
misguided at best, but
in return I found something I could finally,
truly believe in. I choose to accept Christ
and to believe that He
actually meant what
He said.
Among many other things, this meant believing that when Jesus
said "turn the other
cheek", He meant it;
that when Jesus said
"love your enemies and
pray for those who persecute you", He meant
it; that when Jesus
gave the Sermon on the
Mount, He meant every
word he said. If you
choose to look at the
teachings of Jesus from
this perspective, it's
clear that humans are
meant to love each other, unconditionally. I'm
not about to claim that
this is something I do,
but it is something I
try to strive for (with
varying degrees of success).
Peacemakers
When I came to view
unconditional love as
an important goal, I
could no longer ever
view violence in a po-

"THE DESERTER" BY BOARDMAN ROBINSON. This cartoon from 1916 depicts Jesus Christ
being executed by ﬁring squad by soldiers from ﬁve diﬀerent European nations, which were
at war with each other at the time. I believe Robinson's imagery reﬂects the true nature of not
just war, but of all violence, as counter to Christ-like love.

sitive light. Even when violence is used in
defense, or in other ways generally accepted
by the law and society,
it's still a tragedy. In
my mind, I don't see
how I can love one
someone unconditionally while at the same
time using force against them, in an effort
to harm them. I don't
believe that unconditional love and violence
can coexist.
For those reasons, my
embrace of pacifism
came soon after my acceptance of Jesus into
my life. I want to be a

"peacemaker", like Jesus asked us all to be.
I don't want to harm
anyone, I don't want to
contribute to the harming of anyone – that's
not what I want my life
to be used for. To me,
this expands beyond simply physical harm,
but mental and emotional harm too. Again,
this is an aspiration I
fail at constantly – physically I am not a violent person at all (though I admit, I've never
been truly tested), but I
do catch myself saying
intentionally mean things, or getting unreas-

When I came
to view unconditional love as an
important goal, I
could no longer
ever view
violence in a
positive light... I
don't want to
harm anyone, I
don't want to
contribute to the
harming of
anyone...
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onably defensive. However, I still think it is
an important aspiration to keep working
towards; it's something
I truly believe.
Unfortunately, the violence that we regularly participate in is
not always as obvious
as physical violence or
cruel words.
The State is Violent
By the time I embraced pacifism I had
already shed the majority of my conservative political positions
and traded them for
more progressive stances that I believed at
the time to be more in
line with the acts of
love Jesus asks of Christians. Just as I no
longer supported physical violence on a personal level, I no longer
supported it on government level either (or
so I thought). I no longer supported D.C.'s

wars, I was adamantly
against the drug war
and the prosecution of
other "vice crimes" with no direct victims,
and I became a staunch advocate for ending the death penalty.
At the same time though, I also began believing in policies such
as increasing taxes on
the rich, breaking up
large corporations, and
expanding environmental regulations. (This
shift in policy alignment again demonstrates the importance of
making sure your ideology is backed by solid
philosophy – even though I held a conservative ideology for most
of my life, since it was
an essentially hollow
ideology, there was nothing inside me to halt
my embrace of progressive economic ideas.)
I didn't embrace progressivism out of a de-

I didn't embrace progressivism out of a desire to control
people's lives or grow government – I had (as I still believe
most progressives do) the best
of intentions. I just wanted to
help people.

sire to control people's
lives or to grow the government – I had (as I
still believe most progressives do) the best of
intentions. I just wanted to help people, and
I thought that government institutions, bureaucracy, and taxation/
regulation were the
best tools to do that. I
still held private charities in high regard, but

they seemed to be a far
less efficient and powerful force than the
government for positive
change (and in many
ways, I still believe that – unfortunately, charity in America is a
somewhat atrophied muscle).
I had to reevaluate my
progressive belief system when Eric Garner

ABOVE: PHOTO BY JASON DECROW (AP). Protesters rally in
New York City on Dec. 5, 2014 against the grand jury's
decision to not indict Daniel Pantaleo, the NYPD oﬃcer who
murdered Eric Garner for selling untaxed cigarettes. The
protesters hold signs saying "End Police Tyranny" and "We
Can't Breathe", a tribute to Garner's last words.
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was brutally murdered.
He was a man – a black man, whom the
social justice warrior in
me claimed to care so
much about – who was
robbed, beaten, choked,
and killed by agents of
the state, the police.
And for what? For the
crime of not paying taxes to the state. While
it didn't happen instantaneously in my mind,
the tragic murder of
Eric Garner started me
on the path that eventually led to my realization of what a strong,
expansive, government
– the type of government I had wanted –
brings about: inevitable
violence.
Anarchism
Eric Garner wasn't the
only one hurt by government laws and policies I had urged on.
The more I looked into
how these laws and
policies were enforced,
the more disgusted I
became. The sheer number of good people
that were undeservingly hurt by law enforcement was appalling.
It didn't matter to me
that I wasn't the one
directly committing the
violence on these people – by advocating for
expanded government,
I was part of the cause
of their hurt; the police
and enforcers were just
my all-to-willing, all-tocapable proxies.
This was a reckoning

for me – how could I
unhypocritically
call
myself a pacifist, someone unwilling to cause
harm, while supporting policies that inevitably harmed people.
The answer was simple: I couldn't.
After having this revelation, I soon stumbled
across Max Weber's principle that all government authority is rooted in a monopoly on
violence. This may seem like an overly-general statement, but I
believe it's true. Think
about it: if governments
were unable to use
force or threats of force,
would they even have a
tiny fraction of the power they have now? I
doubt it.
I have come to believe
that all laws are ultimately backed up by
violence. If you accept
this premise, then you
cannot in good conscience support laws that you would be unwilling to use violence
yourself to enforce (after all, law enforcem-

ent are arguably just
the proxies of the citizenry). In my case, as
a pacifist, using violence for almost any reason is something I will
not take part in, so I
cannot in good conscience support the actions of the state that
are dependent on violence.

ething most rational
people can agree to.

I long for a world free
of violence, of force, of
aggression. I'm tired of
individuals (myself included) abusing each
other directly, and I'm
tired of people using
institutions to abuse
each other. Wanting a
world free of these things means wanting a
world free of the state
as we know it. It means
being an anarchist.

Neither the NAP nor
the NVP are enough
though. Simply agreeing to not use force against each other does
not a happy, civil society make (though it is a
good start). Libertarians need to understand
that not all coercion comes from the barrel of
a gun and not all tyranny comes from the state. Far to often, libertarians (especially those
with a bend to the
right) are willing to accept actions that are
morally-questionable
at best under the guise
of "supporting free markets", or "individual
rights". Unfortunately,
our ardent defense of
"individual rights" often leads us to forgetting about what is
morally right.

More than the NAP
There is a axiom common in libertarian circles called the NonAggression
Principle
(NAP). This is an incredibly simple concept:
aggression is wrong, so
it is never moral to
initiate violence or force. I believe that in
general this is som-

How could I unhypocritically call myself a paciﬁst ,
someone unwilling to cause
harm, while supporting
policies that inevitably
harmed people? The answer
was simple: I couldn't.

(Many libertarians have taken this concept a
step further; as I've
already explained, pacifists reject all violence, not just the initiation of violence. We
have a NVP (Non-Violence Principle)).

Humanity must take
on practices and actions that degrade and
diminish anyone. Paying an illegal immigrant $5 an hour might
technically be a "voluntary transaction", but
it's not right. Denying
health care to impoverished people may be
an "individual right",
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Non-ag ression and nonviolence aren't enough.
Libertarians (and all people of
goodwill) need to practice a
principle of non-exploitation.
but it's certainly not
morally right. Non-aggression and non-violence aren't enough. Libertarians (and all people
of goodwill) need to
embrace and practice a
principle of non-exploitation.
Pragmatism Works
Now, just because I'm
an anarchist doesn't
mean I'm delusional.
I'm fully aware that the
state is not going away
anytime even remotely
soon, and probably it
never will. I'm fully aware that politics and political action are important parts of the modern world and good
can come from them
(sometimes, at least).

Take for example two
of the most obvious
libertarian wins of the
past few decades: the
legalization of marijuana and homosexuality. It's honestly incredible how far these two
issues have come in
America. Through various state and federal
legislative and referendum efforts, millions
of people are now free
to use and sell marijuana (in an admittedly
limited capacity). In
almost all legal/public
areas of life, the government no longer discriminates against people simply for being
homosexual, and they

enjoy more personal
liberties now that an
any time before in America.
Of course, the tragic
reality is that millions
of Americans still remain imprisoned by
cages or felony records
due to marijuana, and
the shameful treatment of LGBT people by
the government (and
society) still resonates
today. Like I said, most
of the progress made
with this issues has
been damage control to
undo previous state injustices. That does not
change the fact though,
that these advancements were made through political actions
and from within the
framework of the state.
To deny the good that
can come from political
act-ion is bewildering
to me.
If libertarians want to
make the world more

free through political
action, we must be pragmatic. Seeking grand, sweeping, immediate change at the political level is an absolute waste of time,
money, and other resources. (Not to mention
the fact that a quick
and sweeping dismantling of the state would
result in little but
chaos, more bloodshed,
and a re-emergent, even larger state.) Change comes incrementally,
and often slower than
we would like. This is
not to say that we should compromise our
principles, but simply
seek to accomplish as
much as is possible and
realistic.
In Conclusion,
I'm a Christian, so I'm
a pacifist. Due to my
pacifism, I'm an anarchist. As an anarchist,
my only political option is to be a libertarian. Now, none of that

I'm not one to ever view
political action or accomplishments as grand,
great goods. It seems to
me that even the best
political actions are
often little more than
damage control measures, rectifying to some
extent the previous sins
of the state. Fortunately though, that "damage control" can sometimes make the lives
of literally millions of
people better.
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is to say that Christianity, pacifism, or anarchism are necessary
facets of libertarianism
(though I would argue
that some sort of serious anti-violence belief
is an inevitable result
of Christianity, and anarchism is a necessary
part of pure pacifism).

all, libertarian or otherwise. (In fact, many
anarchists make the
claim that political action/participation is disqualifying from the label.)
Like I said though, everyone's journey to finding an ideology is

I'm a Christian, so I'm a
paciﬁst. Due to my paciﬁsm,
I'm an anarchist. As an
anarchist, my only political
option is to be libertarian.

