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Óscar	Alberto	Martínez	Ramírez	and

his	daughter,	Valeria	drowned	in	June,

2019	while	attempting	to	cross	into	the

United	States.	Desperate	to	better	his

daughter's	life,	Óscar	attempted	to

enter	the	country	illegally	after	their

asylum	request	was	rejected.

(Photo	from	North	Texas	Dream	Team)
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er.	 I	 truly	 hoped	 all	 of	 you	 enjoyed	 it	 and/or	 lea-

rned	 something	 valuable	 from	 it	 –	 I	 know	 that

everyone	 who	 contributed	 to	 the	 inaugural	 issue

put	a	lot	of	work	into	it.

Secondly,	of	course,	I	want	to	thank	all	of	you	who

are	 now	 reading	 the	 second	 issue	 (and	 again,	 a

special	thank	you	to	those	of	you	who	purchased	it

in	one	 form	or	another).	 I	am	extremely	proud	 to

be	putting	out	the	magazine	you're	now	holding	or

looking	at	on	a	screen.	While	I	think	the	first	issue

was	a	great	success,	I	believe	this	second	issue	has

raised	the	bar.

I	 am	 thrilled	with	 the	 variety	 of	 subjects	 covered

in	this	issue	–	contributors	to	this	issue	talk	about

the	death	penalty,	universal	basic	income,	the	im-

portance	of	family,	reparations,	and	more.	I'm	exc-

ited	 that	 the	 variety	 of	 the	magazine's	 content	 is

continuing	to	expand	and	stretch.

Of	course,	as	you	can	likely	tell	from	the	cover	and

table	of	contents,	the	primary	focus	of	this	issue	is

immigration,	 one	 of	 the	 most	 contentious	 issues

among	Americans	and	 libertarians.	Several	 talen-

ted	writers	have	 contributed	articles	 about	 immi-

gration	 from	 a	 variety	 of	 viewpoints	 about	 the

issue	 (including	 positions	 ranging	 from	 open	 bo-

rders	 to	strict	border	control).	 I	 think	anyone	can

find	something	 in	this	section	that	they	agree	wi-

th,	something	that	will	challenge	them,	and	(und-

oubtedly)	 something	 that	 will	 irk	 them.	 That's

good,	 that's	what	 I	want	 to	happen.	There's	 a	 bit

of	fun	in	being	irksome	every	once	in	awhile.

My	Quick	Thoughts	on	Immigration

Personally,	I	support	open	borders,	seeing	as	how	I

refuse	to	support	violence	against	non-violent	peo-

ple	doing	nothing	more	than	crossing	an	imagina-

ry	line	drawn	up	by	an	imperialist	federal	govern-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Hello	There!Hello	There!
LeUer	from	the	EditorLeUer	from	the	Editor
Ryan	Lindsey

We're	back!	As	happy

as	I	was	with	our	first
issue,	I	really	think
Issue	II	has	raised	the
bar	even	more.	Thank
you	for	taking	the
time	to	check	out	our

magazine	-	I	think	the
main	focus	of
"immigration"	is
especially	important
right	now.

F
irst,	 I	want	 to	 say	 thank	 you	 to	 eve-

ryone	who	 read	 (and	 especially	 those

who	purchased)	Issue	I	of	WAL	Read-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAA

....................................................................................................................................................................................................
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alized,	 but	 it's	 still	 there	 and	 worth

building	up.	It	makes	sense	to	me	that

workers	 from	 less-developed	 areas	 of

the	globe	will	 be	more	willing	 to	work

the	 important	 jobs	 in	America	 that	an

increasingly	privileged	populace	 is	un-

willing	to.	That	being	said,	I'm	not	na-

ive	enough	to	believe	that	immigration

will	 never	 lead	 to	 temporary	 displace-

ment	of	blue-collar	workers	or	that	cap-

italist	 employers	 will	 never	 take	 adv-

antage	of	immigrant	labor	in	extremely

exploitive	ways.	But	 I	 also	do	not	 bel-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAA

ment	in	the	1800s.	I	believe	that	cultural	diversity	(just	like

intellectual	diversity)	is	a	great,	great	thing	–	no	single	cu-

lture	is	superior	to	others	in	all	(or	even	most)	aspects	and

all	 cultures	 have	 something	 to	 gain	 from	 one	 another.	 I

utterly	reject	the	sense	of	"Western	supremacy"	that	is	pre-

sent	 in	so	many	American	 	political	 ideologies.	That	being

said,	I'm	not	foolish	enough	to	believe	that	cultural	mixing

never	leads	to	cultural	clashes.	Obviously	not	all	aspects	of

every	culture	are	compatible,	but	I	believe	that	most	of	th-

ose	difference	can	be	resolved	peacefully	and	without	gove-

rnment,	 if	 the	 populace	 is	willing	 to	 put	 in	 the	work	 req-

uired	for	peace.

Furthermore,	 I	 believe	 that	 immigration	 is	 a	 boon	 for	 the

economy,	on	the	local,	regional,	and	state	levels.	More	ind-

ividuals	means	more	potential	for	innovation,	contribution,

and	 consumption;	 I	 know	 that	 potential	 is	 not	 always	 re-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

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

Óscar	Alberto	Martínez	Ramírez

and	 his	 daughter,	 Valeria,	 who

drowned	in	the	Rio	Grande	river

while	 trying	 to	 enter	 the	 U.S.

after	 their	 asylum	 request	 was

denied.	An	awful	picture	of	their

bodies	has	been	circulated	in	th-

e	media	 recently	 and	 was	 even

mentioned	during	the	first	Dem-

ocratic	 2020	 primary	 debate.	 T-

he	image	on	page	6	is	Óscar	and

Valeria	as	I	imagine	their	family

would	 like	 them	 to	 be	 rememb-

ered.

Echo	Chambers

Like	 I	 said	 at	 the	 beginning	 of

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAA

I	want	to	utterly	denounce	the	concent-

ration	camps	that	the	government	is

currently	running	on	the	Southern

border	and	the	gestapo-esque	ICE	raids

on	non-violent	people	throughout	the

country...	I	would	feel	morally-bankru-

pt	if	I	didn't	use	my	platform	to	say	so.
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this	 letter,	 I	 was	 very	 pleased

with	 the	 first	 issue	 of	WAL	Re-

ader	 and	 for	 the	 most	 part,	 I

was	very	pleased	with	the	 feed-

back	 I	 received.	 By	 and	 large,

our	 readers	 seemed	happy	with

We	Are	Libertarians'	newest	de-

liverable.	However,	I	was	not	at

all	 happy	 with	 the	 response	 to

one	 of	 the	 articles	 in	 particular

(if	 you	 follow	 WAL	 Reader	 on

Facebook,	 you	 likely	 know	whi-

ch	article	I'm	talking	about).

For	Issue	I,	Kenton	Merrill	wro-

te	a	thoughtful	and	well-resear-

ched	 article	 on	 the	 history	 of

and	 in	 favor	 of	 the	 libertarian-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAA

ieve	 that	 those	 unfor-tunate	 realities	 can	 be	 solved	 by

government	border	control	and	economic	protectionism.

Lastly	 on	 immigration,	 I	 want	 to	 utterly	 denounce	 the

concentration	 camps	 that	 the	 government	 is	 currently	 ru-

nning	 on	 the	 Southern	 border	 and	 the	 gestapo-esque	 ICE

raids	 on	 non-violent	 people	 throughout	 the	 country.	 The

Trump	 administration's	 actions	 towards	 migrants	 is	 disg-

usting	and	I	would	feel	morally-bankrupt	if	I	didn't	use	my

platform	to	say	so.	It's	disgusting	how	many	people	believe

that	migrant	children	 in	DHS's	custody	do	not	deserve	so-

ap,	blankets,	or	basic	childcare.	It's	cruel	to	mock	the	stru-

ggle	 of	 migrants	 trying	 desperately	 to	 better	 their	 situa-

tions.	It's	absurd	to	support	Trump's	desire	to	force	asylum-

seekers	 to	 wait	 in	 the	 dangerous	 situations	 they	 are

attempting	to	escape	from.

For	 that	 reason,	 this	 issue	 of	WAL	Reader	 is	 dedicated	 to

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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neral)	 does	 not	 pride	 itself	 in	 being	 an	 echo	 cha-

mber;	 in	 fact,	 we	 pride	 ourselves	 in	 exactly	 the

opposite.	If	an	echo	chamber	is	what	you're	looking

for	 I	 can	 suggest	a	 few	other	 outlets,	 groups,	 and

caucuses	that	might	be	better	suited	to	your	tastes

(I	won't	name	those	here).

I	 guess	 a	 lot	 of	 liberta-

rians	 didn't	 want	 to	 be

challenged	though.	Sev-

eral	 individuals	and	gr-

oups	 not	 only	 denoun-

ced	 the	 article,	 but	 the

entire	magazine	and	W-

AL	 network,	 claiming

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

A

socialist	ideology.	This	was	one	of	my	favorite	arti-

cles	 in	 the	 issue	because	 it	did	challenge	so	many

ideas	that	I	have	taken	for	granted	before,	it	made

me	think	a	whole	awful	lot.	Personally,	I	think	thi-

nking's	a	good	thing.

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

WAL	Reader	does	not	pride	itself	in	being	an

echo	chamber;	in	fact,	we	pride	ourselves	in

exactly	the	opposite.

that	 we	 were	 all	 "commies".	 What	 a	 bogus,	 hil-

ariously-idiotic	claim.

Let	me	be	 clear:	 if	 you	are	 the	 type	 of	person	 to

launch	personal,	ad	hom	attacks	against	someone

due	solely	to	a	disagreement	on	theoretical	socie-

tal	models,	WAL	Reader	doesn't	need	your	reade-

rship	 or	 involvement.	Unlike	many	 political	 and

libertarian	outlets,	WAL	Reader	(and	WAL	in	ge-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

Now	that	that	messy	bit	of	housekeeping	is	out	of

the	 way,	 I	 hope	 you	 all	 enjoy	 Issue	 II	 of	 WAL

Reader.	Again,	all	 I	ask	 is	 that	you	read	 through

the	following	pages	with	an	open	mind.	I	want	to

thank	 all	 the	 writers	 who	 contributed	 to	 this

issue,	as	well	as	Donald	Keller	 for	designing	this

issue's	 cover.	And	 of	 course,	 to	Chris	 Spangle	 for

starting,	 growing,	 and	 sharing	 the	We	Are	 Libe-

rtarians	label.

"As	long	as	it	is

assumed	that	war	is

always	an	available

option,	we	will	not

be	forced	to

imagine	any

alternative	to	war."

-	Stanley	Hauerwas
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of	 their	other	 iconogra-

phy.	We	will	never	aga-

in	make	 illegal	 the	 de-

secration	 of	 the	 flag	 of

the	 United	 States	 of

America.	 The	 display

or	destruction	of	any	of

these	 symbols,	 or	 any

others,	no	matter	what

their	supposed	signific-

ance,	 is	protected	spee-

ch	under	the	First	Am-

endment	 of	 the	United

States	Constitution.	N-

ot	 only	 has	 this	 been

confirmed	 in	 the	 Supr-

eme	 Court,	 but	 it	 is

apparent	a	priori,	since

the	meaning	of	any	wo-

rd	or	symbol	is	not	inh-

erent.	More	 important-

ly,	free	speech	must	in-

clude	 any	 and	 all	 spe-

ech,	 save	 threats	 to

violence,	 no	 matter

how	noxious	 any	 given

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

A

Burning	 or	 otherwise

desecrating	the	Americ-

an	 flag	 is	 an	 especially

derisive	 gesture,	 like

urinating	on	the	Washi-

ngton	Monument	or	the

graves	at	Arlington	Ce-

metery.	 It	 is	 an	 act	 of

such	heinous	disrespect

for	 the	 history	 of	 the

United	 States	 and	 for

the	millions	of	men	and

women	 who	 have	 risk-

ed	 or	 given	 their	 lives

to	 preserve	 what	 that

flag	 stands	 for,	 that

many	Americans	might

react	 to	 such	 a	 gesture

with	utter	disgust,	nat-

ionalistic	 pride,	 vitriol,

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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the	 battle	 flag	 known

colloquially	as	the	"sta-

rs	and	bars").	After	all,

did	 not	 the	 better	 part

of	 half	 a	million	Amer-

icans	perish	to	save	the

union	and	to	ensure	its

constitutional	 guarant-

ee	 of	 liberty	 would	 be

upheld	 for	 all	 citizens

regardless	 of	 their	 im-

mutable	 characteristi-

cs?

No,	we	will	not	ban	the

"stars	and	bars";	we	wi-

ll	not	ban	the	 flag	of	 t-

he	Soviet	Union;	we	wi-

ll	not	ban	the	flag	of	N-

azi	 Germany	 nor	 any
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or	 a	 desire	 for	 justice,

whether	 in	 a	 court	 of

law	or	a	back	alley.	Th-

ese	reactions	are	under-

standable.

Yet,	an	empathetic	case

at	 least	 as	 compelling

could	 be	 made	 for	 the

outlawing	 of	 certain	 fl-

ags	 which	 represent	 a

past	 attempt	 at	 disun-

ion,	 and	 therefore	 are

antithetical	to	what	the

American	 flag	 represe-

nts	 in	 their	 symbolic	 i-

mport:	namely,	any	and

all	flags	associated	with

the	 Confederate	 States

of	 America	 (especially

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

A

individual	 finds	 that

speech.	 Otherwise,	 the

First	Amendment	 beco-

mes	an	utterly	meanin-

gless	 provision.	 For,	 if

one	 symbol	 can	 be	 pr-

otected	from	scrutiny	or

degradation	 due	 to	 its

subjective	valuation,	w-

hy	cannot	any	other?