Those are just the philosophical elements that make up my worldview which led me to
the political ideology of
libertarianism.

Likewise, it's perfectly
reasonable to have a
pacifist or anarchist
philosophy and not practice political action at

different, and whatever
your ideology is rarely
determines whether you are a good, moral person or not (something
else we could all stand
to remember a bit more). Personally, I won't
abide by any ideology
incompatible with love,
peace, and human progress. What about you?

Very Short Book Excerpt
"But what about human nature? Can it be changed?
And if not, will it endure under Anarchism?
"Poor human nature, what horrible crimes have been
committed in thy name! Every fool, from king to
policeman, from the flatheaded parson to the visionless
dabbler in science, presumes to speak authoritatively of
human nature. The greater the mental charlatan, the
more definite his insistence on the wickedness and
weaknesses of human nature. Yet, how can any one speak
of it today, with every soul in a prison, with every heart
fettered, wounded, and maimed?
"John Burroughs has stated that experimental study of
animals in captivity is absolutely useless. Their character,
their habits, their appetites undergo a complete
transformation when torn from their soil in field and
forest. With human nature caged in a narrow space,
whipped daily into submission, how can we speak of its
potentialities?
"Freedom, expansion, opportunity, and, above all, peace
and repose, alone can teach us the real dominant factors of
human nature and all its wonderful possibilities.
"Anarchism, then, really stands for the liberation of the
human mind from the dominion of religion; the liberation
of the human body from the dominion of property;
liberation from the shackles and restraint of government.
Anarchism stands for a social order based on the free
grouping of individuals for the purpose of producing real
social wealth; an order that will guarantee to every human
being free access to the earth and full enjoyment of the
necessities of life, according to individual desires, tastes,
and inclinations.
"This is not a wild fancy or an aberration of the mind. It
is the conclusion arrived at by hosts of intellectual men
and women the world over; a conclusion resulting from the
close and studious observation of the tendencies of modern
society: individual liberty and economic equality, the twin
forces for the birth of what is fine and true in man."
From Anarchism and Other Essays by Emma Goldman
(Mother Earth Publishing Association, 1910)
.....................................................................................................................
LEFT: PHOTO BY GAGE SKIDMORE (Wikimedia Commons). Former
Governors Gary Johnson (NM) and Bill Weld (MA) made up the
Libertarian Party's presidential ticket in the 2016 election. This ticket
was generally popular among the more pragmatic elements of the LP. In
my opinion, even though this ticket had obvious weaknesses (Johnson's
lack of speciﬁcs and administrative planning, Weld's frequent break
from libertarian principles), it was the best presidential ticket any party
has put forward in decades and these two set a great example of how
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In 1996 the best and brightest presidential
candidate for the Republican party was
Senator Bob Dole. As Dole emerged as the best
hope against the second reign of the evil
Clinton empire, I remember watching his
campaign stops and speeches. I was several
years out of college and had strongly identified as a conservative due to the messages of
smaller government and more individual freedoms.
And then he said it. Dole said something that
hit me like a ton of bricks and made me
question everything I had believed about the
Republican party and conservatism up to that
point.
On a campaign stop, Dole was crowing about
how he had led a blue-ribbon panel that had
saved social security until 2034.
What?
Saved until 2034? Then what? This was your
answer to everything? Kick the can so far
down the road that some other poor saps will
have to make impossibly hard decisions long
after you have passed? This was the viable
option? This is what we could count on from
the brightest minds on our side?
The questions continued. What good were any
of them? On one hand I was hearing messages
of smaller government and more personal
responsibility, but on the other hand candidates were trying to convince us of how
important they and their policies were. It
really started to become clear to me that the
Republicans were just as interested in controlling our lives as the Democrats were. I
felt betrayed and hopeless that no matter who
won; government would get larger and more
intrusive.
Then by almost by some weird cosmic design,
during that very campaign, I switched on CSpan who was covering the Libertarian Party

.............................................................................................
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Convention. I watched Harry Browne, the LP candidate, describe what his first days in office would
look like. He talked about how he would undo all
previous and overreaching executive orders; he talked
about pardoning all federal non-violent convicts; he
talked about ending the “useless and insane” war on
drugs; he talked about securing our Second Amendment rights; he talked about ending welfare
entitlements and “replacing them with nothing”; and
he talked about vetoing any legislation that came
before him that was not expressly authorized by the
Constitution.
This is what I was looking for! A party with candidates that were not interested in advancing policies
that intruded on my life. It was amazing that there
was a party (and not the Republican party) that
believed, in the words of Ronald Reagan, government
was the source of problems and not the solution to
them.
But what was the role of government then? I began
my study of libertarian principles and I have not
stopped since. I started by reading Harry Browne’s
book, Why Government Doesn’t Work and Charles
Murray’s, What it Means to be Libertarian. I felt
vindicated that a system of government could exist
where people were free to choose everything and anything that they thought was important to their own
fulfillment, as long as they didn’t violate the rights of
others.

The more I learned, the more I wanted to
learn. I had always been a student of the
American Revolution, but now I felt more
like a kindred spirit with the Founding
Fathers in our classical liberal beliefs. I
learned more about their influences, like
Adam Smith and John Locke.
I found great comfort in different resources that promoted libertarian principles
like the Cato Institute and Reason Foundation. I began studying libertarian
economists Ludwig Von Mises, Murray
Rothbard, Henry Hazlitt and others.
The more I learned, the more I despised
the two ruling political powers and their
successful attempts to squeeze out political choice. It has become very clear
that not only is there little political
difference between the two parties, but
that they are less concerned about the
balance of power as they are in the
preservation of their dual power.
My beliefs have evolved to almost the
point of anarchy. I strongly believe that
no government is preferable to a wellmeaning government. The only purpose
for government in my mind is to enforce
contracts and protect individual liberties.
The learning continues. Besides thought
leaders who write books, articles, and
appear on TV, I learn much from regular
people, like me, and their posts and
comments on social media. Groups like
We Are Libertarians and LM Community
Group are especially helpful. What better
way to reason through issues of the day
and how they are best solved by
individuals, than to engage with individual people?
____________________________________
Michael Joesten is a fan of the We Are
Libertarians podcast and a libertarian
activist.
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Libertarianism:

A Socialist's Perspective
By Kenton Merrill
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"We are convinced that liberty without socialism is privilege, injustice; and that socialism without
liberty is slavery and brutality.”
-Mikhail Bakunin (1)
Before I begin to discuss what libertarianism
means to me through my Libertarian Socialist
lenses, I first want to start off by providing a list
of definitions, so that the reader is clear as to
what to expect going forward. The obvious way to
begin is to start with defining libertarian socialism. Libertarian Socialism is a social system
which believes in freedom of action and thought
and free will, in which the producers possess both
political power, and the means of producing and
distributing goods. (2) The traditional definition of
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Socialism is worker ownership of the means of
production (not just “what the government does”)
Capitalism is private ownership of the means of
production. It is rooted in private property;
capital, or the private means of production (the
words will be used in a way that is interchangeable during the course of this piece).
Personal property consists of consumer and noncapital goods and services. In socialism, one can
still own things, socialists are simply against
private property. It is important to differentiate
between private and personal property. Propertarianism is unfortunately the norm of American
libertarianism. The idea of propertarianism is a
right-libertarian philosophy which is rooted in
advocating for the replacement of collective entities with contractual relationships. Propertarian
ideals are most commonly cited to advocate for a
state or other governance body whose main or
only job is to enforce contracts and private property. The working class are the individuals
who do not own capital. They are on the bottom
of those vertical relationships. I will discuss more
about the idea of a vertical vs. horizontal society
later on.
Coming from the libertarian right, I always felt
uncomfortable with some of the rhetoric the right

kept me repeating conservative platitudes. Into
the Trump era, there was a larger sense of
isolation, pushing me further and further left –
from the often demonization of immigrants, to
the lack of empathy for the poor, calling the poor
“lazy” or entitled. The bond between conservatives and right-libertarians did not make sense
to me, even early on in my young libertarian life
when I was a Ron Paul, Young Americans for
Liberty, and Students for Liberty activist.
However, even as a right-wing libertarian activist, I have kept my two biggest issues consistent
along the way; the issues I value most are
immigration and foreign policy. These issues, I
did not realize until I became left, are rooted in
colonialism, racism, and, to a greater extent,
profit. The libertarian-right likes to turn immigrants and people we bomb into dollar figures,
while saving money is a good thing in a capitalist
economy, I think that we, as libertarians, need to
dig deeper. We need to do better. Yes, taxation is
theft, but so is colonialism and profit. Profits are
the unpaid worker wages.
All immigrants should be welcomed, yes; and too
often the United States' policies are a direct
reason for refugees and victims of the imperialist
empire. One of my favorite
authors and critics of U.S. foreign policy is Noam Chomsky, who says that “Everyone
is worried about stopping terrorism. Well, there is really
an easy way. Stop participating in it.” (3) But these atrocities can be directly linked to
capitalism, war profit. It has
been said that there will be
no peace until capitalism is abolished, and I’d
concur. The days of dinosaur ideas which demonize immigrants and put poor brown people in
danger need to come to an end. It is time to try
another way.

...from the often demonization of immigrants, to the lack of empathy for the poor,
calling the poor “lazy” or “entitled”. The
bond between conservatives and rightlibertarians did not make sense to me...

would spew. People I respect but disagree with
on policy, would often make claims which stated
along the lines of “Libertarians don’t care about
the poor!” or "Libertarians just want poor people
to die.” Harsh claims, which I often ignored;
however, through the years of attending various
libertarian events, it often felt as though critics
were right. Even with the feelings of doubt, my
firm faith in what they call the “free market”

Mutual Aid
To me, there is no real point of liberty if the
policies we advocate do not help our fellow hu-
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man beings. Decentralization, civil liberties, and
open borders advocates have a long history of
mutual aid, and a passion for a cause bigger than
oneself is what draws me to the idea of human
liberty. In a word, empathy.
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Peter Kropotkin developed theories of mutual
aid based on the concept of the autonomous
individual. Those theories emphasize an open
model of voluntary cooperation in mutual aid
groups, rather than induced cooperation. (4) Not
surprisingly, mutual aid examples include unions and “fraternity” societies which developed
during the Great Depression, and it is often
thought of as the cornerstone to the self-help
movement. Practices like alcohol and drug rehab,
mental health help, and HIV support are areas
where mutual aid practices are used. Mutual aid
solidifies what it means to be truly human. When
we share our resources and help the most vulnerable, we are helping not only others, but ourselves – through a greater sense of community.
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In 2018, I helped found the Libertarian Socialist
Caucus of the Libertarian Party (LSCLP). Currently, we are the largest caucus in the party by
the measure of Facebook likes. As members, we
do not believe any one person speaks for the
caucus itself; we are horizontal and decentralized. Recently, the national Libertarian Party
announced that it is making “There Ain't No
Such Thing as a Free Lunch” their theme for the
2020 convention in Austin, Texas. In response to
this, the LSCLP will be handing out free food to
the needy, in a showcase that direct action and
mutual aid really do work. It may be true that
“there ain't no such thing as a free lunch”, but to
me, that sounds like a greater incentive to help
those who can't afford their lunch. (At the end of
this piece, I have provided the Statement of Principles of the caucus for those interested in
learning more about the LSCLP.)
Communism and Anarchism
At its core, communism is anarchist. I describe
communism as a philosophy which calls for the
abolition of the state, capitalism, wage labour
and private property, in favor of worker owner-

It may be true that “there ain't no
such thing as a free lunch”, but to
me, that sounds like a greater
incentive to help those who can't
aﬀord their lunch.
ship of the means of production. Ironically, I view
communists (and the left in general) to have a
stronger support of the right to bear arms than
the reactionary right. Karl Marx said that “under
no pretext should arms and ammunition be
surrendered; any attempt to disarm workers must
be frustrated, by force if necessary.” (5) Marx
believed in an armed working class to defend
itself from conditions that would transmit inequality. An armed working class makes for a
more horizontal world, not the control which
neoliberals desire and leftist are more pro gun
than the modern republican who under Trump
has done more to dismantle gun rights than
Democrats did at any point during the Obama
era.
The U.S. is so far to the right that Bernie Sanders is considered a radical leftist by many. But
folks like Bernie are still capitalist; they do not
advocate for changing the system; rather, they
advocate working within that same capitalist system to meet their goals. Throughout most of the
world, libertarianism is leftist and the word left
has a different meaning than it does in the
States. Leftists historically believe in an armed
working class and direct action above political
action. What we often call leftists in the U.S. are
often really just neoliberal reactionaries, who very rarely have sound, principled policies.
Most libertarians probably do not realize that the
English word "Libertarian" (Libertaire in French)
was originally popularized by French AnarchoCommunist Jacques Élisée Reclus in his 1896
work L'anarchie but can be traced even earlier in
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Reclus’ letter to P.J. Proudhon, who was an
anarchist in the Mutualist school of thought. The
word soon after, became synonymous with Anarcho-Communism and later used Libertarian
Socialists to emphasize that we stand for liberty
and equality alike. Clearly, this comes from a
deeply left-wing culture that existed in France at
that time since the French Revolution, like the
famous slogan "Liberté, égalité, fraternité" ("Liberty, Equality, Fraternity). (6)

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Libertarianism is Not Capitalist
Libertarianism is not about the privileges of
riches, property ownership, or the fetish of consumption as seen in the modern American economy, but an idea of humanity first. I believe in
liberty for all – that includes the poor, the
disenfranchised and the those whom society
looks down upon. American Libertarianism is
unique in that it is obsessed with right-wing
propertarianism. This obsession has been a detriment of the ideas of liberty. We need more
individuals in the liberty movement who have a
sense of solidarity, community, and empowerment for the working class.
Libertarianism has historically always stood for
liberty, equality, solidarity, until it was appropriated by the right in the U.S. Individuals like
Mises, Rothbard, Ayn Rand, Reagan all contributed to pushing the ideas of liberty, and the
political arena in the U.S., further and further
right. In fact, Murray Rothbard bragged about
stealing the word libertarian from the left when
he said, “One gratifying aspect of our rise to some
prominence is that, for the first time in my
memory, we, ‘our side,’ had captured a crucial
word from the enemy . . . ‘Libertarians’ . . . had long been simply a polite word for left-wing
anarchists, that is for anti-private property anarchists, either of the communist or syndicalist
variety. But now we had taken it over...” (7) These
people stand for prosperity, not anything that
remotely comes close to liberty for all. As a
Libertarian, I use the traditional meaning of the
word.
As Libertarian-Socialists, we have the belief sys-

tem that is essentially one
in which a socialist economy develops naturally through class consciousness
and without regulation or
government force imposing a socialist economy.
Our view is that capitalism is being imposed on
the population because governmental policies (enforcement of private property) and the government
stepping back would allow
socialism to form naturally. Abolishing the state
rids ourselves of private
property protections which capitalism imposes.
Liberty goes beyond a
non-agression principle –
liberty encompasses a non-exploitation principle. It
means that liberty transcends our current capitalistic system into a system
that benefits all, not just
those with the capital. In
order to join the LSCLP, one must agree to the
Non-Exploitation pledge. This pledge states that
“I certify that I oppose all forms of aggression,
exploitation, and hierarchical relations of domination to achieve economic goals.”
Among other things, liberty means automation is
a good thing; once we put the factories into the
hands of the workers, instead of automation
meaning their survival and livelihood is in
question, it suddenly means more time off; time
spent with family, friends – relationships blossoming, goals made, and natural interests tended
to; it means that capitalistic red tape will become
a thing of the past.
Imagine a world where one can spend time doing
what they love, no matter their financial situation. A world that gives power to the individual.
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This is true empowerment, the total opposite of
capitalism. It is often said by right-wing apologists of capitalism that capitalism is the so-called
“natural way of doing things” – I would argue
that there is nothing natural about the poisonous
greed of capitalism. The idea of the economy itself is man-made. Truth be told, it is not a spontaneous force of nature rather an invented idea.
As we progress as human beings, we can change
ideas. It is rather senseless to elevate the ideas
of capitalism above humanity.
Liberty with solidarity is horizontal. Many of my
fellow libertarian socialists say they do not believe in charity, we believe in solidarity. Charity
enables us to look down upon our fellow human
beings; it gives a sense of handouts and hierarchy, but solidarity equates to being one with
our fellow human beings. It serves as a great

AUTOMATION COULD BE A GOAL, rather than a fear. If
society wasn't ﬁxated on capitalism and consumerism, the
Lib-Soc view is favorable to the automation of menial labor.
(Photo from Wikimedia Commons)

sense of humanity, which I feel we have often lost
in our material, capitalistic society where our
lives become consume, produce, rinse and repeat.
Through mutual aid and a horizontal world, our
lives are more enriched.
Essentially, "mutual aid society" is a neutral
umbrella term for any association of people that
– autonomously of other social institutions –
create their own system of mutual support based
on some material needs, be it health care, food,
housing, safety, and so on. These could historically be centered around immigrant communities, or based on geographical or workplace
affinity. So it is not a totally isolated society, like
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some of the utopian socialist villages for instance, but part of a larger society.
Types of Libertarian Socialism
Socialism is a system that deals with the economics in human relations, not the relationship
between man and the state. The state can be
massive or non-existent or somewhere in between in a socialist society. In a capitalist society
however, a state is required to enforce private
property.
There are many flavors of anarchist socialism
and state socialism alike – the types I will be
discussing are the anarchist flavors, which include mutualism, communism, and syndicalism.
Mutualism is a theory largely associated to
Pierre-Joseph Proudhon.
In his writing What is
Property?, Proudhon argued that “all capital, whether material or mental,
being the result of collective labour, is, in consequence, collective property.”
Mutualists believe that a
free market would open

Through the owning of land, private property, the
capitalist leeches off the working class, in turn
making himself the middle man between basic
survival and freedom. In essence, there is little
difference between this concept of capitalist hierarchy and the serfdom of a feudal society.
Anarcho-Syndicalism has been associated often
with Noam Chomsky and is focused largely on
the labor movement. Syndicalists believe that
unions have the power to bring upon revolutionary change. The basic principles of this
movement resides in solidarity and direct action.
The idea of worker solidarity is that all workers
– no matter the age, race, gender, creed, or ethnic
group – are in a common situation with relation
to their boss; this is known as class consciousness to many anarchists, but has been
popularized by the syndicalists movement, in particular. They believe that
the idea of bosses should
be abolished, and in turn,
all workers should make
direct decisions in order
to form a democratic workplace. The IWA (International Workers Assoc-

Imagine a world where one
can spend time doing what
they love, no ma er their
ﬁnancial situation.

up equality for all. They argue that when we
abolish the state, private property ceases to exists, and in turn, so do monopolies. The LSCLP is
generally mutualist; though, of course, the caucus has a wide spectrum of views.