To	 make	 symbols	 sacr-

ed	is	a	practice	best	left

to	 the	ecclesiastical	au-

thorities	 of	 the	 Middle

Ages.	In	a	republic	such

as	 ours,	we	must	welc-

ome	 heretics,	 blasphe-

mers,	 dissidents,	 and

the	flags	which	they	ch-

oose	to	hoist	or	burn.	If

some	opinion	or	symbol

offends,	the	onus	of	res-

ponsibility	 falls	 upon

the	offended,	not	the	of-

fender,	since	they	must
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remain	 civil	 and	 respe-

ct	the	other	party's	rig-

ht	 to	 free	 speech.	 This

seems	 to	 be	 something

we	 have	 largely	 forgo-

tten,	or	perhaps	not	yet

learned,	 as	 evidenced

by	the	recent	uptake	in

unprovoked	political	vi-

olence,	 such	 as	 the	 su-

cker-punching	 of	 white

supremacists	or	 the	as-

saulting	 of	 speakers	 on

college	 campuses.	Even

in	 mild	 forms	 such	 as

the	 tossing	 of	 milksha-

kes	at	right-wing	figur-

es,	 aggression	 against

others	 for	 expressing	 t-

heir	views	is	as	disturb-

ingly	 authoritarian	 as

the	 prohibition	 of	 flag

burning.

______________________

James	Hanmer	is	a	gu-

est	contributor.

Flag	Burning

By	James	Hanmer

LGBTQ+	Rights	are	Fundamental

for	a	Free	Society

By	Joseph	Gatti

of	the	many	reasons	w-

hy	pride	month	is	impo-

rtant	in	our	society	bec-

ause	 individual	 liberty

is	 non-negotiable	 for	 a

free	society.

There	is	nothing	abnor-

mal	about	consenting	a-

dults	 choosing	 to	 enga-

ge	in	behaviors	that	do-

n’t	harm	others,	two	sa-

me	 LGBTQ+	 partners

choosing	 to	 be	 together

doesn’t	violate	the	righ-

ts	of	others.	Preventing

LGBTQ+	 people	 from

participating	in	the	wo-

rkplace,	 the	 governme-

nt,	 marriage,	 etc.	 is	 a

violation	 of	 their	 indiv-

idual	liberty	and	perso-

nal	 choice.	This	doesn’t

stop	people	who	seek	to

violate	the	rights	of	the

LGBTQ+	 community	 t-
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The	 month	 of	 June	 co-

mmemorates	 the	 impa-

ct	the	LGBTQ+	commu-

nity	 has	 made	 here	 in

the	 United	 States	 and

around	the	world.	June

was	chosen	for	pride	m-

onth	because	of	its	con-

nection	 to	 the	 Stonew-

all	riots	which	occurred

in	 June	 of	 1969.	 The

LGBTQ+	 community’s

struggle	for	marriage	e-

quality	has	been	a	long

and	 hard	 struggle.	Alt-

hough	 the	 Libertarian

Party	has	supported	m-

arriage	 equality	 since

the	moment	of	 the	par-

ty’s	 conception	 in	1971,

gay	marriage	only	beca-

me	legal	a	 few	years	a-

go	in	the	United	States

and	 in	 many	 countries

around	 the	 world	 it	 is

still	 illegal.	This	 is	 one
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to	 libertarians	 is	 the

belief	that	aggression	i-

s	inherently	wrong	and

telling	 two	 consenting

adults	 that	 they	 can’t

engage	in	love	or	parti-

cipate	 in	work	 because

of	who	they	choose	to	l-

ove	 is	 an	 act	 of	 aggre-

ssion	 against	 them.	 In

order	for	a	society	to	be

a	 free	society,	 its	mem-

bers	must	be	free.	In	t-

he	 land	of	 the	 free	and

the	 home	 of	 the	 brave,

LGBTQ+	rights	are	va-

lues	 that	 are	 as	Amer-

ican	 as	 apple	 pie	 and

we	 are	 better	 off	 as	 a

country	for	it.

_____________________

Joseph	Gatti	is	the	fou-

nder	of	The	Patriot	Ri-

der	 which	 he	 hopes	 to

grow	 into	 a	 full	 media

outlet	one	day.

hough.	 A	 society	 is	 as

free	 as	 it	 is	 willing	 to

protect	 its	 vulnerable

members,	therefore	pri-

de	 month	 is	 important

in	the	US.	Pride	month

shows	the	LGBTQ+	co-

mmunity	that	there	are

people	 nationwide	 that

are	willing	 to	 stand	up

for	 their	 rights	 against

those	 who	 would	 seek

to	deny	the	LGBTQ+	c-

ommunity	 the	 same	 ri-

ghts	as	straight	people.

LGBTQ+	 rights,	 like

all	 civil	 rights,	 are	 pr-

omoted	by	Libertarians

because	Libertarians	b-

elieve	 that	 individuals

should	 have	 the	 right

to	pursue	their	own	de-

stinies	without	the	thr-

eat	of	government	forc-

e.	 An	 important	 value
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the	 battle	 flag	 known

colloquially	as	the	"sta-

rs	and	bars").	After	all,

did	 not	 the	 better	 part

of	 half	 a	million	Amer-

icans	perish	to	save	the

union	and	to	ensure	its

constitutional	 guarant-

ee	 of	 liberty	 would	 be

upheld	 for	 all	 citizens
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"stars	and	bars";	we	wi-
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or	 a	 desire	 for	 justice,

whether	 in	 a	 court	 of

law	or	a	back	alley.	Th-

ese	reactions	are	under-

standable.
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all	flags	associated	with
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IGNITING

LIBERTY

Editor's	 Note:	 The	 following	 content	 (through	 page	 19)	 is	 taken	 from	 the	 book	 Igniting	 Liberty:	 Voices	 of

Freedom	Around	the	World	with	the	owner's	permission.	The	two	sections	taken	from	the	book	are	the	Forward

(written	 by	 Libertarian	 activist	 Larry	 Sharpe)	 and	 the	 Editor's	 Introduction	 (written	 by	 editor's	 Adam	Ba-

rsouk	and	Martin	van	Staden).

This	book	was	created	by	Champion	Publications,	the	print	wing	of	Being	Libertarian.	Being	Libertarian	is	a

hub	of	libertarian-focused	content	creation	(including	web	articles,	podcasts,	and	social	media	content).
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Igniting	LibertyIgniting	Liberty

Foreward	by	Larry	SharpeForeward	by	Larry	Sharpe

Larry	Sharpe	is	a	veteran,	entrepreneur,	libertarian	activist,	and

former	candidate	for	the	Libertarian	Party	Vice	Presidential

nomination	(2016)	and	former	Libertarian	Party	gubernatorial

candidate	for	New	York	(2018).	He	widely	considered	as	one	of

the	more	unifying	members	of	both	the	Libertarian	Party	and

broader	libertarian	movement.	(Wikimedia	Commons)

Most	 people	who	 know	 of	me,	 know	 about

my	political	trials	and	tribulations	and	us-

ually	see	me	as	a	political	thought	leader	of

the	 liberty	movement.	Yet	 I	 came	 to	 these

ideals	 not	 as	 a	 theoretician	 or	 politician,

but	 from	a	 real-life	 perspective	 after	 deca-

des	in	the	business	world.	I	was	first	intro-

duced	to	the	philosophy	of	freedom	through

Robert	Ringer,	a	 financial	guru	–	not	thro-

ugh	the	likes	of	Mises,	Rothbard	or	Bastiat.

Therefore,	 it	 has	 been	 relatively	 easy	 for

me	to	simplify	the	libertarian	message,	and

make	 it	 accessible	 to	 everyone,	 because	 I

have	never	been	caught	up	in	all	the	politi-

cs	of	it.	Once	you	realize	that	the	true	phil-

osophy	of	liberty	lies	not	merely	in	politics,

but	 in	 everyday	 life,	 everything	 becomes

clearer.	I’ve	often	said	that	the	movement	is

not	just	about	liberty	and	rights,	but	about

the	pursuit	of	happiness.	Liberty	is	the	me-

ans	 to	 that	 end.	 Unfortunately,	 too	 many

libertarians	get	that	wrong.

Freedom	is	also	essential	to	modern	busin-

ess	leadership.	Post-industrial	leadership	is

all	 about	 enabling	your	 team	 to	be	proact-

ive	and	to	quickly	respond	to	change.	With

every	day,	innovation	accelerates	and	busi-

nesses	 are	 expected	 to	 become	 leaner	 and

more	efficient.

Libertarians	have	often	been	painted	as	th-

ese	“anarchist”	or	“stoner”	types.	Can	liber-

tarians	really	run	businesses?	Absolutely!
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In	 fact,	most	modern	successful	businesses	are	headed

by	 libertarians.	 These	 pioneers	 understand	 a	 simple

equation:

Personal	Freedom

Accountability

+	Transparency

Innovation

This	is	the	key	to	modern	business	success.

The	 libertarian	movement	 is	 also	 about	modern	 gove-

rnment.	The	left	wants	to	be	your	mother	and	give	you

everything.	 The	 right	wants	 to	 be	 your	 father	 and	 pr-

otect	 you	 from	 everything.	 Both	 sides	 stifle	 the	 indi-

vidual	and,	in	turn,	erode	our	great	American	culture.

Libertarians	want	to	be	your	brother	or	sister.	We	want

to	 love	you,	but	not	dominate	you	or	deprive	you.	And

when	 you	 are	 in	 trouble,	 we	 still	 want	 to	 be	 there	 to

help.	 The	 government’s	 role	 should	 be	 protecting	 the

rights	of	 the	 individual	when	they	are	attacked	by	the

local	 bully,	 not	 enforcing	 the	 personal	 whims	 of	 the

victors	 of	 the	 last	 election.	 Respect	 for	 the	 individual

and	their	rights	will	allow	all	 to	grow	and	prosper.	Li-

berty	is	the	future	of	effective	government.

The	authors	of	this	book	[Igniting	Liberty]	get	it	right.	I

know	the	authors	through	our	shared	arduous	journeys

in	the	social	media	landscape.	Social	media	is	one	of	the

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

ies,	have	the	money	to	own	the	airwaves.

But	 we	 own	 the	 truth.	 On	 social	 media

and	 in	 this	 book	 and	 others	 like	 it,	 we

shall	 spread	 this	 truth	 far	 and	wide.	As

long	 as	 people	 are	 deprived	 of	 freedom

and	 happiness,	 we	 shall	 carry	 on	 the

fight.

This	book	discusses	both	 the	 theory	and

applications	 of	 liberty.	 It	 explores	 how

people	 think	 within	 the	 movement,	 and

outside	of	it.	It	tries	to	empower	all	of	us

to	 find	 common	 ground	 and	 move	 forw-

ard	together.

The	writers	of	 this	book	are	 individuals.

They	 provide	 their	 individual	 takes	 on

the	 many	 shapes	 that	 liberty	 can	 take.

The	 reader	will	 find	 that	he	 or	 she	may

resonate	 with	 certain	 ideas,	 and	 less	 so

with	others.	But	the	reader	will	surely	be

challenged	 to	 contemplate	 all	 the	 roles

for	 liberty	 in	 our	 lives.	 And	 that	 is	 cr-

ucial.

The	 authors	 examine	 what	 others	 call

“common	 sense”	 and	 question	 it.	 They

look	at	axioms	and	test	 them.	They	 look

at	norms	and	confront	them.	In	some	ca-

ses,	you	will	agree.	 In	others,	you	won’t.

In	 some	 cases,	 you’ll	 see	 the	 struggles

that	 you	 and	 those	 you	 know	 and	 love

have	 gone	 through	 (and	 how	 the	 gover-

nment	 likely	made	 them	worse).	And	 in

other	 cases,	 you	 won’t	 feel	 a	 connection

at	 all.	 But	 you	 will	 be	 forced	 to	 think,

and	you	should	savor	that	opportunity.	 I

did.	 It’s	 worth	 the	 read	 because	 you’ll

mull	 over	 the	 topics	 for	 days	 after.	 You

might	 even	 change	 a	 perspective	 you’ve

held	all	your	life.

So	 please	 continue	 to	 pursue	 your	 hap-

piness,	your	way.	And	don’t	 tread	on	an-

ybody...	 unless,	 of	 course,	 they	 are	 con-

senting	adults.

toughest	 realms	 to	master,	 but	 it	 also	 holds	 the	most

potential	 to	 influence	all	people	and	change	the	world.

That	is	where	we,	the	liberty	movement,	must	hone	our

skills.	As	we	traverse	haters,	lovers,	bots	and	trolls,	we

must	try	to	understand	and	sway	everyone	we	can.	The

powers	that	be,	the	lobbyists	and	major	political	part-

The	left	wants	to	be	your	mother	and	give

you	everything.	the	right	wants	to	be	your

father	and	protect	you	from	everything.

Libertarians	want	to	be	your	brother	or

sister.	We	want	to	love	you,	but	not

dominate	you	or	deprive	you.
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“From	a	small	spark	may	burst	a	great	flame.”

-	Dante	Alighieri	(c.	1300)

Over	one	hundred	years	ago,	Vladimir	Lenin	pe-

nned	The	Spark,	prophesying	that	his	commun-

ist	 dream	 would	 catch	 on	 like	 wildfire.	 From

that	spark	sprung	an	inferno	of	parasitic	ideolo-

gies	 and	 governments,	 which,	 in	 the	 century

that	 followed,	 scorched	 half	 the	 world,	 killing

millions	 and	 enslaving	 billions.	 In	 1990,	 with

the	demolition	of	 the	Berlin	Wall,	 the	world	 let

out	 a	 collective	 sigh	 of	 relief	 as	 the	 inferno	 of

authoritarian	collectivism	was	finally	pronounc-

ed	dead.	Almost	three	decades	later,	we	now	kn-

ow	this	sigh	to	have	been	premature.	The	forces

of	socialism,	cronyism,	nationalism	and	statism

continue	to	 jeopardize	 freedom	around	the	wor-

ld.	 No	 country,	 however	 “Westernized”	 or	 “pro-

gressive,”	is	immune	to	the	rising	flames.

We	must	fight	fire	with	fire.	We	must	ignite	lib-

erty.

Igniting	Liberty:	Voices	 for	Freedom	Around	the

World	 is	 a	 collection	 of	 exclusive	 essays	 by	 col-

laborators	 from	 four	 continents,	 of	 diverse	 reli-

gious	perspectives,	ethnicities,	backgrounds,	ca-

reers	and	walks	of	life.	We	are	united	solely	by	a

commitment	to	reigniting	the	spark	of	freedom.

There	is	no	greater	goal,	higher	moral,	or	worth-

ier	 purpose	 than	 returning	 to	 individuals	 their

right	to	live	their	lives	how	they	see	fit.	It	is	the

difference	between	humanity	and	barbarity,	 in-

novation	and	stagnation.