Anarcho-communism is an idea of horizontal
associations. It emphasizes automation, abolition
of wage labor, advocating for workers councils
with the guiding principle of “From each
according to his ability, to each according to his
needs.” Right-wing libertarians love to talk about
whether something is truly voluntary but AnComs actually walk the walk. They believe in a
free and voluntary society, not just in terms of
our relations with the state but also in terms of
our relationship with the economy. Capitalism is
not voluntary. Not on any level. The choice it
brings to the table is between poverty, starvation,
and death or selling ones basic labor for needs.

iation) is an international syndicalist group with
the interest of achieving these goals. The group
is a federation of unions from various countries.
In that sense, syndicalist unions, lifeboat associations, healthcare schemes in present day
Greece, the French Bourse du Travail in the late
1800s, or the local barrio defense and supplies
committees in 1936 Barcelona are all examples
of these societies.
It was Benjamin Tucker in his piece Socialism:
What It Is (8) who said:
"Socialism... is... the recognition of the great
truth that Liberty and Equality, through the
law of Solidarity, will cause the welfare of each
to contribute to the welfare of all... Today...
society is fundamentally anti social. The whole
so-called social fabrice rests on privilege and
power, and is disordered and strained in every
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direction by the inequalities that necessarily result therefrom... Socialism says that what’s one
man’s meat must no longer be another’s poison;
that no man shall be able to add to his riches
except by labor; that in adding to his riches by
labor alone no man makes another man poorer;
that on the contrary every man thus adding to
his riches makes every other man richer; that
increase and concentration of wealth through
labor..., increase of capital in the hands of the
laborer tends, in the absence of legal monopoly,
to... the physical, mental, and moral perfecting
of mankind, and the realization of human fraternity... The man who subscribes to that...
however bitterly he may attack the thing which
he mistakes for Socialism, is himself a Socialist; and the man who subscribes to its
opposite and acts upon its opposite, however
benevolent he may be, however pious he may
be... is not a Socialist, but a Thief... Socialism...
is... the great Anti-Theft Movement of the
nineteenth century... Thou shalt not steal! That
commandment is Socialism’s flag. Only not as
a commandment, but as a law of nature.
Socialism does not order; it prophecies... It
says: When all men have Liberty, thou wilt not
steal...
A large number of people, who see the evils of
usury and are desirous of destroying them,
foolishly imagine they can do so by authority,
and accordingly are trying to abolish privilege
by centring all production and activity in the
State to the destruction of competition and its
blessings, to the degradation of the individual,
and to the putrefaction of Society. They are
well-meaning but misguided... Other people,
who have not yet seen the evils of usury and do
not know that Liberty will destroy them, but
nevertheless earnestly believe in Liberty for
Liberty’s sake, are led to mistake this effort to
make the State the be-all and end-all of
society... and, rightly horrified... But the very
reasonable and just criticisms of... State Socialism, when analyzed, are found to be directed,
not against the Socialism, but against the
State... Liberty insists on Socialism, nevertheless, – on true Socialism, Anarchistic Soci-

alism: the prevalence on earth of Liberty,
Equality, and Solidarity."
Clearly, Libertarian Socialism isn’t statist socialism nor is it an oxymoron, rather it is the
original anarchist movement with a rich tradition.
Living Conditions
The U.S. has 6 empty houses to every homeless
person. (9) Homelessness is massive issue and
can be wholly attributed to capitalism. Though
housing is necessary for security, emotional wellbeing, identity, and overall basic survival, I
believe there is no greater condemnation of the
capitalistic society than two things: its denial of
housing and the excess of food, while millions
remain homeless and hungry. The capitalist class
always blame the victims, yet private property
rights seem to matter more than human rights.
The fear of homelessness helps capitalism maintain its power. During the time of industrial
capitalism, the unemployed were used by the
ruling class to signal to the workers that they

BENJAMIN TUCKER (Photo from Wikimedia Commons)
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were lucky to have their jobs, and if they
rebelled, they could be unemployed. Since then,
after the 2007-2008 recession, as we move along
further into post-industrial capitalism, the
homeless are a warning to those potentially
rebellious workers not satisfied with the status
quo with their loss of wages, lack of stability and
benefits, and to students of my generation, we
are often called the zero generation: zero hope,
zero jobs, zero possibilities, zero employment,
who are in debt for their
schooling.
The message is to accept
the declining status quo or
end up homeless. Houses
should be built for people
to live in, not to remain

Martin Luther King, Jr., in his speech to Southern Christian Leadership Conference Atlanta,
Georgia, August 16, 1967 said that “Capitalism
forgets that life is social. . . I dream of a world
without the isolation of capitalism. A world
where my fellow human beings can be who they
are, and do the things they love.”
Health care is another exception where I as a
libertarian step aside my fellow libertarians and

Libertarian Socialism isn’t statist socialism
nor is it an oxymoron, rather it is the original
anarchist movement with a rich tradition.

empty. (10) I am not saying the solution should
come directly from the state, however, I am
saying that capitalism is a failure in yet another
area of our lives. Black Lives Matter in Louisville
has recently started helping families get into low
income housing. This is a wonderful example of
direct action and mutual aid.

endorse Medicare for All. We have all heard the
argument that the U.S. is the only modern
developed country without healthcare for its
citizens, but recently a think tank connected to
the Koch Brothers themselves even did a study
to attempt to disprove the costs of Medicare for
All, and they found that the costs are cheaper
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than what we are paying into the system now.
This study was published by the Mercatus Center at George Mason University. (11) Is this
solution ideal? Not at all. However, pragmatically, it is miles better than individuals being
bankrupt due to our immoral healthcare system
which has left the poor to die.
Propertarianism vs Libertarianism
The reason why Propertarianism is not Libertarianism is because the propertarians frankly,
advocate for exploitation, authority, subjugation,
domination, and tyranny. I know right libertarians disagree, find it appalling and outright
untrue, but it's the truth: the right advocates for
an authoritarian system of hierarchical domination. Call it Capitalism, private property, or
propertarianism, there is no liberty in the status
quo – unless, of course you own the means of
production. Otherwise, you are a wage slave.
In Capitalism, individuals work in companies
which I call private tyrannies, the boss gives the
orders which generally must be followed unconditionally or the employee is dismissed. This is
despotism, which Merriam-Webster calls “The
exercise of absolute power, especially in a cruel
and oppressive way.” So,
a boss is exploiting their
workers, who are selling
themselves out to obey
commands of an authority, just to have food on
the table. Where is the
Liberty in such a situation?
A corporation is a hierarchical chain of dominatOVER EIGHTEEN MILLION
homes sit vacant in the United
States alone, more than
enough to house every
homeless American multiple
times. (Photo by Mark
Ahsman, from Wikimedia
Commons)

ion, where the commands come from above and
are handed down below, from the CEO to the mid
managers, to the lowest tier employee, while the
wages grow as you move up the ladder of
authority, the working conditions shrink as you
go down in it.
It's an authoritarian system of domination,
where your boss has near complete control over
the lives of their employees, the boss decides how
many sick days you are allotted, how much you
can sleep or rest, he decides when you can take a
lunch and eat or go to the toilet, he decides when
you will have a holiday if you want to go to a
vacation with your family, he decides whether he
will give you a day off so that you can see your
kid's rectal, and more recently, in a rather
intrusive trend, they can even spy on your social
media posts and if you criticize them on Twitter
for example, you can get let go.
Kim Stanley Robinson summed it up well when
he said, “If democracy and self-rule are the
fundamentals, then why should people give up
these rights when they enter their workplace? In
politics we fight like tigers for freedom, for the
right to elect our leaders, for freedom of
movement, choice of residence, choice of what
work to pursue – control of our lives, in short.
And then we wake up in the morning and go to
work, and all of those rights disappear. We no
longer insist on them. And so for most of the day
we return to feudalism. That is what capitalism
is--a version of feudalism in which capital
replaces land, and business leaders replace kings.
But the hierarchy remains. And so we still hand
over our lives’ labor, under duress, to feed rulers
who do no real work.” (12)
Essentially, as an employee, you are a servant to
your master. And that is what Capitalism is.
Albeit, there are various degrees to the servitude
but when we peel back the layers, capitalism is
exposed. The layers of capitalism, imperialism,
colonialism, and racism are ideas which often are
not seen at the surface, but once pulled back, are
exposed for what they represent.
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There is no real liberty in Capitalism,
so let us stop pretending that the capitalists stand for liberty. Support of
homosexual marriage or drug legalization, pales in comparison to the support of the neoliberal policies of Capitalism.
If a society has hierarchy, domination,
and exploitation, then that is not Liberty. Liberty is the exact opposite:
horizontality and equality, that is what
Libertarian Socialism is about.
To conclusion, liberty for me as a socialist is about empathy, inclusion, equality and solidarity. The idea of Liberty
in the U.S. has been hijacked by the
right, over the course of the past 50+
years; however, this is our opportunity
to take it back. In the era of Trumpism, I want to see dignity. In a time
of inequality, I want to see hope for the
poor and the down-ridden. In times of
war profiting, may there be an urgency
for peace. Let us remove the bigoted
barriers of movement. Let us open our
hearts and minds and may empathy
win.
If you're interested in joining the
LSCLP, check out our Facebook discussion group.
-------------------------------------------------Kenton Merrill is a founding member
of the LSCLP.