Igniting	LibertyIgniting	Liberty

Editor's	Introduction	byEditor's	Introduction	by

Adam	Barsouk	&	Martin	van	StadenAdam	Barsouk	&	Martin	van	Staden
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logistics	 and	 procedures	 associated	 with

publishing	the	book	–	and	this	 is	Cham-

pion	Books’	first	ever	publication	–	and	to

them	we	are	indebted.	Finally,	we	thank

Being	 Libertarian	 LLC,	 its	 directors,

staff,	 and	 volunteers,	 for	 offering	 us	 the

platform	to	undertake	this	initiative	and

helping	us	make	it	a	success.

Igniting	 Liberty	 is	 a	 must-have	 manif-

esto	 for	 the	 advocates	 of	 liberty,	 and	 a

great	 introductory	 gift	 for	 those	 not	 yet

acquainted.	The	compelling,	original	arg-

uments	and	powerful	statistics	laden	wi-

thin	 the	 pages	 ahead	 can	 give	 you	 the

upper-hand	in	a	debate,	or	even	turn	the

greatest	liberty-skeptic	into	a	believer.

Whether	you	know	 it	 or	not,	 somewhere

deep	inside,	on	some	intimate	frequency,

you	 too	 hear	 freedom’s	 call.	 Help	 us

kindle	 her	 flames,	 so	 that	 liberty’s	 pyre

may	burn	bright	and	ward	away	the	dar-

kness	 of	 tyranny.	 Only	 together	 can	 we

ignite	liberty.

In	 the	 ensuing	 chapters,	 we	 defend	 freedom	 for	 all

reasons,	 in	 all	 sectors,	 for	 all	 people,	 everywhere	 ar-

ound	the	globe.	It	 is	especially	rare	to	 find,	 in	our	day

and	age,	 credible	voices	 that	can	 tunnel	 through	prop-

aganda	and	“alternative	facts”	to	bring	you	the	unencu-

mbered	 truth.	We	 have	 medical	 workers	 championing

individual	 choice	 in	 healthcare,	 economists	 validating

the	free	market,	and	voices	 from	around	the	globe	dis-

cussing	the	respective	histories	of	their	homelands.	We

explore	 why	 healthcare	 costs	 are	 so	 high,	 why	 gove-

rnments	 are	 so	 ineffective,	 and	 why	 unshackling	 the

free	market	and	the	individual	 is	the	best	way	to	save

our	fledgling	democracies.

To	 appreciate	 freedom,	 one	must	 first	 escape	 the	min-

dset	 of	 captivity.	 By	 systematically	 and	 unwaveringly

exposing	the	truth,	we	hope	to	help	our	society	shed	the

Stockholm	syndrome	of	statism.

Even	within	the	liberty	movement,	there	is	ample	room

for	disagreement	and	discussion.	Igniting	Liberty	seeks

to	foster	such	informed	discussions,	so	much	so	that	our

authors	offer	opposing	viewpoints	on	key	issues	so	that

readers	 may	 form	 their	 own	 conclusions.	 Ultimately,

however,	we	 aim	 to	 reveal	 a	 vital	 truth	 that	has	 been

deliberately	hidden	by	politicians,	corporations	and	the

other	 forces	that	be:	 there	 is	more	that	unites	us	than

divides	us.	All	citizens	of	the	world	want	freedom,	inn-

ovation	 and	 opportunity.	 All	 of	 us	 share	 these	 fun-

damental	 values.	 Igniting	 Liberty	 aims	 to	 consistently

apply	 these	 shared	 values	 to	 all	 political	 and	 social

issues	under	the	Sun.

As	 the	 editors	and	drivers	behind	 Igniting	Liberty,	we

must	 thank	 all	 the	 collaborators	 for	 the	months	 tirel-

essly	spent	working	on	 their	 contributions	 that	helped

make	this	a	book	worthy	of	any	reader’s	library.	We	also

thank	Larry	Sharpe,	who	today	is	making	waves	in	the

American	 libertarian	 movement,	 for	 agreeing	 to	 and

timeously	writing	the	foreword.

Nicholas	Woode-Smith,	Arthur	Cleroux,	and	Vinny	Ma-

rshall	 have	 assisted	 us	 at	 various	 junctures	 with	 the

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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Confessions
of	a	former

UBI
Lover

They	say	love	blinds	logic,	but	sometimes

it's	just	plain	killer.

By	Remso	W.	Martinez
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It	 started	 as	 a	 summer

fling,	 like	with	a	girl	yo-

ur	 parents	 warned	 you

about,	the	type	of	girl	yo-

ur	friends	have	heard	ru-

mors	 about,	 but	 everyw-

here	you	go,	everyone	ju-

st	 runs	 over	 to	 tell	 you

how	much	trouble	she	is.

That’s	 the	problem	thou-

gh;	you	 like	 trouble,	and

she’s	 sending	you	all	 the

right	signals.

I	guess	sometimes	the	best	thing

to	do	is	just	come	clean,	be	open

with	 one’s	 self	 and	 just	 start

with	 step	 one	 of	 the	 process	 of

growth	 and	 recovery.	 Hello,	 I’m

Remso	 W.	 Martinez	 and	 I’m	 a

former	 lover	 of	 Universal	 Basic

Income.
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bros	trying	to	“secure	the	bag”,	the	desire

for	 the	 formulation,	 perfection,	 and

central	planning	seduces	us	like	an	exotic

perfume	 on	 a	 dangerous	 woman.	 Is

Universal	 Basic	 Income	 better	 than	 our

impersonal,	 broken	 welfare	 state?	 Yes,

the	governme-nt	is	if	nothing	else	good	at

sending	 the	 checks	 out	 on	 time,	 yet	 this

is	 equating	 a	 horse	 carriage	 on	 fire	 to	 a

car	 on	 fire,	 you	 can’t	 simply	 rebrand	 a

broken	product	and	hope	that	consumers

can	 look	 past	 the	missing	 pieces,	 dents,

and	history	of	false	goods.

So	 here	 I	 am,	 hurt	 because	 I	 allowed

myself	 to	 be.	 Deceived	 because	 I	 deeply

wanted	 to	 believe,	 but	 believe	me,	 bene-

ath	her	soft	exterior,	 she’s	poison	calling

herself	medicine,	an	economic	and	cultur-

al	 suicide	 pill	 named	Desire.	 Save	 your-

self	 the	 trouble,	 the	next	 time	you	 think

she’s	 actually	 good	 for	 you,	 block	 her

number.

____________________________________

Remso	W.	Martinez	 is	 the	author	of	Stay

Away	 from	 the	Libertarians	 and	 the	 up-

coming	 book	How	 to	Succeed	 in	Politics.

He	 hosts	 the	 Remso	 Republic	 and	 The

Remso	Martinez	Experience	podcasts.	He

also	recently	became	the	social	media	coo-

rdinator	for	the	Washington	Times	Opin-

ion	section.

This	 sultry	minx,	however,	was	a	breed	all	her	own,

nobody	 could	 claim	 ownership	 over	 her.	 First	 I	 was

told	 she	 was	 seen	 dancing	 around	 with	 Milton

Friedman,	 then	 I	was	 told	 she	 had	 a	 dalliance	with

Martin	 Luther	 King	 Jr.	 but	 her	 first	 real	 love	 was

John	Locke.	Stories	were	told	that	French	anarchists

dug	 her	 style,	 she	 shacked	 up	 with	 socialists	 from

Scandinavia	all	 the	way	to	American	academia.	This

femme	 fatal	 has	 gone	 by	 many	 names	 too,	 ranging

from	 “Basic	 Income”	 to	 “Guaranteed	 Income”,	 but

everywhere	she	turns	up,	the	same	problems	follow.

It's	 easy	 to	 look	 back	 and	 say	 its	 all	 the	 woman’s

fault,	 she	made	me	 crazy	 and	 convinced	me	 the	 ra-

dical	ideas	she	whispered	so	seductively	into	my	ears

were	 really	mine.	 The	 truth	 is	 though,	 I	 was	 really

using	 her	 as	 an	 excuse,	 I	 loved	 the	 idea	 of	 her	 but

when	she	wound	up	in	my	bed,	dancing	in	my	head,	I

realized	this	constant	back	and	forth	flirtation	had	to

end.

Universal	Basic	 Income,	 in	 all	 its	 names	 and	 forms,

promises	to	be	everything	to	everyone.	It’s	like	water

because	 it	 can	 be	 ice	 and	 gas	 and	 liquid,	 it	 can	 be

anything	anyone	wants	it	to	be	but	in	all	actuality,	its

plain	 poison.	 This	 policy	 is	 like	 any	 other	 welfare

program,	a	bandaid	on	a	bullet	wound.	It	ignores	that

the	natural	state	of	man	is	poverty.	It	deceives	you	by

telling	 you	 that	 through	 means	 of	 taxation,	 you’re

really	 just	 getting	 your	 own	 money	 back;	 however,

does	that	justify	the	theft	of	it	in	the	first	place?

From	beltway	 libertarian	 think	 tanks	 to	#YangGang

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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We	Are	Libertarians

2020	Presidential	Debate	Series

Hosted	by	Hodey	Johns

Subscribe	to	the	We	Are	Libertarians	podcast	to	never	miss	a	2020

presidential	candidate	interview	and	issues-centered	debates!
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ReparationsReparations
A	Libertarian's	Case	in	Favor	of
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rep·a·ra·tion

/ˌrepəˈrāSH(ə)n/

noun

the	making	of	amends	for	a	wrong	one	has	done,	by	paying	money	to	or

otherwise	helping	those	who	have	been	wronged.

"the	courts	required	a	convicted	offender	to	make	financial	reparation	to

his	victim"

synonyms:	amends,	restitution,	redress,	compensation,	recompense,

repayment,	atonement

By	Kenton	Merrill
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rep·a·ra·tion

/ˌrepəˈrāSH(ə)n/

noun

the	making	of	amends	for	a	wrong	one	has	done,	by	paying	money	to	or

otherwise	helping	those	who	have	been	wronged.

"the	courts	required	a	convicted	offender	to	make	financial	reparation	to

his	victim"

synonyms:	amends,	restitution,	redress,	compensation,	recompense,

repayment,	atonement

By	Kenton	Merrill
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re·stor·a·tive	jus·tice

/rəˈstôrədiv/	/ˈjəstəs/

noun

a	system	of	criminal	justice	which	focuses	on	the	rehabilitation	of	offenders

through	reconciliation	with	victims	and	the	community	at	large.

Restorative	 justice	 is	 a	 principle	 I	 believe	 in	 –	 I

desire	 a	 world	 that	makes	 new,	 rather	 than	 con-

tinues	to	down	the	tired	old	path	of	tearing	down.

We	have	 tried	 an	 eye	 for	 an	 eye	 for	 long	 enough,

how	about	we	try	something	new?	Why	not	try	 li-

beration	from	the	washed	up	ways	of	faux	justice?

Restoration	 is	 an	 idea	 that	 can	break	 toxic	 cycles

of	 revenge.	 It	 can	 attempt	 to	 make	 things	 whole

again;	this	includes	the	idea	of	reparations.

Just	 to	 be	 clear,	 I	 don’t	 know	 exactly	 how	 legi-

timate,	 ideal	 reparations	 will	 look	 in	 the	modern

age.	I	don’t	know	how	the	exact	payment	will	take

place.	I	don’t	claim	to	know	all	of	the	answers	as	to

how	 to	 right	 the	wrongs	 for	 our	 sins	 of	 the	 past,

but	I	do	know	one	thing:	They	are	overdue,	and	I

intend	 to	explore	 the	options	 for	 reparations	 from

the	perspective	of	a	libertarian	socialist.	This	essay

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

rebound	 from	 a	 system	 that	 benefits	 from	 inher-

itance,	private	property,	and	white	male	privilege.

No,	 these	 systematic	 institutions	 are	 not	 always

easily	visible	from	my	personal	eyes,	but	listening

to	people	and	trying	to	understand	where	they	are

coming	from	go	a	long	way.

It	was	determined	by	Demos	Report,	in	association

of	the	Institute	for	Assets	and	Social	Policy	at	Br-

andeis	University	which	found	that	as	recently	as

2011,	 the	 median	 white	 household	 income	 had

$111,146	in	wealth	holdings,	while	the	median	bl-

ack	household	income	had	only	$7,113.	This	racial

economic	 injustice	 disparity	 is	 the	 direct	 product

of	 centuries	 of	 policies	 that	 deliberately	 excluded

and	oppressed	African	Americans.	(1)

As	Dane	Posner,	co-member	of	the	Libertarian-So-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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intends	 to	 explore	ways	 in	which	 reparations	 can

become	a	reality,	and	argues	that	reparations	the-

mselves	are	libertarian.

cialist	Caucus	of	the	Libertarian	Party	put	it:

“Private	 property	 ownership	 in	 America	 has

been	 passed	 down	 through	 generations	 by

individuals	who	slaughtered,	or	benefited	from

the	 slaughter	 of	 this	 land's	 original	 inhabit-

ants.	Following	the	violent	seizure	of	this	land,

dwellings,	factories	and	other	profit-generating

structures	were	 constructed	 through	 forced	 in-

voluntary	 slave	 labor.	 Following	 the	 abolition

of	 slavery	 in	 the	 United	 States,	 former	 slaves

and	their	descendants	were	left	without	homes

or	compensation	for	their	labor.	If	the	so-called

"non-aggression	principle"	is	the	pinnacle	of	all

libertarian	philosophies,	 the	only	 just	compen-

sation	 for	 the	centuries	of	NAP	violations	 that

built	this	country	from	the	ground	up	would	be

reparations	 in	 the	 form	 of	 money	 and/or	 pr-

operty,	 at	 the	 expense	 of	 the	 descendants	 of

those	who	benefited	 from	the	violent	seizure	of

land,	who	profited	 from	 the	 involuntary	 "free"

labor	of	slaves.”