We, the members of the Libertarian Socialist Caucus of
the Libertarian Party, join our voices with libertarians
everywhere to resist the authoritarian state and its
politically privileged, ruling class. We hold that every
human being on this planet deserves respect for their
autonomous choice to live a life that is fully selfdetermined, and reject the idea that coercive systems of
domination have any place in the lives of a voluntary, open
society of equals.
We emphatically reject that exploitation, oppression, and
hierarchies of domination are voluntary or without aggression, and in seeking the radical goal of complete and
equal liberty – the full autonomy and self determination
of all people, we hold that hierarchies must neither exploit
nor dominate other human beings. As libertarian socialists, we envision society as universalized mutuality, and
as maximal, consensually-sustained social experimentation. We concur that “imposed communism would be the
most detestable tyranny that the human mind could
conceive, and free and voluntary communism is ironical if
one has not the right and the possibility to live in a
different regime, collectivist, mutualist, individualist – as
one wishes, always on condition that there is no oppression or exploitation of others.” As such we reject all
state secured privileges and monopolies, all totalizing
visions, and all imposed, absentee, hierarchical, central
planning by the state, state capitalism, and its politically
connected ruling class of politicians, lobbyists, bureaucrats, bankers, corporations, CEOs, and their violent
enforcers, of our lives, the economy, and the means to
human flourishing and productivity.
In its place we seek radical decentralization of the economy, and the complete flourishing of freely associated,
directly accountable relationships and institutions that
maximize individual autonomy, and full control by
individuals over their own lives and over the things which
directly affect them. Libertarian socialists will often
support a diversity of voluntary mutual associations such
as worker managed coops, mutual banks, informal peer to
peer networks, artisan self employment, non exploitative
markets, barter, communes, and gift economies. We reject
attempts to do away with the violent state’s “crutches” for
the most marginalized and at-risk among us, while still
maintaining its “teeth”, and we seek abolition now of its
most violent and oppressive elements. We ask the coercive
state and its ruling class to stand down and allow for
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people to, in mutuality and solidarity, take direct action to improve their own lives and the lives of their
neighbors, for “we do not wish to liberate the people, we wish for the people to liberate themselves”.
We, the members of the Libertarian Socialist Caucus of the Libertarian Party, join our voices with
libertarians everywhere to resist the authoritarian state and its politically privileged, ruling class. We
hold that every human being on this planet deserves respect for their autonomous choice to live a life that
is fully self-determined, and reject the idea that coercive systems of domination have any place in the
lives of a voluntary, open society of equals.
We emphatically reject that exploitation, oppression, and hierarchies of domination are voluntary or
without aggression, and in seeking the radical goal of complete and equal liberty - the full autonomy and
self determination of all people, we hold that hierarchies must neither exploit nor dominate other human
beings. As libertarian socialists, we envision society as universalized mutuality, and as maximal,
consensually-sustained social experimentation. We concur that “imposed communism would be the most
detestable tyranny that the human mind could conceive, and free and voluntary communism is ironical if
one has not the right and the possibility to live in a different regime, collectivist, mutualist, individualist
– as one wishes, always on condition that there is no oppression or exploitation of others.” As such we
reject all state secured privileges and monopolies, all totalizing visions, and all imposed, absentee,
hierarchical, central planning by the state, state capitalism, and its politically connected ruling class of
politicians, lobbyists, bureaucrats, bankers, corporations, CEOs, and their violent enforcers, of our lives,
the economy, and the means to human flourishing and productivity.
In its place we seek radical decentralization of the economy, and the complete flourishing of freely
associated, directly accountable relationships and institutions that maximize individual autonomy, and
full control by individuals over their own lives and over the things which directly affect them. Libertarian
socialists will often support a diversity of voluntary mutual associations such as worker managed coops,
mutual banks, informal peer to peer networks, artisan self employment, non exploitative markets, barter,
communes, and gift economies. We reject attempts to do away with the violent state’s “crutches” for the
most marginalized and at-risk among us, while still maintaining its “teeth”, and we seek abolition now of
its most violent and oppressive elements. We ask the coercive state and its ruling class to stand down and
allow for people to, in mutuality and solidarity, take direct action to improve their own lives and the lives
of their neighbors, for “we do not wish to liberate the people, we wish for the people to liberate
themselves”.
Sources
(1) Bakunin, Mikhail. Federalism, Socialism, Anti-Theologism. 1867.
(2) Medium.com. Anarchist FAQ: Why is Anarchism Also Called Libertarian Socialism?. 2016.
(3) Chomsky, Noam. Power and Terror: Noam Chomsky in Our Times, Film. 2002.
(4) Engelbert, Arthur. Help! Gegenseitig behindern oder helfen. Eine politische Skizze zur Wahrnehmung
heute. Würzburg: Königshausen & Neumann. p. 318. 2012.
(5) Marx, Karl. Address of the Central Committee to the Communist League. 1850.
(6) Reclus, Jacques Élisée. Of the Human-Being Male and Female: Letter to PJ Proudhon. 2003.
(7) Rothbard, Murray. The Betrayal of the American Right. 2007.
(8) Tucker, Benjamin. Socialism: What It Is. 1884.
(9) MintPress News. Empty Homes Outnumber the Homeless 6 to 1, So Why Not Give Them Homes?. 2015.
(10) Bagakis, Gus. TruthOut. Homelessness: One of Capitalism's Many Inevitable Problems. 2017.
(11) Blahous, Clarles. Mercatus Center. The Cost of a National Single-Payer Healthcare System. 2018.
(12) Robinson, Kim Stanley. Blue Mars. 2003.

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
Issue I | April 2019 | 59

UNDAUNTED

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

The GOP has long been held hostage by a cult of
personalty – that of the late Ronald Reagan. Now, a new
cult has taken over.

By Ryan Lindsey

Did Trump Lose the Shut
Down Fight? Depends on
Who You Ask...
I was convinced that Trump's total cave on the
longest federal shutdown in history was a mortal
wound to Trump. If he had kept the shutdown
going indefinitely or until congress finally surrendered border wall funding to him, I was fully
convinced that the 2020 race was his to lose. I was
equally certain that if he was the one to blink first,
that the tables would flip, and his reelection would
be nearly impossible against any but a few of the
DNC's contenders.
But then, two days after the shutdown ended, I
overheard a conversation among several people
who I know to be fundamentally decent and intelligent individuals who had gladly voted for Trump

in 2016. They were discussing the end of the
shutdown, but what they were saying didn't align
at all with what I (perhaps arrogantly) had
assumed they would be saying. What I heard from
them was nothing but praise for their president –
he had been perfectly reasonable and given the
Pelosi and the Democrats every opportunity to end
the shutdown on their own; he was just making
sure that federal workers would begin getting paid
again (after not caring about that for over thirty
days); he was simply setting the stage to better
justify executive action and a national emergency
later on; etc.
An Isolated Incident of Loyalty?
I was surprised, and frankly I still can't empathize with their sentiments – if I had voted for
Trump based on his campaign promises and "tough
guy, never-back-down" persona, I would have been
livid at the absolute disaster of the shutdown,
which was rendered meaningless by his willingness to let Pelosi walk all over him. Why weren't
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they fuming, why didn't they feel betrayed? I
thought (and hoped) that they were just a minority
of Trump supporters. Surly most of his 2016 voters
felt the same indignation and sense of being duped
as Ann Coulter, Steve Ban-non, Michael Savage,
and many others in the conservative-populist
movement.
No, I had assumed wrong again. A couple more
days after overhearing that conversation (four
days after the shutdown ended) I tuned into the
local conservative FM talk radio station on my
commute to work. I was curious to see what the
local morning show host, Nick Reed (who, to his
credit is often extremely nonpartisan and has
strong libertarian streaks on many issues), had to
say about the shutdown ending and the backlash
Trump has received from many of the more
"prestigious", "elite" conservative opinion directors.
For most of my drive, Reed was taking calls from
listeners who were giving their two cents about
Trump reopening the government. My dread over

the state of the GOP increased as one after
another, callers justified the president's actions.
Narratives of 4, 5, 6, 12D chess filled the airwaves.
Now, I personally do not buy into this whole idea
that Trump is actually a political chess master. I
think the claim that a political novice with no
knowledge of how the gears of bureaucracy and
congress turn is somehow the most genius man to
ever sit in the White House is absolutely bogus
and has no backing at all in reality. In my opinion,
the president has just slightly more political
acumen in his whole body as the lowliest
congressional aid has in their right arm (that is
not an indictment on his character or abilities as a
campaigner – those are separate issues all
together). I still firmly believe that Trump lost the
shutdown battle and that in any rational world the
whole fiasco would have absolutely crippled his
reelection campaign. Clearly that wasn't the case
though. Trump's 2016 supporters either didn't care
about their man's defeat or they were convinced
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that it wasn't a defeat at all.
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The Power is His
Of course, a couple of weeks after caving into
Pelosi and Schumer, Trump signed a declaration of
a national emergency in regard to the border and

congressmen like Thomas Massie and Justin Amash who spoke out against the national emergency
declaration received a solid thrashing from conservative media and activists.
But of course they did – those people were not
truly opposed to the executive actions of Obama
and Bush, they were just opposed to who was
taking the action. In their minds, Trump not only
needed but deserved this power.
Loyal to a Fault
I wasn't taking one critical factor into account: you
should never underestimate how loyal Trump's
supporters are to him personally. They're not loyal
to his ideals or his policy proposals, they're loyal to
him. If Trump says he won a fight, then he won
that fight in the minds of the Trump cultists,
regardless of what the facts or reason say.