I	 believe	 that	 if	 we,	 as	 libertarians,	 are	 going	 to

take	 the	 Non-Aggression	 Principle	 seriously,	 we

should	be	looking	to	defeat	institutions	that	violate

such	 principle	 –	 yes,	 taxation	 is	 theft,	 but	 justice

also	 allows	 for	 aggression	 in	 return.	 Institutions

such	as	colonialism,	racism,	imperialism,	toxic	ma-

sculinity	are	as	American	as	apple	pie.	I	have	often

read	 comments	 on	 the	 Internet	 and	 talked	 with

people	 who	 say	 things	 such	 as	 “reparations	 will

start	 a	 race	 war!”	 or	 those	 of	 us	 who	 favor	 such

things	 are	 “living	 in	 the	 past.”	 The	 truth	 is	 that

slavery	was	not	that	long	ago,	and	many	who	were

under	 the	 conditions	 of	 slavery	 are	 still	 trying	 to

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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dividuals	 is	 through	 judicial	 systems,	 or	 they	 can

be	 policies	 introduced	 by	 the	 state	 to	 address	 the

concerns	 or	 needs	 of	 a	 wider	 populace.	 The	 first

strategy	is	vital	in	creating	legal	precedent,	the	se-

cond	is	certainly	a	more	efficient	way	to	recognize

the	concerns	of	groups	of	people	as	a	whole.	While

using	 the	 state	 is	 unpopular	 amongst	 libertarian

circles	 (and	 understandably	 so),	 there	 is	 and	 has

historically	been	a	 libertarian	case	 for	using	 force

to	combat	injustice.	Such	things	like	marriage	equ-

ality	and	desegregation	are	examples	of	this.	

The	United	Nations'	Basic	Principles	and	Guideli-

nes	on	the	Rights	to	a	Remedy	and	Reparation	for

Gross	 Violations	 of	 International	 Human	 Rights

Law	and	Serious	Violations	of	International	Hum-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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co·lo·ni·al·ism

/kəˈlōnēəˌlizəm/

noun

the	policy	or	practice	of	acquiring	full	or	partial	political	control	over

another	country,	occupying	it	with	settlers,	and	exploiting	it	economically.

"the	state	apparatus	that	was	dominant	under	colonialism"

im·pe·ri·al·ism

/imˈpirēəˌlizəm/

noun

a	policy	of	extending	a	country's	power	and	influence	through	diplomacy	or

military	force.

"the	struggle	against	imperialism"

The	idea	of	reparations	has	two	main	components:

the	right	of	 the	victim	of	an	 injury	to	receive	rep-

aration,	 and	 the	duty	 of	 the	party	 responsible	 for

the	injury	to	provide	redress.	(2)

The	main	 ways	 reparations	 can	 be	 sought	 by	 in-
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The	 more	 closely	 property	 norms	 are	 examined,

the	further	one	can	see	the	blood,	violence,	and	ill-

egitimate	 ways	 in	 which	 private	 property	 is	 ac-

quired.	The	Native	Americans	understand	this	and

effects	of	U.S.	colonialism	and	imperialism.

There	is	a	strong	sense	of	divisiveness	that	the	top-

ic	of	reparations	emits.	 “Well,	 I	did	not	personally

own	any	slaves,	why	should	I	pay?”	My	answer	to

that	is	the	U.S.	has	already	paid	reparations	to	Ja-
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panese	Americans	who	were	victims	of	 internment

camps	through	the	Civil	Liberties	Act	of	1988,	sign-

ed	 into	 law	 by	 President	 Ronald	Reagan,	 and	Ge-

rmany	paid	reparations	 to	 those	who	were	victims

of	the	Nazi	regime.	Paying	the	descendants	of	oppr-

ession	 is	 not	 going	 to	 kill	 us.	 Is	 it	 that	 people	 be-

lieve	we	are	too	late	to	pay	for	our	shames?	When	is

too	late?	I	think	now	is	the	time.

LEFT:	PHOTO	FROM	THE	RONALD	REAGAN	PRESIDENTIAL
LIBRARY	(Wikimedia	Commons).	President	Ronald	Reagan	–
considered	by	many	to	be	the	most	conservative	president	in
the	20th	century	-	signs	a	reparations	law	in	1988.

Types	of	ReparationsTypes	of	Reparations
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anitarian	 Law	 (3)	 describes	 the	 five	 formal	 cate-

gories	of	reparations	as	restitution,	compensation,

rehabilitation,	satisfaction,	and	guarantees	of	non-

repetition.	The	first	two	of	these	are	the	main	focal

point	of	the	discussion,	given	that	these	two	of	the

four	 listed	 below	 have	 already	 happened	 in	 some

situations.

Restitution	 –	 Restitution	 simply	 restores	 somet-

hing	that	was	lost.	It	measures	to	serve	victims	of

injustice	 in	 restoring	 what	 was	 taken	 away.	 This

can	 include	 a	 variety	 of	 things	 related	 to	 slavery,

but	most	notably	return	of	property.

Damages	Compensation	–	The	provision	of	com-

pensation	 for	economic	damages	that	were	passed

down	is	currently	the	most	talked	about	reparation

in	 the	political	arena.	These	damages	can	 include

monetary	loss,	but	also	consist	of	physical	or	men-

tal	damages	that	were	done.

Rehabilitation	 –	 This	 can	 include	 psychological,

medical,	social	services,	and	legal	assistances.

Satisfaction	 –	 Consists	 of	 various	 measures

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

which	 include	 the	 ces-

sation	of	human	rights

violations	 and	 abuses,

searching	for	the	disa-

ppeared,	truth-seeking

recovery	 and	 reburial

of	 remains,	 judicial	 a-

nd	administrative	san-

ctions,	 public	 apologi-

es,	 commemoration,	a-

nd	memorialization.

Guarantees	 of	 Non-

Repetition	–	These	a-

re	reforms	which	insu-

re	of	 the	prevention	of

future	abuses,	 includi-

ng:	 civilian	 control	 of

the	military	 and	 secu-

rity	forces,	strengthen-

ing	an	independent	ju-

diciary,	 protection	 of

civil	 service	 and	 hum-

an	rights	workers,	 the

overall	 promotion	 of

human	 rights	 standa-
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Murray	RothbardMurray	Rothbard

ABOVE:	MAP	PROVIDED	BY	U.S.	COAST	GUARD.	This	map
shows	the	percentage	of	county	populations	comprised	of
slaves	in	1861.	Some	counties'	populations	were	more	than
90%	slave.	(Wikimedia	Commons)

rds,	and	the	establishment	of	mechanisms	to	prev-

ent	 and	 monitor	 social	 conflict	 and	 conflict	 res-

olution.	Guarentees	of	non-repetition	have	already

happened	 in	 the	 form	 of	 equal	 rights	 acts,	 des-

egragation	 and	 actions	 that	 have	 given	 African

Americans	a	fair	chance	in	the	work-place.

Even	Murray	Rothbard	was	open	to	the	idea	when

he	 wrote	 the	 Ethics	 of	 Liberty.	 Albeit,	 Rothbard

admitted	the	complexities	of	the	situation,	this	was

during	his	“New	Left”	stage.
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Noam	ChomskyNoam	Chomsky

“We	 have	 indicated	 above	 that	 there	 was	 only

one	 possible	 moral	 solution	 for	 the	 slave	 que-

stion:	 immediate	 and	 unconditional	 abolition,

with	no	compensation	to	the	slavemasters.	Ind-

eed,	 any	 compensation	 should	 have	 been	 the

other	 way—to	 repay	 the	 oppressed	 slaves	 for

their	 lifetime	 of	 slavery.	 A	 vital	 part	 of	 such

necessary	 compensation	 would	 have	 been	 to

grant	 the	plantation	 lands	not	 to	 the	slavema-

ster,	 who	 scarcely	 had	 valid	 title	 to	 any	 pro-
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"Not	 just	 African	 Americans.	 We	 ourselves	 didn't

own	slaves,	but	we	–	me	–	are	 rich	and	privileged

because	 of	 the	 torture	 of	 blacks	 for	 centuries.	 And

yes	we	own	them	reparations."	said	Chomsky.

Later,	 he	 suggested	 that	 any	 group	 of	 people

abused	 by	U.S.	 imperialism	 should	 be	 paid	 back,

saying:	 "The	 same	 with	 the	 remnants	 of	 Native

Americans.	 Same	 with	 countries	 that	 we've	 dest-

royed.	What	 about	 Iraq?	 I	mean	we've	 devastated
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When	Noam	Chomsky,	a	fellow	libertarian	socialist

and	most	notably	an	Anarcho-Syndicalist,	was	as-

ked	at	a	Harvard	University	discussion	forum	abo-

ut	 whether	 or	 not	 he	 would	 be	 supporting	 rep-

arations,	he	said:	"Would	I?	Very	much	so.

perty,	but	 to	 the	slaves	 them-

selves,	 whose	 labor,	 on	 our

“homesteading”	 principle,	 w-

as	mixed	with	 the	 soil	 to	 de-

velop	the	plantations.	In	sho-

rt,	 at	 the	 very	 least,	 element-

ary	libertarian	justice	requir-

ed	 not	 only	 the	 immediate

freeing	of	the	slaves,	but	also

the	immediate	turning	over	to

the	 slaves,	 again	without	 co-

mpensation	to	the	masters,	of

the	 plantation	 lands	 on	whi-

ch	 they	 had	worked	 and	 sw-

eated.''	(4)

"The	truth	is	that	slavery	was	not

that	long	ago,	and	many	who	we-

re	under	the	conditions	of	slave-

ry	are	still	trying	to	rebound

from	a	system	that	benefits	from

inheritance,	private	property,

and	white	male	privilege."

(From:	 Ethics	 of	 Liberty,	 chapter	 11:	 "Land

Monopoly,	Past	and	Present".)

*Author's	 Note:	 Even	 though	 Rothbard	 supported

reparations	 for	 the	 living	 slaves,	 I	 want	 to	 be

intellectually	honest	in	saying	that	I	do	not	believe

he	would	 support	 reparations	 in	 the	 form	 of	 com-

pensating	 future	 generations	 for	 the	 sins	 of	 the

past.	However,	his	views	are	very	much	worth	no-

ting	in	this	piece.

Iraq,	 killed	 hundreds	 of	 thousands	 of	 people,

generated	 millions	 of	 refugees,	 created	 sectarian

conflict	 that's	 destroying	 the	 place.	 Is	 it	 our

responsibility?	Sure."	said	Chomsky.

"I	think	the	call	for	reparations	is	very	legitimate,"

he	added.	(5)

Reparations	as	aReparations	as	a
Call	to	ActionCall	to	Action

An	anarchist	 idea	which	 I	 am	 intrigued	by	 is	 the

idea	of	reparations	as	a	verb.	This	is	the	idea	that

as	the	Black	Autonomy	Network	puts	it:

“...isn’t	 a	 demand	 to	 be	made	 of	 the	 state,	 not

for	 40	 acres	 and	 a	 mule	 (with	 inflation	 adj-

usted)	or	anything	else.	Along	with	reparations

as	 a	 demand,	 we	 are	 also	 not	 interested	 in	 it
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now.

As	 libertarian	 socialists,	 many	 of	 us	 view	 the

act	of	reparations	as	the	forms	taken	in	which

our	liberation	already	exists.	The	ways	in	whi-

ch	 our	 communities	 have	 had	 to	 exist	 outside

of	the	law,	outside	of	the	economy,	to	take	care

of	 ourselves	 and	 each	 other...	The	autonomous

zones	that	form	in	riots	when	we	kick	the	police

our	 of	 our	 neighborhoods.	 The	 breakdown	 of

property	 relations	when	we	 loot	 the	 commodi-

ties	we	 can’t	 afford	 but	 are	 told	 to	want,	 only

separated	from	us	by	the	threat	of	state	violence

and	a	window,	and	share	them	with	strangers
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delivered	 through	 capitalist	 property	 relations

or	 economics	 (any	 economics).	 We	 agree	 with

Saidiya	 Hartman	 when	 she	 says	 “I	 refuse	 to

believe	that	the	slave’s	most	capacious	political

claims	 or	 wildest	 imaginings	 are	 for	 back

wages	or	debt	relief.	There	are	too	many	lives

at	peril	 to	recycle	the	 forms	of	appeal	that,	at

best,	 have	 delivered	 the	 limited	 emancipation

against	 which	 we	 now	 struggle.”	We	 re-conce-

ptualize	reparations	as	an	action,	an	attack	on

the	 order	 built	 off	 of	 our	 stolen	 labor	 –	 our

stolen	 lives	 –	 which	 confines	 our	 existence	 to

slavery,	to	wages	and	debt,	to	prisons	and	dea-

th,	not	 just	500	years	ago	but	 today,	here	and
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ConclusionConclusion

on	the	streets.	These	acts	of	survival	and	attack

carry	 in	 them	 the	 forms	 of	 organization	 and

social	 relations	 that	 will	 open	 space	 for	 an-

archy,	and	it	is	from	these	that	we	move	to	the

liberation	 of	 territory,	 the	 destruction	 of	 work

and	the	economy,	and	the	abolition	of	the	state

and	its	physical	manifestations.”	(6)

As	a	libertarian	socialist,	many	would	say	that	the

only	 true	way	 of	making	 reparations	whole	 is	 th-

rough	the	transfer	of	private	property.	This	may	be

true,	 but	 I	 also	 lean	 favoring	 pragmatic	 ways	 of

working	 toward	 justice	 and	 equality.	 In	 ordinary

western	 libertarian	 circles,	 words	 such	 as	 “equa-

lity”	may	be	 seen	as	one	 for	 the	progressives,	but

in	my	view	it	 is	as	 libertarian	as	the	word	liberty

itself.	If	 liberty	 isn’t	 for	all,	 then	it	 isn’t	 liberty	at

all.	That,	to	me,	includes	economic	justice.

I	 challenge	 libertarians	 of	 all	 ideological	 backgro-

unds	 to	 consider	 reparations	 in	 the	 present	 time.

Using	the	state	as	a	response	to	aggression	to	ca-

rry	 out	 justice,	 I’d	 argue,	 is	 not	 only	 progressive,

it’s	libertarian.

No,	I	don't	have	all	the	answers.	However,	I	do	st-

and	with	those	who	dream	of	a	better	America--one

in	which	the	systems	which	it	has	been	built	upon

are	 finally	 completely	 torn	 down--a	 country	 that

actually	 takes	 justice	 seriously.	 My	 hope	 is	 that

someday	 we	 truly	mean	 it	 when	 we	 utter	 the	 w-

ords	"Liberty	and	Justice	for	ALL."

_______________________________________________

Kenton	 Merrill	 is	 a	 founding	 member	 of	 the	 Lib-

ertarian	Socialist	Caucus	of	the	Libertarian	Party.