THE NICK REED SHOW (Facebook Live)

The cult of personality that is seducing the GOP
has finally changed – Ronald Reagan has lost his
throne to Trump.

his cherished wall project. He couldn't get what he
wanted from congress, so he would use alleged
executive authority to get his funds instead. While
this move was received with horror from most
members of the mainstream media a-nd many
federal officials, it was not an unprecedented

Embarrassingly, this is a mistake I have made
with Trump multiple times since he first announced his plans to take the presidency nearly
four years ago. I underestimated his supporters’
unconditional loyalty to him all throughout the
entire Republican primary and general campaign.

powergrab. American presidents have spent the better part of two centuries
acquiring power that is not
constitutionally theirs –
particularly the previous
two, George W. Bush and
Barack Obama.
By this point, it was not
surprising at all when I
almost immediately saw
conservatives who had denounced Obama's powergrabs cheer on this act of
executive overreach by Trump. Even some people
who I had considered libertarians were supportive
of this move. Republican

...the centers of
personality cults
are, at best, fallible
men, and at worst,
manipulative
charlatans obsessed
with gaining power
over you.

When he won the election, I was
forced to take a step back and
admit that to most of his
supporters, Trump's actions ultimately did not matter. All that
mattered to them was that he
was him. But still, I forget that
lesson occasionally. Why?
Maybe it's because I'm not above
the fray and have also fallen
into different cults of personality at times. Upon honest reflection, I do think this is a
temptation I have become better
at resisting, but still, maybe I
make myself forget about the
Trump cult of personality because I am ashamed of my own
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follies in that area. Ask anyone who knew me
during 2012 to 2016 and I'm sure they could tell
you all about my obsession with Ron and Rand
Paul, and the blinders I wore when it came to
their shortcomings. It's not a part of my past
that I am particularly proud of in that regard.
Personality cults are just as much a threat to society as partisanship is – maybe if we are all able
to reflect on our actions and loyalties (and the
actions of those we are loyal to) we can begin to

root out the cults that lead us. In my experience,
the centers of personality cults are, at best,
fallible men, and at worst, manipulative charlatans obsessed with gaining power over you. I
hope that the Cult of Trump begins to dissolve
before the next election (and that other personalities will not rise to take his place). If we're
going to live in a democratic republic, I'd rather
live in one where leaders were chosen based on
their character and proposals, rather than
simply their persona.
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Very Short Book Excerpt
"While nature does not have a sense of good and evil or moral and immoral acts, feedback from
man's conduct has led to a vocabulary that describes them. We call conduct "good" and "moral" when it
leads to our well-being and "evil" and "immoral" when it leads to unhappiness. The Golden Rule and
certain tenets of the Ten Commandments reflect the codification of millennia of observed relationships
between conduct and consequences (i.e., feedback). Most significant is natural selection, which sculpts
our brains (minds) and bodies with greater fitness given changing climates, available resources, and
competing life-forms.
"The fitness of our brains is suited to living in small groups of fifty or so, the condition that prevailed
from the time hominoids emerged some six million years ago to just a few millennia ago. As a result,
when we interact with others in small groups, our instincts tell us – without much deliberation – that
we can achieve our goals with less effort and conflict when the means to achieve them align with the
Golden Rule. In a family, neighborhood, business relationship, or similar small group, most of us will
instinctively use the principle of the Golden Rule as our guide. In small settings, people see acts of
aggression against fellow humans as uncivil, yet many of them accept such behavior as civil when
applied to larger social groups."
From "Barbaric Civility" in Liberty, Dicta, & Force by Louis E. Carabini (Mises Institute, 2018)

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
Issue I | April 2019 | 63

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Those Crazy

Libertarians
By RHINEHOLD

I hear it a lot, being a Libertarian running for office: those Libertarians and their
"crazy" ideas. Letting people choose to live their lives as they see fit, not as the government forces them to? How would we all survive? How would that work? Isn’t that
something that only works in small widespread farm communities?

What is Libertarianism?

For those that read those quotes and didn’t see
immediately what was wrong with them, let’s
start by enlightening you about what libertarianism is and what it isn’t.
Boiled down, the libertarian philosophy is this:
“People should be free to live their lives as they
choose as long as they do not directly prevent
others from doing the same”. What a radical
idea!
That does not mean that Libertarians are for no
government. To infer that means that you read
only the first half of that statement and skipped
the second. Yes, there are a group of people (often

............................................................................................................................................................................................

When debating people, I make no bones about
being a Libertarian. “Oh,” I hear, “you're an
anarchist.” I'm not sure where that one comes
from, but it seems like it's mostly made up by
people who just can’t grasp the thought of people
being able to decide on things for themselves.
“You just want the old and poor to be left alone.”
Apparently, without government assistance, which means taking money from one group of people,
by force, and giving that money to another, we as
humane individuals would never help people in
need. “Libertarianism was a nice idea when we
were an agriculture society, but it doesn’t work in
large urban areas.” No, that is when it is needed
most, if there is no one around you telling you
want to do, you don’t need a form of government
that protects you from anyone. And my favorite:
“you’re just selfish!” Yeah, that’s me, the selfish
one who wants to give people more power over
their own lives.

labeled as Anarcho-Capitalists) who are for totally free markets with no regulation. And there
are other groups like voluntaryists, anarchists,
etc. But there are also minarchists that are part
of the libertarian view. Look at it like Christianity. To be a Christian you must believe that
Jesus is your savior, but there are many ways of
going about living your life beyond that and expressing your faith. Look at how many different
types of Christians exist.
In relation to the markets, let’s take a closer look. If two people enter into a contract, that
contract is a legally binding document. What
does that mean? It means that if one side or the
other attempted to violate that contract, they are
in violation of the law (meaning government).
That is governmental regulation. With no governmental regulation, contract law is meaningless, contracts are meaningless, and no one can
be held accountable for anything in them. Anarchists will argue that private organizations can
enforce them, but isn’t that just another word for
government if you give a body the legal right to
use force over others?
This is directly applicable to the second part of
the basic libertarian principle: Government’s
place is in regulating the interactions between
individuals. If two people agree to the terms of a
contract, the government is there to ensure that
the contract is followed as agreed upon. It is also
there to ensure that there is no fraud taking
place when the contract was agreed to or afterwards. But, it is not there to determine if someone made a bad decision or unwisely agreed to
something that someone else may think was not
in their best interests. That is up to the indi-
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Government should also be involved to ensure
that all markets are free. Monopolies prevent
this free market from working. Government should therefore be there to make sure that no one
person or company has a complete monopoly over
any one area of the markets. Unfortunately, most
monopolies that exist today do so not just with
the acquiescence of government, but with their
support. They could not exist as monopolies
without government getting involved. This usually plays out with licensing of a business, a way
for current business owners to ensure that no
new entrants into a market are allowed to compete for the part of the market that they have
already acquired.
Government should also not be for picking winners and losers. Trying to punish a company be-

.........................................................................................................

vidual signing the contract to decide.

sign a contract on Sunday, or buy a pack of cigarettes or whatever drug of choice they choose, it
should be left to the individual to decide. However, if someone were to harm another while
taking those drugs of choice, they should be
arrested and punished for that behavior. If you
want to drink a fifth of scotch at home, the
government should not tell you that you can’t,
but the minute you get behind the wheel of a car
and endanger the rest of us… Sorry, your right to
make your own choices ends at that point.
Who do we choose to love? Who do we choose to
spend our time with? I don’t see how that is any
business of any government agency. What goes
on between two consenting adults is between them, not anyone else who might have a large group of people who think it is ‘icky’. That’s no one’s
business but their own.

cause it is doing well or those who are running
the company have different politics than the current administrations should be forbidden. Unfortunately, today, this happens frequently and is a
current way that the two major parties play
individuals against each other for their votes.

Beyond Markets

The government should be ensuring that people
are not infringing upon other’s rights to live their
lives as they choose. We should not be telling adults that they cannot buy beer on a Sunday, or

...................................................................

People should be free to live
their lives as they choose, as
long as they do not directly
prevent others from doing the
same.