BELOW:	PHOTO	BY	DAVID	BERKOWITZ.	A	memorial	to	the
slave	trade	and	all	enslaved	Africans	in	Stone	Town,	Tanzania.
Part	of	reparations	(aside	from	monetary/property	restitution)
could	include	erecting	monuments	to	the	oppressed	in	order
to	raise	awareness	in	societies	communal	consciousness.
(Wikimedia	Commons)
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now.

As	 libertarian	 socialists,	 many	 of	 us	 view	 the

act	of	reparations	as	the	forms	taken	in	which

our	liberation	already	exists.	The	ways	in	whi-

ch	 our	 communities	 have	 had	 to	 exist	 outside

of	the	law,	outside	of	the	economy,	to	take	care

of	 ourselves	 and	 each	 other...	The	autonomous

zones	that	form	in	riots	when	we	kick	the	police

our	 of	 our	 neighborhoods.	 The	 breakdown	 of

property	 relations	when	we	 loot	 the	 commodi-

ties	we	 can’t	 afford	 but	 are	 told	 to	want,	 only

separated	from	us	by	the	threat	of	state	violence

and	a	window,	and	share	them	with	strangers
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delivered	 through	 capitalist	 property	 relations

or	 economics	 (any	 economics).	 We	 agree	 with

Saidiya	 Hartman	 when	 she	 says	 “I	 refuse	 to

believe	that	the	slave’s	most	capacious	political

claims	 or	 wildest	 imaginings	 are	 for	 back

wages	or	debt	relief.	There	are	too	many	lives

at	peril	 to	recycle	the	 forms	of	appeal	that,	at

best,	 have	 delivered	 the	 limited	 emancipation

against	 which	 we	 now	 struggle.”	We	 re-conce-

ptualize	reparations	as	an	action,	an	attack	on

the	 order	 built	 off	 of	 our	 stolen	 labor	 –	 our

stolen	 lives	 –	 which	 confines	 our	 existence	 to

slavery,	to	wages	and	debt,	to	prisons	and	dea-

th,	not	 just	500	years	ago	but	 today,	here	and
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ConclusionConclusion

on	the	streets.	These	acts	of	survival	and	attack

carry	 in	 them	 the	 forms	 of	 organization	 and

social	 relations	 that	 will	 open	 space	 for	 an-

archy,	and	it	is	from	these	that	we	move	to	the

liberation	 of	 territory,	 the	 destruction	 of	 work

and	the	economy,	and	the	abolition	of	the	state

and	its	physical	manifestations.”	(6)

As	a	libertarian	socialist,	many	would	say	that	the

only	 true	way	 of	making	 reparations	whole	 is	 th-

rough	the	transfer	of	private	property.	This	may	be

true,	 but	 I	 also	 lean	 favoring	 pragmatic	 ways	 of

working	 toward	 justice	 and	 equality.	 In	 ordinary

western	 libertarian	 circles,	 words	 such	 as	 “equa-

lity”	may	be	 seen	as	one	 for	 the	progressives,	but

in	my	view	it	 is	as	 libertarian	as	the	word	liberty

itself.	If	 liberty	 isn’t	 for	all,	 then	it	 isn’t	 liberty	at

all.	That,	to	me,	includes	economic	justice.

I	 challenge	 libertarians	 of	 all	 ideological	 backgro-

unds	 to	 consider	 reparations	 in	 the	 present	 time.

Using	the	state	as	a	response	to	aggression	to	ca-

rry	 out	 justice,	 I’d	 argue,	 is	 not	 only	 progressive,

it’s	libertarian.

No,	I	don't	have	all	the	answers.	However,	I	do	st-

and	with	those	who	dream	of	a	better	America--one

in	which	the	systems	which	it	has	been	built	upon

are	 finally	 completely	 torn	 down--a	 country	 that

actually	 takes	 justice	 seriously.	 My	 hope	 is	 that

someday	 we	 truly	mean	 it	 when	 we	 utter	 the	 w-

ords	"Liberty	and	Justice	for	ALL."

_______________________________________________

Kenton	 Merrill	 is	 a	 founding	 member	 of	 the	 Lib-

ertarian	Socialist	Caucus	of	the	Libertarian	Party.

BELOW:	PHOTO	BY	DAVID	BERKOWITZ.	A	memorial	to	the
slave	trade	and	all	enslaved	Africans	in	Stone	Town,	Tanzania.
Part	of	reparations	(aside	from	monetary/property	restitution)
could	include	erecting	monuments	to	the	oppressed	in	order
to	raise	awareness	in	societies	communal	consciousness.
(Wikimedia	Commons)
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DeclarationDeclaration
A	ModernA	Modern

On	 the	4th	 of	 July	 every	year	we

celebrate	 our	 independence	 once

again.	While	 reading	our	declara-

tion,	it	brings	to	question	whether

or	 not	 we	 still	 have	 the	 liberties,

accurate	 representation,	 and	 fair

and	just	laws	that	were	hard	foug-

ht	to	attain.	It	brings	to	mind	that

we	may	need	to	seek	our	indepen-

dence	once	again.	Not	to	separate

ourselves	from	a	tyrannical	dictat-

or,	but	to	free	ourselves	from	a	go-

vernment	 that	has	 long	 since	 for-

gotten	what	liberty	is.

We	 celebrate,	 every	 year,	 the	 day

we	declared	 that	 our	nation	 shall

be	free	and	independent	of	an	em-

pire	that	sought	to	control	us	wit-
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hout	adequate	representation	and

the	 fight	 for	 this	 freedom	 would

take	another	seven	bloody	years	to

attain	after	this	declaration.

Our	forefathers	stated	in	their	De-

claration	of	Independence	that	all

men	are	created	equal	and	are	en-

dowed	with	 the	 inalienable	 rights

of	 life,	 liberty,	 and	 the	 pursuit	 of

happiness	 and	 that	 government

should	be	derived	from	the	conse-

nt	of	 the	governed.	They	set	 four-

th	to	make	each	independent	colo-

ny	a	state	 (or	 country)	of	 it's	own

with	 independent	 local	governme-

nts	to	better	handle	their	own	pe-

ople	 and	 for	 each	 state	 to	 reflect

the	will	of	their	people	through	lo-
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cal	representation,	unlike	the	det-

ached	control	Brittan	had.

In	 the	 midst	 of	 rebellion	 for	 our

independence,	we	formed	the	Arti-

cles	of	Confederation.	An	agreem-

ent	between	these	thirteen	 indep-

endent	states	to	help	preserve	ea-

ch	 other's	 independence	 and	 fully

legitimize	congress	to	vote	on	com-

mon	laws	for	each	state	governm-

ent	to	abide	by.	By	1783,	the	Trea-

ty	of	Paris	was	signed	and	our	in-

dependence	was	attained.

A	mere	six	years	later	in	1789	we

revised	 the	Articles	 and	 "in	 order

to	 form	a	more	 perfect	 union"	 the

constitution	was	 signed.	This	has
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world:

Government	 has	 refused

approval	of	laws,	the	mo-

st	 wholesome	 and	 nece-

ssary	for	the	public	good.

Government	 has	 preven-

ted	passing	laws	of	imm-

ediate	and	pressing	imp-

ortance,	 unless	 suspend-

ed	 in	 their	 operation	 till

federal	 consent	 should

be	obtained;	and	when	so

suspended,	 has	 utterly

neglected	to	attend	to	th-

em.

Government	 has	 refused

to	 pass	 other	 laws	 for

the	accommodation	of	la-

rge	districts	of	people	by

gerrymandering,	 unless

those	people	would	relin-
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been	the	state	of	our	union	and	th-

e	basis	of	our	operating	principles

since.

It	is	with	this	history	in	mind	that

I	am	sad	to	see	that	we	have	forg-

otten	our	 fight	 for	 liberty	and	the

mechanisms	that	caused	us	to	se-

ek	independence	two-hundred	and

forty	 three	 years	 ago	 are	 coming

to	pass	again.

Let	facts	be	submitted	to	a	candid

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAA

administration	 of	 justice	 by	 refu-

sing	to	permit	laws	establishing	a

jury	 of	 peers	 for	 all	 cases	 where

judgment	 may	 restrict	 the	 rights

of	 a	 person,	 incur	 imprisonment,

or	otherwise	 incur	a	 large	debt	 to

be	owed.

Government	has	made	judges	dep-

endent	 on	 its	 political	 will	 alone

for	the	tenure	of	their	offices,	and

the	amount	and	payment	 of	 their

salaries,	with	due	reliance	on	con-
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entionally	 hindered	 representati-

ve	parties	repeatedly,	for	opposing

with	manly	firmness	its	invasions

on	the	rights	of	the	people.

Government	has	refused	for	a	long

time,	 after	 such	 dissolutions,	 to

cause	others	to	be	elected,	where-

by	 the	 legislative	 powers,	 incapa-

ble	of	annihilation,	have	turned	to

the	 police	 for	 their	 exercise;	 the

people	remaining	in	the	meantime

exposed	to	all	the	dangers	of	their

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAA

laws.

Government	has	endeavored	to	pr-

event	the	population	of	these	Sta-

tes;	 for	 the	purpose	obstructing	t-

he	 laws	for	naturalization	of	 fore-

igners;	 refusing	 to	 pass	 others	 to

encourage	their	migrations	hither,

and	raising	the	conditions	to	proc-

ure	private	lands	for	a	wall	in	this

endeavor.

Government	 has	 obstructed	 the
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quish	 the	 right	 of	 representation

in	 the	 legislature	by	 vote,	 a	 right

inestimable	 to	 them	and	 formida-

ble	to	tyrants	only.

Government	 has	 called	 together

voters	at	places	unusual,	uncomf-

ortable,	 and	 distant	 from	 the	 de-

pository	 of	 their	 records,	 for	 the

sole	purpose	of	 fatiguing	them	in-

to	compliance	with	its	measures.

Government	 has	 dissolved	 or	 int-
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this	service	against	their	will.

Government	 has	 combined	 with

companies	to	subject	us	to	a	juris-

diction	foreign	to	our	constitution,

and	unacknowledged	by	our	 laws;

giving	 its	permission	to	their	acts

of	pretended	legislation:

For	protecting	 them,	by	a	mock

trial	 from	 punishment	 for	 any

murders	 or	 unjust	 acts	 which

they	should	commit	on	 the	 inh-
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tributions	 by	 jurisdictio-

nal	lawyers	who	seek	in-

kind	 rulings	 to	 subvert

justice	itself.

Government	 has	 erected

a	multitude	 of	new	pris-

ons,	 and	 sent	hither	 sw-

arms	of	officers	to	harass

the	 people	 for	 citations

or	imprisonment	with	vi-

ctimless	crimes;	to,	with-

out	 warrant,	 search	 the

property	 of	 the	 people

and	confiscate	their	sub-

stance	by	way	of	civil	as-

set	forfeiture.

Government	has	affected

to	render	the	military	in-

dependent	 of	 and	 super-

ior	 to	 the	 Civil	 Power

and	 has	 forced	 conscr-

iption	 of	 the	 people	 into
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"...I	am	sad	to	see

that	we	have	forgott-

en	our	fight	for	liber-

ty	and	the	mechanis-

ms	that	caused	us	to

seek	independence

two-hundred	and	for-

ty	three	years	ago	are

coming	to	pass

again."
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Government	 has	 excited	 domestic

insurrections	amongst	us,	and	has

endeavored	to	extremitize	the	inh-

abitants	of	other	nations,	the	mer-

ciless	terrorists	whose	known	rule

of	 warfare,	 is	 an	 undistinguished

destruction	 of	 all	 ages,	 sexes	 and

conditions.

In	 every	 stage	 of	 these	 oppressio-

ns,	we	have	petitioned	for	redress

in	the	most	humble	terms:	our	re-

peated	 petitions	 have	 been	 answ-

ered	only	by	silence	and	a	POTUS,

whose	 character	 is	 thus	 marked

by	 every	 act	 which	 may	 define	 a

tyrant,	unfit	 to	be	 the	 leader	of	a

free	people.

We	cannot	let	our	freedom	become

forgotten	 in	 river	 of	 time.	 Slowly

eroded	 year	 after	 year	 until	 the

immovable	 boulder	 that	was	 once

our	constitution	has	become	a	peb-

ble	in	the	hands	of	a	tyrant.

________________________________

William	Hurst	is	a	libertarian	act-

ivist	and	 former	candidate	 for	 the

Libertarian	Party's	2020	presiden-

tial	nomination.

lity	to	act	independently	for	the-

ir	 own	 needs,	 with	 full	 domain

and	consent	for	their	own	bodies

and	declaring	itself	invested	wi-

th	power	to	legislate	for	us	in	all

cases	whatsoever.

Government	has	plundered	our	se-

as,	 ravaged	 our	 coasts,	 poisoned

the	water	of	our	towns,	made	a	cr-

ime	 of	 owning	 plants,	 and	 with

this,	has	destroyed	the	lives	of	our

people.

Government	 is	at	 this	 time	 trans-

porting	armies	to	complete	the	w-

orks	of	death,	desolation,	and	tyr-

anny,	already	begun	with	circums-

tances	of	cruelty	and	perfidy	scar-

cely	 paralleled	 in	 the	 most	 barb-

arous	ages,	and	 totally	unbecomi-

ng	of	a	civilized	nation.

Government	 has	 constrained	 our

fellow	 citizens	 to	 bear	 arms	 agai-

nst	 their	 family,	 to	 become	 the

executioners	 of	 their	 friends	 and

brethren,	 or	 to	 fall	 themselves	by

their	hands.

abitants	of	these	States;

For	 imposing	Taxes	on	us	with-

out	our	consent;

For	 depriving	 people	 in	 many

cases,	 of	 the	 benefit	 of	 trial	 by

jury;

For	 transporting	 people	 beyond

seas	to	be	tried	for	pretended	of-

fenses;

For	abolishing	many	systems	of

foreign	laws	in	global	provinces,

establishing	 therein	 an	 arbitra-

ry	 government,	 and	 enlarging

its	boundaries	so	as	to	render	it

at	once	an	example	and	fit	inst-

rument	for	introducing	the	same

absolute	 rule	 of	 democracy	 on

other	lands;

For	 ignoring	 the	 Bill	 of	 Rights,

abolishing	our	most	valuable	la-

ws	 and	 altering	 fundamentally

the	 natural	 freedoms	 inherent

to	each	of	these	rights;

For	suspending	the	people's	abi-
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Editor's	Note:	Immigration	is	one	of	the	most	div-

isive	issues	in	Trump's	America,	and	it's	no	less	so

in	 libertarian	 circles.	 I'd	 venture	 to	 say	 that	 the

vast	majority	of	libertarians	(and	the	official	Libe-

rtarian	Party)	is	much	more	less	immigration-ske-

ptical	 than	 mainstream	 conservatives	 and	 leftist

populists,	but	 that	 is	certainly	not	 the	case	 for	all

libertarians.