Libertarianism is not about leaving
the poor and old to fend for themselves and it is certainly not about
selfishness

Quite the contrary, we should be
helping our fellow man who is in
need. But we should decide when
and where that help comes from. If
a single mother of four is working
hard to put her children through
school and take care of them but
has a rough month, perhaps she chooses not to help that month. Under
our current system, she has no way
of doing that. The government gets its cut before
she has any say in the matter. So more often
than I feel comfortable with, that person ends up
in worse shape and eventually needs help that
they wouldn’t have needed had they been able to
make that choice for themselves.
Here is a current example of our welfare system
in the United States. Three men are eating lunch
on a park bench. A homeless man comes up and
asks for some money to buy some food. The first
two men say sure and each get five dollars out to
give to him. They then look to the third one who
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says he can’t do it right now. What do the two
men do? They hold him down and take the
money from him and then give the fifteen dollars
to the homeless man. That third man, who was
going to take that money home to help feed his
children is left to fend for himself now. Now that

than in a large urban city? If I am being drunk
and obnoxious at home on a large farm with 200
acres, who cares? If I drive my car drunk around
my property, who cares? But if I am being drunk
and obnoxious or driving drunk in a city with a
large population? Other’s rights are being viol-

TWO WOMEN IN NEW YORK CITY deliver homemade meals to the homeless
population in their city. Photo by ED YOURDON (Wikimedia Commons)

Libertarianism is Relevant

Libertarianism is about the here and now more
than ever before
I have never understood the argument that in a
rural society, libertarianism is ok, but in a city
environment, well, it’s just not workable. Really?
When do you need protection to make your own
choices and have the government work out the
disputes between you and your neighbors more

.................................................................................................

is not compassion. That is selfish. You're selfish
if you're only willing to help another if you know
that others are also helping him. That is what
our welfare system is about, making sure that
you are giving your money to help the poor and
elderly as long as you know that everyone else is
too.

ated. Nothing in libertarianism says that you
have to put up with that situation, it is an infringement upon you.

How Have the Other Parties
Done?

People think that ensuring that individuals are
free and enjoying their liberties is "crazy" and
continue to elect the same two parties to office
thinking that it is doing any good. Let’s take a
look at what they have done to our country.
Education
In 1979 the Department of Education was formed. It was only to have a small budget of 14.5
billion and employ less than 100 people. Today,
its budget is well over 32 billion and it employs
over 5000 people, 90 percent who were deemed
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"nonessential" during a recent government shutdown. The education spending
rate has increased three times as fast as
other non-defense discretionary programs, 30% vs. 8%. We have gone from
spending $3000 per pupil to $6000
(adjusted for inflation). What have we
gotten?
According to Lisa Snell's article "Stimulus Won't Change the Education System's Status Quo" in Reason Magazine:
“The average reading and math scores for
17-year-olds on the National Assessment
of Education Progress (NAEP), the nation's benchmark for student achievement,
are no better today than they were in
1971; SAT verbal scores show a decline
(from 530 in 1972 to 504 today); and
SAT math scores have been essentially
flat (from 509 in 1972 to 515 today). U.S.
graduation rates were 78 percent in 1972
and are 74 percent today; and U.S. 15year-olds score below the international
ave-rage on science and math literacy
when compared with 30 OECD countries
—American kids rank behind students
from Poland, Hungary, and France to
name a few.”
So, we have created a bureaucracy that
is eating itself, injecting politics further
into our school system, and creating
students that are worse off than they
were before we got involved. And the
answer that we hear from Washington?
More spending, more control, more of the
same.
And they call libertarians crazy.
Government Debt
When you run out of money at the end of
the month, what do you do? Cut
spending? More often than not. Increase
your income? Some people get second
jobs or other income for that. Do you just
keep spending and borrowing more?
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The US experienced high growth in the 50s and
60s, yet our debt remained largely unchanged
when compared with inflation. However, starting
in the 1970s and skyrocketing
since, it has ball-ooned up to 16
Trillion dollars. But, that’s not
the worse part. You see, what
the politicians won’t tell you is
the dirty little secret that those
numbers are just public debt.
That is debt that the government owes to the public or other entities outside of the government. That’s not our total
debt. Our total debt, as of today, when including money that
the government has borrowed
from itself (largely in the shape
of the Social Security Trust Fund and other
pension plans) is $22,027,542,672,770.63.

.......................................

More citizens are doing that and finding out that
it doesn’t work well in the long run.
Unfortunately, our government hasn’t lea-rned
that lesson yet…

government must pay back. This number can be
tracked for a current snapshot or over time by
using the US Treasury’s Debt to the Penny. Don’t
just take my word for it, go look it up yourself.
So, why don’t we hear that number? Why only
the 16 Trillion? Well, other than the obvious “it
sounds better”, the short answer is that the

We have created a bureaucracy that is
eating itself, injecting politics further into
our school system, and creating students
that are worse oﬀ than they were before we
got involved. And the answer that we hear
from Washington? More spending, more
control, more of the same.

Yes, that is over 22 trillion dollars that our

government doesn’t seem to want anyone to
know that it has been raiding our Social Security
trust fund for decades. Even Bill Clinton who is
touted with "running a surplus" is hiding those
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numbers. At no time during
the Clinton administration
did our national debt decrease. Our public deficit did go
down a year or two, but only
by a little and only on the public side of things. But our
Intragovernmental Holdings
still increased more than the
public debt decreased.
The people who are in power
now are wanting you to give
them the power to spend more
money, on top of all of the
money they already owe. Does
that sound like a sound plan
to you? Do you think that we
can continue to spend money
at this rate, or higher if
Washington had its way, and
not eventually have to pay up?
I can only say I am glad they
are not in charge of my
finances.
And they call libertarians crazy.
Prison Population
Every year since 1972 our
prison population has increased, until this last year. There
are currently over 2 million
people behind bars in the US,
or better put, one out of every
133 of us. We have 5 percent
of the world’s population but
25 percent of its prison population. We incarcerate more
than any other country, including China. And this year the
prison population went down,
not because there were less
crimes, but because of budget
constraints more prisoners
were let go before finishing
their sentences. And the fas-
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The funny thing is that taking drugs is not
illegal. It cannot be illegal according to the
Supreme Court. Instead, they make "possession"
of the drug illegal. It’s an interesting work
around that has resulted in the increase of drug
use, the cost to the taxpayers in the billions, and
the incarceration rates in the US to skyrocket.
Worse, because of the federal laws, the government can’t regulate the drugs like they can
with cigarettes and alcohol. And it can’t be taxed
either. Individuals with problems are less likely
to get help for fear of being arrested, funding to
help those people is not collected and we put nonviolent drug users in the same prisons as violent
convicts, an atmosphere that is more likely to
turn them to a further life of crime than they
would have if they were left alone.
And they call libertarians crazy.
Miscellaneous "Do Not Dos"
We are just touching the surface here and I could
(and may) write a book about all of this, but let’s
speed things up with a short list of some of the
things you can’t do in Indiana (the state I
personally live in) because of the actions of the
two parties (other states are probably as messed
up as we are):
- Properly choose the school you send your
children to (private or public) unless you are
rich.
- Walk onto a plane with a bottle of water
(federal law).
- Drive your car without a seat belt on.
- Buy alcohol on Sunday.
- Sign a contract on Sunday (no car sales on
Sunday as a result).
- Play poker online (federal law).
- Play poker at a table, with real cards,
unless on a body of water and approved by
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test growing segment of that population: nonviolent, first time offenders of drug laws. Our
war on drugs has failed miserably and we
continue to take a hard stand against an activity
that less than 100 years ago would have taken
an amendment to the US Constitution to enforce.

the state.
- Possess marijuana (federal and state law).
- Carry drinks into a restaurant or bar.

Why Continue to Support
the Duopoly?

So, you’ve heard that the Libertarians are a
crazy bunch, that their ideals are outdated or
only work in a "utopia". All I ask is that you take
a look back at the way the Democrats and Republicans have run this state and this country
and ask yourself.
Who are the crazy ones? The Libertarians who
want to give us more control over our individual
lives as long as we don’t violate the rights of
others. Or the Republicans and Democrats who
have given us over half of a century of declining
education, declining standards of living, increased spending, increased debt and continually
pass more and more laws that tell you how to
live your life?

Very Short Book Excerpt
"Along with the ideals of freedom, justice,
and human rights, the founding documents
embedded the denial of full citizenship to
people of color, a moral calamity that endures
in our legal system and society long after the
offending precepts themselves were struck
from the laws. Imperfectly realized from the
beginning, it was the more noble vision that
made America for many around the world a
'shining city on a hill' (the words of early
Massachusetts Bay colonist John Winthrop,
famously adopted by Ronald Reagan in his
1989 farewell speech).
"But with greater regularity than people
outside the system might expect, the American
criminal justice system leads to results that
are unreliable, unjust, and sometimes both.
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Or are the crazy people the ones that keep sending the same people back to the state house
and Washington thinking that "this time" things
will be different. Isn’t that like taking the milk
out of the refrigerator and tasting that it is bad
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
AAA

tarian Party and take a closer look at what we
are really saying, what we really stand for. Don’t
let the people who have run this country into the
ground make up your mind for you. You can go to
the Libertarian Party's website (LP.org) and see
for yourself what the
crazy Libertarians are
talking about.
____________________
Rhinehold is a host of
the WAL Daily podcast and a regular
guest on the We Are
Libertarians podcast.

and then putting it back in thinking that
tomorrow it will be good again?
My recommendation is to throw out your preconceived notions about what others have told
you about Libertarian thought and the Liber-

Our courts are less fair and more punishing
than they ought to be. Unseen by global
audiences of documentary viewers, men and
women, some of them barely more than boys
and girls, move through the machinery of the
system everyday on conveyor belts that rarely
lead to trial. Instead, the vast majority of
American criminal cases are resolved in
negotiated pleas: deals made between lawyers
for a sentence in exchange for an admission of
guilt, rather than take the risk of a harsher
punishment after a trial verdict.
"Even when cases go to trial, the
presumption of virtue accorded to prosecutors
can obscure the truth... Most prosecutors are
ethical people, dedicated to seeking justice and
not simply racking up convictions, but there
are many documented examples of individuals
who corrupt the system by distorting the truth;

..............................