While	 many	 libertarians	 desire	 an	 Ellis	 Island-

style	immigration	system,	many	also	believe	in	the

idea	 of	 entirely	 open	 borders.	 On	 the	 flip	 side	 of

that,	many	believe	 is	a	much	stricter	 immigration

system,	and	some	are	even	mostly	OK	with	the	cur-

rent	 U.S.	 immigration	 system	 as	 is.	 There	 are	 a

variety	of	reasons	for	these	different	beliefs,	often	(I

think)	boiling	down	to	what	libertarians	prioritize

more:	 non-aggression;	 free	market	 economics;	 div-

ersity;	or	cultural	homogeneity.

Personally,	I	fall	on	the	"Open	the	borders	now"	si-

de	of	the	spectrum	and	I	belief	that	cultural	diver-

sity	is	especially	important	to	promote	and	support

given	the	recent	uptick	of	jingoism	in	recent	years.

That	being	said,	I	fully	embrace	the	fact	that	there

are	many	who	are	far	smarter	than	me	that	think

differently.	 The	 following	 section	 of	 this	 issue	 of

WAL	Reader	provides	a	look	at	several	libertarian

stances	on	immigration	–	naturally	I	do	not	agree

with	all	of	them,	but	I	think	that	each	perspective

is	 respectful	of	Americans	and	 immigrants	and	 is

worth	hearing	out.

Best,

Ryan	Lindsey
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Can	I	be	honest?	Immigration	is	not	a	pet	issue	of

mine.	

It	 has	 never	 ranked	 highly	 in	 my	 political	 awa-

reness,	I	don't	tend	to	traffic	in	the	latest	statistics

or	partisan	trends,	and	I	don't	subscribe	to	any	of

the	sensational	viewpoints.	As	with	so	many	other

policy	 areas,	 the	debate	has	been	 forced	 into	 two

largely	 opposing	 viewpoints:	 those	 who	 would

seemingly	 allow	 unhampered	 immigration	 and

those	 who	 would	 crack	 down	 heavily	 and	 spend

more	 resources	 attempting	 to	 wall	 off	 vast	 stret-

ches	of	border	territory.

But	 I've	 been	 a	 bit	 frustrated	 by	 some	 of	 the

talking	 points	 that	 have	 been	 floating	 around	 in

conservative,	 even	 Christian,	 circles	 around	 the

issue.	 Often,	 in	 politics,	 we	 like	 to	 boil	 our	 argu-

ments	down	 to	 sloganeering	or	pithy	retorts	 that,

while	 sometimes	 powerful	 for	 a	 moment,	 don't

actually	 amount	 to	 adequately	 capturing	 or	 expl-

aining	 the	 true	 issue	 at	 hand.	 Immigration	 is	 no

exception.	So,	as	I've	done	with	other	topics	in	the

past,	I	thought	I	might	attempt	to	bring	some	cla-

rity	to	the	issue	to	help	you	think	more	clearly	the

next	time	you	find	yourself	discussing	this	heated

subject.
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States.	 And,	 under	 that	 original	 Constitutional

order,	 the	 primary	 task	 of	 immigration	 was

reserved	to	the	states,	not	the	general	government.

This	sentiment	was	expressed	well	by	the	Kentuc-

ky	Resolutions	of	1798,	 drafted	by	Thomas	Jeffer-

son	 in	 response	 to	 the	 Alien	 and	 Sedition	 Acts

earlier	passed	by	Congress,	the	relevant	resolution

explaining	 "That	 alien	 friends	 are	 under	 the

jurisdiction	and	protection	of	the	laws	of	the	State

wherein	they	are:	that	no	power	over	them	has	been

delegated	to	the	United	States,	nor	prohibited	to	the

individual	 States,	 distinct	 from	 their	 power	 over

citizens."

Given	this	background,	the	Constitutionality	of	im-

migration	proposals	changes	perspective	dramatic-

ally.	 Consider	 that	 so-called	 "sanctuary	 cities",

within	this	paradigm,	become	not	some	exclusively

progressive	 phenomenon	 of	 gross	 unconstitution-

ality,	but	a	bold	act	of	nullification	 in	 response	 to

federal	 encroachment.	 Consider	 as	 well	 that	 the

Constitution	gives	states	the	freedom	to	define	vot-

ing	requirements	apart	from	a	handful	of	protected

categories.	This	offers	much	needed	perspective	to

past	outrage	over	states	giving	 illegal	aliens	driv-

er's	licenses	or	the	potential	right	to	vote.	Whether

those	actions	are	positive	or	wise	is	one	matter,	but

their	Constitutionality	is	another.

Many	may	confuse	the	powers	of	the	general	gove-

rnment	to	control	the	process	of	naturaliz-ation	vs.

the	powers	of	the	states	to	control	immigration	in-

to	their	borders.	Michael	Boldin	of	the	Tenth	Ame-

ndment	Center	refers	us	to	the	18th	century	defin-

ition	 of	 naturalization	 as	 "The	 act	 of	 investing

aliens	with	the	privileges	of	native	subjects",	which

is	 far	 different	 from	 any	 sense	 of	 control	 over

whether	one	is	free	to	enter,	reside	within,	work	in,

or	leave	any	given	state.	Granted,	at	the	time,	th-

ose	 "privileges"	 of	 native	 subjects	 did	 not	 include

vast	welfare	program	benefits	and	access	to	public

infrastructure	and	resources.	But	that	is	not	in	it-

self	an	argument	against	proper	Constitutionality.

As	much	 as	 conservatives	may	 like	 to	 view	 their

position	as	Constitutional,	 the	history	begs	 to	dif-

fer.	Allowing	immigration	control	at	the	state	level,

allowing	 federalism	to	handle	conflicts	and	differ-
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Conservative	 arguments	 regarding	 immigration

are	unsurprisingly	 often	 rooted	 in	 a	 sense	 of	 nat-

ional	unity,	a	sense	of	patriotism	and	common	cult-

ure.	Conservatives	also	commonly	consider	thems-

elves	staunch	supporters	of	Constitutionalism	and

believe	that	their	positions	represent	an	originalist

interpretation	of	the	Constitution	and	the	views	of

the	founders	themselves.

The	problem	with	this	view	is	that	it	demonstrates

a	 fundamental	misunderstanding	of	 the	nature	 of

the	original	union	of	states.	The	United	States	has

never	 constituted	 one	 nation,	 a	 singular	 entity

with	 common	 culture.	Undoubtedly,	most	Europe-

an	 colonists	 did	 share	 some	 common	 values	 in

regards	to	political	culture	but	they	also	widely	dif-

fered	 both	 in	 demography	 and	 politics	 as	 well.

Take,	for	instance,	the	difference	between	the	more

Puritan	northeast	with	its	varying	degrees	of	relig-

ious	intolerance,	with	church	membership	require-

ments	and	trinitarian	laws,	and	the	southern	sta-

tes	 like	 Virginia,	 with	 its	 much	 more	 religiously

tolerant	political	climate.

As	Brion	McClanahan	adroitly	states,	"We	can’t	be

a	 'nation'	 because	 a	 'nation',	 by	 definition,	 is	 a

people	with	 similar	 language,	 customs,	 traditions,

religion,	 etc.	 Northern	 and	 Southern	 Americans

certainly	have	some	things	in	common,	maybe	ma-

ny,	 but	 their	 differences	 are	 often	 night	 and	 day.

Everyone	knows	it,	they	just	don’t	understand	why

that	is	important."

It	 is	 from	this	 fundamental	 founding	 fact	 that	we

further	 consider	 that	 the	 states	 reigned	 supreme

in	early	America	as	the	primary	political	entity.	An

American	 was	 a	 citizen	 of	 his/her	 state	 first	 and

foremost,	 then	secondarily	a	 citizen	of	 the	United
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that	 no	 immigrant	 could	 enter	 there	 unless

invited	to	enter	and	allowed	to	rent,	or	purch-

ase,	 property.	 A	 totally	 privatized	 country

would	 be	 as	 'closed'	 as	 the	 particular	 inh-

abitants	and	property	owners	desire.	 It	seems

clear,	 then,	 that	 the	 regime	 of	 open	 borders

that	exists	de	facto	in	the	U.S.	really	amounts

to	 a	 compulsory	 opening	 by	 the	 central	 state,

the	 state	 in	 charge	 of	 all	 streets	 and	 public

land	areas,	and	does	not	genuinely	reflect	the

wishes	of	the	proprietors."

But	it	is	here	that	we	see	both	a	commonality	and

departure	 with	 the	 modern	 conservative	 argum-

ent	for	restricted	immigration	and	the	libertarian

argument	 for	 the	 same.	 Whatever	 position	 the

libertarian	of	today	holds	regarding	immigration,

they	 hold	 it,	 if	 they	 understand	 the	 philosophy,

based	 on	 a	 full	 and	 healthy	 regard	 for	 property

rights.	 Whereas	 the	 conservative	 argument	 is

often	made	 that	one	 cannot	have	a	welfare	 state

and	open	immigration	more	or	less	on	the	merits

of	pragmatism	more	than	principle.

It	 is	 here	 that	 I	 want	 to	 call	 into	 question	 the

purity	 of	 the	 conservative's	 intentions	 with	 this
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ences	from	state	to	state,	would	help	greatly	in	ac-

hieving	a	more	just	state	of	 immigration	in	Amer-

ica.

Welfare	State

Despite	 the	way	that	 it	might	be	portrayed,	 there

are	no	clear	 two,	 three,	 etc.	 solutions	 to	 immigra-

tion	within	any	of	 the	prevailing	political	philoso-

phies.	And	libertarianism	is	no	exception.	There	is

a	 spectrum	 of	 positions	 within	 libertarian	 circles

that	 are	 held,	 spanning	 from	 completely	 imme-

diate	open	borders,	to	some	form	of	border	security

and	 immigration	 restriction,	 even	 up	 to	 a	 wall,

with	a	myriad	of	positions	between.

Those	extremes	are	not	held	by	only	fringe	figures

within	 the	 movement.	 "Open	 border"	 libertarians

usually	 include	more	progressive-leaning	converts
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and	 those	 from	 policy	 think	 tanks	 like

the	 CATO	 Institute,	 as	 well	 as	 some

within	the	"Anarcho-Capitalist"	category

of	 libertarian	 philosophy.	 But	 there	 are

just	 as	many	prominent	 figures	who	do

not	 support	 unhindered	 immigration.

Many	of	 those	affiliated	with	 the	Mises

Institute	 or	 influenced	 by	 its	 benefac-

tors,	 like	 Lew	Rockwell	 and	Hans	Her-

man-Hoppe,	 find	 completely	 open	 bord-

ers	 to	 be	 antithetical	 to	 liberty.	 Even

Murray	 Rothbard,	 patron	 saint	 of	 pure

Anarcho-Capitalists,	 adjusted	 his	 view

over	 time	 and,	 in	 later	 life,	made	what

many	 consider	 to	 be	 an	 about-face	 on

the	principle	of	immigration:

...so-called	"sanctuary	cities"...	[a-

re]	 not	 some	 exclusively	 progre-

ssive	phenomenon	of	gross	unco-

nstitutionality,	 but	 a	 bold	 act	 of

nullification	in	response	to	feder-

al	encroachment.

argument.	It	is	good	and	well	that	they	recognize

the	 insolubility	 of	 the	 welfare	 state	 and	 free

immigration	and	in	some	examples	they	may	even

cede	the	case	that,	in	an	ideal	world,	without	that

welfare	state,	 immigration	should	be	 free.	 If	 this

is	 the	 case,	 then	 I'd	 argue	 the	 conservative	 act-
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"However,	 on	 rethinking	 immigration	 on	 the

basis	of	the	anarcho-capitalist	model,	it	became

clear	 to	 me	 that	 a	 totally	 privatized	 country

would	 not	 have	 'open	 borders'	 at	 all.	 If	 every

piece	of	land	in	a	country	were	owned	by	some

person,	group,	or	corporation,	this	would	mean
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Whatever	 position	 the	 libertarian	 of	 today	 holds	 regarding

immigration,	they	hold	it,	if	they	understand	the	philosophy,	based

on	a	full	and	healthy	regard	for	property	rights.

ually	holds	a	 libertarian	position	already.	As	with

arguments	 regarding	 the	 feasibility	 of	 socialism,

once	 the	 ideal	 is	 ceded,	 for	 instance	 that	 "in	 an

ideal	world,	socialism	would	be	possible",	 the	arg-

ument	forever	becomes	how	to	approach	that	ideal;

the	argument	is	basically	already	won	and	becom-

es	a	mere	simple	exercise	in	logistics.

For	modern	 conservatives	who	 argue	 against	 free

immigration	 on	 the	 basis	 of	 the	 welfare	 state,	 I

would	 also	 call	 into	 question	 their	 consistency.

With	the	demise	of	the	Tea	Party	movement	of	the

previous	decade,	honest	conservative	opposition	to

the	welfare	 state	 is	 virtually	 non-existent.	Where

do	 we	 truly	 see	 conservatives	 pushing	 for	 rolling

back	 Great	 Society	 programs	 like	 Medicare	 or

Medicaid?	When	has	 the	 repeal	 of	Social	Security

been	a	leg	of	a	party	platform?	Where	is	the	abolit-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

ion	of	the	Federal	Reserve,	effectively	welfare	for

the	 financial	 sector,	 a	 priority?	As	 we	 have	 said

before,	 at	 root,	 almost	 all	 government	 programs

at	some	level	represent	a	form	of	welfare.	And	yet,

a	 conservative	would	not	 dare	 question	 the	 exis-

tence	 of	 most	 of	 these	 programs.	 Their	 political

support	 and,	 indeed,	 their	 own	 livelihood	 often

rests	on	their	existence	and	health.

But,	 worst	 of	 all,	 arguing	 for	 tougher	 immigrat-

ion	 restrictions	 and	 border	 security	 investment

while	also	mourning	 the	existence	of	 the	welfare

state	represents	unwitting	hypocrisy.