Who are the crazy ones? The Libertarians... or
the Republicans and Democrats who have given us
over half of a century of declining education,
declining standards of living, increased spending,
increased debt, and continually pass more and
more laws that tell you how to live your life?

(This article was originally published on

Rhinehold.org on Oct. 25th, 2010. It has slightly
edited for clarity and style and republished with
the author's permission.
Rhinehold did make minor updates to the
original article as well.)

by hiding or destroying evidence; and by
misleading judges and juries to achieve, and
maintain, a guilty verdict at all costs. Often
this is done with at least the tacit approval of
the officials under whom they serve. And
many judges pay lip service to high-minded
principles of fairness, yet all the while
clearing the path to a preordained end.
"...we should be wary of the presumption of
virtue afforded to prosecutors. Some of them
so firmly believe they have the public interest
at heart that they cut corners with the truth
and the rigors of due process."
From "Opening Statement" in Illusion of
Justice by Jerome F. Buting (Harper Collins,
2017)
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Movie Review
By RYAN LINDSEY

Director Mimi Leder and writer Daniel
Stiepleman give audiences a refreshing
look at the early years of Ruth Bader
Ginsburg in On the Basis of Sex.
Full disclosure – when I went with my wife and a couple of
our friends to see On the Basis of Sex, I didn't expect to
enjoy it as much as I did. Truth be told, I didn't expect to
enjoy it at all. I was expecting a two long compilation of
typical progressive talking points that traded "wokeness"
for nuance and the truth of RBG's early career. What I
ended up watching, however, was a masterpiece.
RBG, Notorious?
The Ginsburg I saw in On the Basis of Sex was nothing like
the "gangsta" judge persona that pop-culture has given her
in recent years. Felecity Jones did a grand job of portraying
the righteous anger and indignation boiling in RBG's soul,
but we never once see her lose control in any meaningful
way, start hurling hot insults at the plot's many sexists.
She is a pragmatist with a genius-level knowledge of the
law who is more than willing to work with anyone to
advance her cause. She is portrayed as a formidable and
respectable, not notorious.
RBG, Libertarian?
The villain in the movie was without a question The State
(more specifically, the U.S. Federal Government). The main
plot of the movie revolves around RBG helping a man pay
less taxes in order to eliminate laws that allow the Feds to
arbitrarily discriminate against women – if that's not libertarian, then I don't know what is.
It sounds shocking that someone who is known as a consistently progressive judge could be portrayed as even
libertarianish, yet that is exactly what Liber and Stiepleman (RBG's nephew) did. Regardless of one's feelings
towards modern feminism or RBG's tenure on the Supreme
Court, anyone can watch this movie and cheer RBG's fight
against the man.
If, like I was, you are hesitant to see On the Basis of Sex, I
urge you to burn your expectations and enjoy an unexpected take on the early life and career of RBG.
_______________________________________________________
On the Basis of Sex is a Focus Features film, Directed by
Mimi Leder and written by Daniel Stiepleman. The movie
stars Felicity Jones as RBG, Armie Hammer as Martin
Ginsburg, and Justin Theroux as Mel Wulf.
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RUTH BADER GINSBURG'S EARLY CAREER as a lawyer was that of an incredibly smart jurist
tactician who dissected federal gender discrimination with surgical precision. (Focus Features)
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Book Review
By RYAN LINDSEY

"Time takes her toll and the memory
fades, but his glory is broken in the
magic that he made..."
- Phil Ochs, Crucifixion
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ED SANDERS' PASSION FOR JUSTICE and anti-war
activism is on full display in Broken Glory. (Ganary Books)

Broken Glory: The Final Years of Robert F.
Kennedy by Ed Sanders was an unexpectedly
emotional and infuriating read.
I was hesitant to read Broken Glory at first. I am
normally not a big fan of poetry – in the past I’ve
consumed it only in small amounts, two, maybe
three poems at a time. Before reading this book, I
hadn’t read a full book of poetry in my entire life.
In all honesty, after completing Broken Glory, I
still can’t say that I’m a big fan of the genre (or at
least, not a true believer in Sander’s take on the
genre). I’m sure anyone with more familiarity with
poetry would have appreciated Sander’s style
more than I did though.
Thankfully for me, despite my disinterest in
poetry, finishing Broken Glory was not a chore at
all (at 351 pages, it certainly could have been a
chore). Sanders does an excellent job at portraying the final months of Robert F. Kennedy’s
life – with over 240 citations from a variety of
respectable sources and experts on the subject,
Sanders leaves little reason for the reader to doubt
the facts he lays out. I thoroughly enjoyed (in a
horrified sort of way) learning many new things
about the Kennedys, the Vietnam War, the 1968
election, and the military’s/CIA’s mind-control
experiments.
(One particularly humorous fact I learned while
reading was that RFK didn't enter the 1968
presidential race until March of that year – meanwhile, many 2020 presidential candidates had
announced at the start of 2019.)

BROKEN GLORY'S ARTISTIC COVER is a preview of Rick
Veitch's artwork throughout the book. (Arcade Publishing)

Among the information Sanders includes are
direct quotes from countless interviews form a
wide swath of people either directly or indirectly
linked to RFK and the assassination – a former
Memphis cop explains shadowy feds occupying a
fire station across the street from the Lorraine
Motel before MLK was gunned down, a former
NFL lineman turned RFK bodyguard explains the
scene in the kitchen of the Ambassador Hotel, a
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family friend of the Kennedys describes RFK’s
final days using his beach house, etc. If nothing
else, through this work Sanders has compiled a
brilliant, massive collection of primary sources on
the subject at hand.

ustration-worthy moments from the final months
of RFK's life, Sanders and Veitch successfully determined many of the most visually-powerful ones.
Veitch masterfully executed Sander's (and RFK's)
words through his art.

Aside from the plethora of facts that Sanders
provides, he also burdens his readers with a an
abundance of his personal theorizing and inferences. (I say “burden” only because many of his
theories are extremely unsettling and dismal.)

While many of Veitch's drawings are based off of
existing photographs (some of them extremely
iconic), he also created quite a few entirely original
pieces for Broken Glory. These are especially
useful when they are used to help visualize certain
unknown aspects of Sander's theories.
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Like many others, Sanders is fully convinced that
RFK was murdered by high-ranking elements of
the American government associated with the
Intelligence Community and Military-Industrial
Complex – very likely the same group of people
behind the murder of RFK’s brother, President
John F. Kennedy. Unlike many others though,
Sanders has done the research to back his claim
up. Sanders manages to assemble a grand, weaving tapestry of conspiracy, connecting everything
and everyone from General Curtis LeMay, MKUltra, sensual seduction, robo-programming a
human brain, and a gun loaded with blanks. It
may sound outlandish, but presented in Sander’s
artistic way and with a respected citation above
every other sentence, it seems all too plausible
(and even likely) after completing Broken Glory.
As a grim bonus, Sanders also spends a decent
portion of the book exploring the final days and
assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr. (After
reading Broken Glory, it becomes clear that a
holistic view of RFK’s presidential campaign
cannot be held without including the King assassination.) Using a combination of eye-witness
accounts, obscure but confirmed photo-graphs, and
official records, Sanders tears apart the official
narrative of MLK’s death and replaces it with a
grand conspiracy of motivated by red paranoia and
racism.
A Graphic History
Right on the cover, Broken Glory is branded as a
"graphic history". This part of the book's purpose is
fulfilled by artist Rick Veitch, a renowned comic
artist in mainstream and alternative comics.
Veitch's comic book-like black-and-white illustrations are an excellent addition to the book and
supplement Sander's writing perfectly.

A Fitting Tribute
Above all else, Robert F. Kennedy was a true and
passionate advocate for peace and justice, one of
the most prolific in the past century of American
politics. Whether you agree with methods and the
specifics of his policy proposals, I think anyone
who takes an honest look at Broken Glory will see
a fundamentally honest man concerned for the
well-being of all people, regardless of race, class, or
nationality.
It is a fitting tribute then that Ed Sanders –
himself a true anti-war protester and hippie-type
of the 1960s – wrote Broken Glory, on the 50th
anniversary of RFK's death. Truly, only someone
who hated war (the Vietnam War in particular)
and all it did to humanity as much as Kennedy
himself could write a history like this that is also a
eulogy, a sad psalm for man who would have been
president.
For anyone interested in the legacy of the Kennedy
brothers, I cannot recommend this book enough.

"And so, a ter JFK, MLK & RFK
the history of the United States
was irrevocably changed
in the direction of violence
and transgression."
- Ed Sanders, Broken Glory

While there are likely an infinite number of ill-
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or suggestion?
Let us know!
Email: TheWALReader@gmail.com
Facebook: WAL Reader
Twitter: @WALReader
If you are interested in contributing to the
WAL Reader, please let us know. All contributions
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