How?	Simply	this.	That	the	erection	of	such	a	wa-

ll,	the	protection	of	such	borders,	all	represent	the

effective	subsidization	of	 those	whose	property	 is

located	near	those	borders.	It	is	wealth	redistrib-

ution	at	a	foundational	level.

If	this	point	does	not	resonate	immediately,	let	us

consider	 another	 similar	 example.	 Every	 year,

hurricane	 season	 in	 the	United	 States	 threatens

to	damage	billions	of	dollars	in	lives	and	property

along	 the	 eastern	 coastline	 of	 the	United	States.

Federal	and	state	programs	like	FEMA	flood	insu-

rance	 and	 disaster	 response	 are	 large	 programs

which	 reduce	 the	 burden	 of	 those	 living	 in	 the

affected	 areas	 in	 the	 case	 that	 damage	 should

occur.	 But	 if	 the	 brunt	 of	 paying	 for	 these	 prog-

rams	rests	with	those	who	receive	no	direct	bene-

fit	from	them,	these	programs	effectively	shift	the

burden	 from	 the	 property	 owners	 to	 others.	 In-

stead	 of	 making	 pure	 economic	 decisions	 of	 cost

and	benefit	of	living	in	an	affected	area,	they	are

distorted	by	subsidized	programs;	in	other	words,
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welfare	programs.

Border	security	is	very	similar.	Only	a	small	number

of	states	border	non-US	territory	and	 far	 fewer	res-

idents	 live	 in	 close	 proximity	 to	 it.	 Those	 residents

would	receive	greater	benefit	from	such	programs	at

the	expense	of	those	who	see	far	less	benefit.	Instead

of	 choosing	 to	 relocate	 or	 bear	 the	 costs	 of	 security

themselves,	 that	 security	 would	 be	 subsidized	 and

the	costs	distorted.

Would	 other	 U.S.	 citizens	 benefit?	Most	 likely.	 But

let's	 call	 it	 what	 it	 is.	 Immigration	 restrictions,	 a

border	 wall,	 all	 represent	 a	 growth	 of	 the	 welfare

state,	not	a	reduction.

undary	 is	actually	more	akin	 to	a	 stranger	wal-

king	in	your	front	yard.

Now,	 many	may	 very	 well	 object	 to	 free	 people

freely	 moving	 within	 even	 their	 own	 personal

land	 boundary	 and	 there	 are	 also	 solutions	 to

that.	The	white	picket	fence	around	one’s	yard	is

classic	Americana	and	serves	as	a	friendly	remi-

nder	 to	 neighbors	 and	 passersby	 that	 they	 are

welcome,	just	at	a	distance.	As	well,	many	other

options	are	readily	seen	surrounding	homes	and

businesses,	 from	 chain	 link	 fences	 of	 various

heights,	 to	 barbed	 wire,	 to	 electric	 fencing,	 etc.

But,	 even	 so,	 out	 of	 those	 who	 would	 object	 to

inviting	 a	 stranger	 into	 their	 own	 home,	 far

fewer	would	object	to	a	stranger	passing	through

their	yard	on	 their	way	 to	 somewhere	 else	with

no	intent	to	harm	property	or	remain	unwanted.

And,	even	so,	this	is	an	issue	that	already	exists

without	 the	 factor	of	 immigration	and	 the	abse-

nce	of	fences	around	the	average	suburban	ho-me

indicates	 that	even	a	modicum	of	 security	gran-

ted	by	a	fence	around	their	own	yard	is	not	worth

the	monetary	 cost	 or	 peace	 of	mind	 that	 it	 pro-

vides.

But	even	this	analogy	does	not	describe	a	massi-

ve	wall	protecting	political	borders.	Instead,	ima-
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And	yet,	 this	 is	still	not	a	representative	case.	For

one,	the	land	that	would	be	protected,	in	the	case	of

even	the	smallest	countries,	much	less	huge	swaths

of	 land	 like	 the	 American	 Union,	 represent	 these

same	 economic	 calculations	 but	 at	 a	 monumental

scale.	 The	 land	 that	 might	 be	 trespassed	 upon	 in

these	 cases	belongs	 to	no	 clear	private	 owner	with

clear	delineations	of	borders	or	is	public	property	to

which	none	has	exclusive	claims.	We	must	ask	our-

selves:	 if	 a	 household	 would	 not	 find	 it	 worth	 the

cost	 to	 erect	 even	 a	 decorative	 fence	 with	 little

added	security,	what	fiscal	motive	would	there	be	to
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protect	land	with	little	to	none	of	the	same	value

as	a	home	would	contain?

But	secondly,	and	more	importantly,	tougher	uni-

versal	 immigration	 restrictions	 and	 border	walls

actually	represent	something	even	more	unjust.	It

is	 obvious	 that	 those	 in	 America	 are	 viscerally

split	on	 issues	of	 immigration	and	yet	both	sides

within	 the	 spectrum	 seem	 to	 demand	 an	 “across

the	board”	solution	for	everyone:	wall	or	no	wall;

vetting	 or	 no	 vetting.	 Recall	 that	 government

intrusion	 by	 force	 in	 any	 area	 of	 life,	 especially
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Border	Security

A	common	refrain	concerning	 free	 immigration	that

seems	to	have	grown	in	popularity	in	many	circles	is

that	 of	 locks	 on	 the	 doors	 and	windows	 of	 a	 home.

“You	want	 free	 immigration?”	 they	 ask.	 “Would	 you

not	lock	your	doors	or	your	windows?	Then	leave	yo-

ur	home	open	for	anyone	to	come	in	at	anytime,	your

property	and	persons	unprotected?	This	 is	what	 you

must	accept	in	order	to	have	more	open	borders.”

At	first,	this	sort	of	reasoning	may	seem	persuasive.

But	 is	 it	 an	 actual	 analog	 or	 parallel	 to	 something

like	 a	 border	 wall	 or	 tougher	 immigration	 restrict-

ions?

First,	we	should	think	on	why,	exactly,	we	have	locks

on	our	homes.	The	simple	answer	would	be	that	the-

re	are	valuable	items,	possessions	and	people,	inside,

in	a	concentrated	quantity,	and	secure	walls	and	ent-

rances	help	 to	 provide	 a	mostly	 sufficient	means	 of

protecting	those	valuables	from	most	undesired	acc-

ess.	 But	 no	 one	 that	 I	 am	 aware	 of	 is	 asking	 that

immigrants	be	provided	unfettered	access	to	someon-

e’s	personal	possessions	or	personal	homes.	Someone

desiring	to	cross	the	border	into	another	political	bo-
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gine	that	we	had	not	a	yard	but	an

estate,	spanning	multiple	acres.	In

this	 instance,	 a	 stranger	 passing

through	one	corner	of	an	otherwise

vast	property,	the	lengths	of	which

would	 not	 even	 be	 visible,	 their

presence	not	felt	at	all,	would	redu-

ce	 that	 otherwise	 small	 number	 of

objectors	 to	 a	 handful.	 And	 while

that	presence	may	still	not	be	desi-

red,	the	amount	of	labor	and	cost	to

erect	and	maintain	a	sufficient	bul-

wark	against	intrusion	upon	a	land

of	that	size	would	make	such	a	co-

nstruction	very	rare.

...let's	 call	 it	what	 it	 is.	 Im-

migration	 restrictions,	 a

border	wall,	all	represent	a

growth	of	the	welfare	state,

not	a	reduction.



	45	Issue	II		|		July	2019		|

welfare	programs.

Border	security	is	very	similar.	Only	a	small	number

of	states	border	non-US	territory	and	 far	 fewer	res-

idents	 live	 in	 close	 proximity	 to	 it.	 Those	 residents

would	receive	greater	benefit	from	such	programs	at

the	expense	of	those	who	see	far	less	benefit.	Instead

of	 choosing	 to	 relocate	 or	 bear	 the	 costs	 of	 security

themselves,	 that	 security	 would	 be	 subsidized	 and

the	costs	distorted.

Would	 other	 U.S.	 citizens	 benefit?	Most	 likely.	 But

let's	 call	 it	 what	 it	 is.	 Immigration	 restrictions,	 a

border	 wall,	 all	 represent	 a	 growth	 of	 the	 welfare

state,	not	a	reduction.

undary	 is	actually	more	akin	 to	a	 stranger	wal-

king	in	your	front	yard.

Now,	 many	may	 very	 well	 object	 to	 free	 people

freely	 moving	 within	 even	 their	 own	 personal

land	 boundary	 and	 there	 are	 also	 solutions	 to

that.	The	white	picket	fence	around	one’s	yard	is

classic	Americana	and	serves	as	a	friendly	remi-

nder	 to	 neighbors	 and	 passersby	 that	 they	 are

welcome,	just	at	a	distance.	As	well,	many	other

options	are	readily	seen	surrounding	homes	and

businesses,	 from	 chain	 link	 fences	 of	 various

heights,	 to	 barbed	 wire,	 to	 electric	 fencing,	 etc.

But,	 even	 so,	 out	 of	 those	 who	 would	 object	 to

inviting	 a	 stranger	 into	 their	 own	 home,	 far

fewer	would	object	to	a	stranger	passing	through

their	yard	on	 their	way	 to	 somewhere	 else	with

no	intent	to	harm	property	or	remain	unwanted.

And,	even	so,	this	is	an	issue	that	already	exists

without	 the	 factor	of	 immigration	and	 the	abse-

nce	of	fences	around	the	average	suburban	ho-me

indicates	 that	even	a	modicum	of	 security	gran-

ted	by	a	fence	around	their	own	yard	is	not	worth

the	monetary	 cost	 or	 peace	 of	mind	 that	 it	 pro-

vides.

But	even	this	analogy	does	not	describe	a	massi-

ve	wall	protecting	political	borders.	Instead,	ima-
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And	yet,	 this	 is	still	not	a	representative	case.	For

one,	the	land	that	would	be	protected,	in	the	case	of

even	the	smallest	countries,	much	less	huge	swaths
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scale.	 The	 land	 that	 might	 be	 trespassed	 upon	 in

these	 cases	belongs	 to	no	 clear	private	 owner	with

clear	delineations	of	borders	or	is	public	property	to

which	none	has	exclusive	claims.	We	must	ask	our-

selves:	 if	 a	 household	 would	 not	 find	 it	 worth	 the

cost	 to	 erect	 even	 a	 decorative	 fence	 with	 little

added	security,	what	fiscal	motive	would	there	be	to
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protect	land	with	little	to	none	of	the	same	value
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immigration,	does	not	only	restrict	 the	 freedom	of

those	wishing	to	immigrate	but	it	also	restricts	the

freedom	 of	 those	 who	 wish	 to	 have	 them	 imm-

igrate;	those	who	wish	to	do	business	with,	rent	to,

and	live	alongside	those	wishing	to	immigrate.

Indeed,	imposing	tougher	border	security	on	bord-

ers	 as	 vast	 and	 unrepresentative	 of	 the	 political

populace	 is	 not	 failing	 to	 keep	 one’s	 own	 home

locked.

In	this	example,	 imposing	tougher	border	security

on	 borders	 as	 vast	 and	 unrepresentative	 of	 the

political	populace	is	actually	forcing	others	to	keep

their	own	homes	locked.

While	 it	 is	 right	 to	 make	 a	 dis-

tinction	 between	 whether	 any

moral	 duty	 to	 care	 for	 the	 "sojo-

urner"	 or	 refugee	 extends	 any

further	 than	 the	 individual,	 it	 is

equally	 heinous	 to...	 prevent

those	 who	 would	 desire	 to	 take

on	 such	 a	 burden	 and	 respon-

sibility	themselves	from	doing	so.

This	 was	 very	 telling	 during	 the	 middle	 years	 of

the	Syrian	Civil	War	 crisis,	when	governments	 in

Europe	 and	 the	Americas	were	 pressured	 to	 take

on	 refugees.	 The	 debate	 largely	 centered	 on

whether	governments	had	a	responsibility	 to	 take

on	 these	 refugees	and	whether	 they	were	 right	 to

force	their	citizens	to	take	on	that	burden.	While	it

is	right	to	make	a	distinction	between	whether	any

moral	 duty	 to	 care	 for	 the	 "sojourner"	 or	 refugee

extends	 any	 further	 than	 the	 individual,	 it	 is

equally	 heinous	 to	 actively	 prevent	 those	 who

would	 desire	 to	 take	 on	 such	 a	 burden	 and	 resp-

onsibility	themselves	from	doing	so.

Any	 human	 being	 is	 free	 and	 just	 to	 determine

what	 is	 done	with	 their	 own	 property.	 It	 is	 quite
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The	Bottom

Line

I	 offer	 no	 sweeping	 policy	 proposition

for	 reaching	 sanity	 or	 a	 lasting	 reso-

lution	 on	 the	 issue	 of	 immigration	 in

the	 United	 States.	 As	 with	 other	 si-

tuations	 where	 we	 find	 ourselves	 "be-

tween	 a	 rock	 and	 a	 hard	 place",	 there

may	exist	simple	principles	that	would

guide	 our	 ideal	 destination	 with	 no

simple	 path	 available	 to	 realize	 them.

But	 if	we	 care	about	 liberty,	any	poss-

ible	solution	must	take	into	account	th-

ese	points	and	others.

______________________________

Adam	 Graham	 is	 the	 founder	 of	 and

primary	 contributor	 to	 NoKingButCh-

rist.org	 and	 the	 No	 King	 But	 Christ

YouTube	 channel.	 He	 lives	 in	 Virgina

with	his	wife,	two	children,	digital	book

collection,	 and	 comprehensive	 disdain

for	The	State.

Very	Short	Book	Excerpt

					"...calls	for	unity	overlook	a	glaring	historical	fact:

Americans	have	been	deeply	divided	since	the	days	of

Jamestown	and	Plymouth.	The	original	North	American

colonies	were	settled	by	people	from	distinct	regions	of	the

British	Islands,	and	from	France,	the	Netherlands,	and

Spain,	each	with	their	own	religious,	political,	and

ethnographic	characteristics...	all	these	century	old

cultures	are	still	with	us	today,	and	have	spread	their

people,	ideas,	and	influence	across	mutually	exclusive

bands	of	the	continent.	There	isn't	and	never	has	been	one

America,	but	rather	several	Americas.

					"Any	effort	to	'restore'	fundamental	American	values

runs	into	an	ever	greater	obstacle:	Each	of	our	founding

cultures	had	its	own	set	of	cherished	principles,	and	they

often	contradicted	one	another.	By	the	middle	of	the

eighteenth	century,	eight	discrete	Euro-American	cultures

had	been	established	on	the	southern	and	eastern	rims	of

North	America.	For	generations	these	distinct	cultural

hearths	developed	in	remarkable	isolation	from	one

another,	consolidating	characteristic	values,	practices,

dialects,	and	ideals...	All	of	them	continue	to	champion

some	version	of	their	founding	ideals	in	this	present	day.

The	United	States	had	founding	Fathers,	to	be	sure,	but

they	were	the	grandfathers,	great-grandfathers,	or	great-

great-grandfathers	of	the	men	who	met	to	sign	the

Declaration	of	Independence	and	to	draft	our	first	two

constitutions.	Our	true	Founders	didn't	have	an	'original

intent'	we	can	refer	back	to	in	challenging	times;	they	had

original	intents.

					"America's	most	essential	and	abiding	divisions	are	not

between	red	states	and	blue	states,	conservatives	and

liberals,	capital	and	labor,	blacks	and	whites,	the	faithful

and	the	secular.	Rather,	our	divisions	stem	from	this	fact:

the	United	States	is	a	federation	comprised	of	the	whole	or

part	of	eleven	regional	nations,	some	of	which	truly	do	not

see	eye	to	eye	with	one	another...	Few	have	shown	and

indication	that	they	are	melting	into	some	sort	of	unified

American	culture.	On	the	contrary,	since	1960	the	fault

lines	between	these	nations	have	been	growing	wider,

fueling	culture	wars,	constitutional	struggles,	and	ever

more	frequent	pleas	for	unity."

From	American	Nations	by	Collin	Woodard	(Penguin

Books,	2011)

unjust	to	force	another	to	do	what	you

yourself	 would	 rather	 have	 done	 with

it.
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As	 I	write,	 there	are	 several	 thousand	non-European

refugees	outside	Calais,	all	trying	to	enter	the	United

Kingdom.	Because	 they	 are	disrupting	 travel	 across

the	 Channel	 in	 the	main	 holiday	 season,	 the	 British

media	has	no	choice	but	to	report	on	their	presence,

and	to	keep	reporting.	Their	presence	is	followed	by

the	 British	 public	 in	 part	 because	 of	 the	 disruption,

but	 mainly,	 I	 think,	 because	 of	 what	 they	 visibly

represent.

ultural	 police	 state,	 and	 to	 reverse

the	 gradual	 equalisation	 of	 classes

that	 has	 taken	 place	 since	 about

1850.	Many	 are	 quietly	 troubled	 by

the	demographic	projections.

Their	 response,	 though,	has	been	 to

look	 more	 at	 treating	 symptoms

than	 at	 addressing	 the	 cause.	 They

call	 for	 a	 smaller	 welfare	 state,	 to

discourage	the	more	undesirable	so-

rt	 of	 newcomers.	 They	 call	 for	 an

end	 to	 the	 censorship	 and	 coerced

association	 laws.	 Or	 they	 turn	 for

comfort	to	a	partial	reading	of	Hans-

Hermann	Hoppe,	and	insist	that	ne-

ither	mass-immigration	not	 its	 effe-

cts	would	exist	in	a	free	world.

But	none	of	 this	will	do.	State	welf-

are	will	not	be	abolished	in	the	short

term.	Even	if	it	were,	coming	here	to
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Britain,	together	with	every	country

like	Britain,	is	faced	with	an	inward

movement	 of	 peoples	 no	 smaller	 in

extent	than	the	mass-emigrations	fr-

om	Europe	that	settled	North	Amer-

ica	and	Australasia,	and	perhaps	as

great	 in	 its	effects	as	the	 incursions

from	 across	 the	 Rhine	 and	 Danube

that	 transformed	 the	Western	Prov-

inces	of	the	Roman	Empire.	We	face

a	mass-immigration	 from	 the	 Third

World	that	may	eventually	double	or

treble	our	populations,	and	that	will,

by	inevitable	force	of	numbers,	make

us	minorities	in	what	we	have	so	far

considered	to	be	our	homelands.

What	have	we,	as	libertarians,	to	sa-

y	about	this?

The	mainstream	response,	I	suggest,

has	been	unsatisfactory.	For	the	lib-
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ertarian	mainstream,	the	only	legiti-

mate	use	of	force	is	to	protect	indiv-

idual	rights.	Since	movement	across

a	border	is	not	in	itself	a	violation	of

individual	rights,	closing	the	borders

is,	 by	 definition,	 an	 illegitimate	use

of	 force.	 Therefore,	 the	 libertarian

mainstream	 is	 formally	 opposed	 to

immigration	control.

Of	course,	libertarians	are	not	blind.

They	are	usually	aware	of	the	crime

and	welfare	 dependency,	 and	 of	 the

demands	 for	 accommodation	 to	 the

ways	 of	 the	 newcomers	 –	 demands

increasingly	backed	by	threats	of	te-

rrorism,	or	by	actual	terrorism.	They

are	also	sometimes	aware	of	how	the

arrival	 of	 the	 newcomers	 has	 been

used	as	an	excuse	by	our	ruling	clas-

ses	to	abolish	freedom	of	speech	and

association,	 and	 to	 create	 a	multic-
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Editor's	 Note:	 The	 following	 piece	 was	 written	 by	 Sean	 Gabb	 in	 2015	 and	 originally	 published	 on	 his	 website,

seangabb.co.uk.	The	article	has	been	re-published	here	with	the	author's	explicit	permission.
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shores	of	the	Mediterranean.

This	is,	I	hasten	to	add,	only	part	of

the	solution.	Our	governments	must

also	stop	turning	much	of	the	Third

World	 into	 slagheaps	 soaked	 in	 hu-

man	 blood.	 They	must	 stop	 veering

between	support	of	local	tyrants	and

their	more	 recent	 insistence	 on	 for-

ms	 of	 government	 inappropriate	 to

actual	conditions.	They	must,	so	 far

as	 possible,	 leave	 other	 peoples	 to

work	out	their	own	destinies	in	their

own	ways.	This	will,	 I	have	no	dou-

bt,	 reduce	 the	outward	push	behind

the	migrants.	Even	so,	we	must	sec-

ure	our	own	borders.

Now,	 for	many	 of	 those	 libertarians

who	accept	 the	existence	of	a	probl-

em,	this	solution	is	itself	a	problem.

An	 ideology	 that	 cannot	be	 followed

in	extreme	cases	must	be	a	false	id-

eology.	 If	 the	 non-aggression	 princi-

ple	is	not	to	be	consistently	applied,

is	it	worth	applying	at	all?

I	appreciate	the	difficulty.	At	the	sa-

me	 time,	 it	 is	 a	manufactured	 diffi-

culty.	 It	 would	 not	 have	 been	 reco-
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gnised	as	a	difficulty	by	most	of	our

intellectual	ancestors.	If	many	liber-

tarians,	when	they	think	about	mas-

s-immigration,	are	now	beginning	to

look	 like	 scared	 ostriches,	 or	 the

more	double-joined	Indian	fakirs,	th-

is	is	not	because	of	any	defect	in	the

libertarian	fundamentals.	It	is	beca-

use,	over	the	past	few	decades,	liber-

tarianism	has	been	re-interpreted	in

ways	that	part	company	with	reality.

To	 be	 specific,	 the	 non-aggression

principle	has	been	raised	from	some-

thing	to	be	desired	within	circumst-

antial	constraints	to	an	abstract	and

absolute	 imperative.	 If	 the	only	 leg-

itimate	use	of	force	is	to	protect	ind-

ividual	rights,	all	other	uses	of	force

are	 illegitimate,	 and	 must	 be	 reje-

cted	out	of	hand	by	libertarians.

Let	us	consider	how	distant	this	im-

perative	is	from	reality.

First,	look	at	the	nature	of	the	imp-

erative.	 It	 is	 not	 something	written

into	 the	 basic	 laws	 of	 the	 universe.

There	is	a	line	of	verbal	trickery,	cul-

minating	perhaps	in	Ayn	Rand,	that

tries	 to	 establish	 individual	 rights

with	the	same	firmness	as	we	recog-

nise	 the	 nature	 of	 a	 circle,	 or	 are

able	to	know	the	melting	point	of	le-

ad.	But,	unless	you	want	to	claim	th-

at	God	wants	us	to	be	free	–	a	claim

attended	by	difficulties	still	unsettl-

ed	after	several	thousand	years	–	yo-

ur	assertion	of	rights	is	no	more	th-

an	a	request	for	other	people	to	leav-

e	you	alone.	If	your	request	is	rejec-

ted	 in	 whatever	 degree,	 you	 must

either	 put	 up	 with	 being	 less	 free

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAA

beg	 in	the	streets	would	be	a	better

option	 for	 many	 immigrants	 than

staying	 put.	 It	 is	 difficult	 to	 argue

for	 freedom	 of	 speech,	 when	 it	 will

only	provoke	 rioting	and	 the	 sort	 of

targeted	 murders	 we	 saw	 in	 Paris

earlier	 this	 year.	And,	 whatever	 so-

lutions	might	have	emerged	in	a	free

world	–	however	 the	problem	might

not	 have	 emerged	 in	 a	 free	world	 –

we	 live	 in	 a	 world	 of	 overextended

states.	 These	 have	 crowded	 out	 alt-

ernative	institutions,	and	these	inst-

itutions	are	a	work	of	many	decades

or	even	centuries.

LEFT:	Photo	by	HENRIQUE	VICENTE	(Wiki-
media	Commons)

Hans-Hermann	Hoppe	has	been	one	of	the
most	controversial	voices	in	libertarian	and
populist	circles,	especially	in	regards	to
issues	surrounding	immigration.

WE	ARE	WHERE	WE	ARE.

Either	 mass-immigration	 must	 be

stopped	with	the	means	currently	at

hand,	or	it	will	not	be	stopped.	This

means	passports	and	visas,	and	age-

ncies	empowered	to	seek	out	and	re-

turn	those	who	slip	through	the	first

line	 of	 immigration	 control.	 Where

the	refugees	in	Calais	are	concerned,

it	means	deporting	 them	to	 the	 last

non-European	country	they	left,	and

making	 sure	 that	 no	 more	 of	 them

are	 allowed	 to	 reach	 the	 northern
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than	 you	 would	 like,	 or	 choose	 bet-

ween	defensive	force	and	escape.

Second,	 there	 is	 no	 reason	 to	 beli-

eve	that	most	people	want	to	be	free

in	 the	 sense	 demanded	 by	 libertar-

ians.	This	is	not	to	deny	the	value	of

freedom.	When	those	who	want	to	be

free	are	enslaved,	everyone	else	may

suffer.	But	most	people,	 in	all	 times

and	places,	have	been	 content	 to	be

free	only	in	the	sense	allowed	to	te-
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highly-valued	goods.

Third,	what	most	people	do	want	is

an	identity	beyond	themselves.	This

may	be	provided	by	a	religion.	Most

often,	it	is	provided	by	a	sense	of	sh-

ared	nationality.	 People	 join	 togeth-

er	with	those	who	share	their	blood,

their	 language,	 their	 basic	 assump-

tions	 and	 habits	 of	 thought.	 They

research	and	celebrate	their	history.

They	 take	 consolation	 for	 their	 own
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enage	 children,	 or	 to	 the	 citizens	 of

an	 authoritarian	 police	 state.	 They

want	to	be	free	to	choose	what	colour

shoes	to	wear,	or	whether	to	lie	in	on

a	Sunday	morning.	Beyond	that,	th-

ey	are	willing	 to	 leave	all	 the	 other

choices	to	custom	or	the	direction	of

those	 set	 over	 them.	Wherever	 this

has	 not	 been	 the	 case,	 freedom	 has

generally	been	granted	unrequested

from	above,	or	it	has	been	demanded

as	 one	 item	 in	 a	 package	 of	 more
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When	 committed	 for	 the	 sake	 of

their	nation,	they	will	condone	what

would	otherwise	be	thought	the	mo-

st	shocking	crimes.	They	regard	the-

ir	 own	 lives	 and	 property	 as	 leas-

ehold	interests	in	a	freehold	held	by

the	nation	as	a	whole.	However	they

began,	 and	 whatever	 else	 they	 do,

states	are	 regarded	as	 legitimate	so

far	 as	 they	 perform	 their	 duties	 as

agent	of	the	national	freeholder.

You	may	insist:	“I	am	not	part	of	any

collective.	 I	 have	 no	 group	 interests.

I	 am	 a	 sovereign	 individual.”	 In	 a
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and	machinery	of	state.	Though	oft-

en	tolerated,	minorities	are	not	alw-

ays	tolerated.	They	are	under	perm-

anent	 threat	 of	 a	 range	 of	 harms

bounded	 by	 forced	 assimilation	 and

murder.

The	 Israelis	 know	 this	 very	 well.

Where	non-Jews	are	concerned,	they

operate	 one	 of	 the	 most	 restrictive

immigration	 policies	 in	 the	 world.

They	 flatly	 refuse	 any	 “right	 of	 re-

turn”	 to	 the	 descendants	 of	 the

Arabs	 they	 once	 expelled,	 and	 they

are	 surrounding	 their	 country	 with
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death	 as	 individuals	 in	 the	 belief

that	their	nation	will	continue	indef-

initely	into	the	future.

steel	 fences.	 Israel	 is	 their	 Jewish

State,	 and	 they	 will	 do	 whatever	 it

takes	 to	 keep	 it	 so.	 The	 white	 Rh-

odesians	 and	 white	 South	 Africans

have	 discovered	 the	 same	 truth.	 It

was	 a	 truth	 discovered	 by	 all	 the

peoples	 displaced	 by	 European	 set-

tlers	–	why	else	did	 the	Maoris	and

Red	Indians	fight	such	hopeless	wa-

rs	of	resistance,	once	the	immigrant

ships	began	arriving	in	earnest?	Th-
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country	 like	 England,	 you

will	not	be	killed	for	saying

this,	 or	 shunned	 by	 your

neighbours.	But	your	wish-

es	will	 be	 ignored.	You	will

be	 punished	 if	 you	 are	 ca-

ught	 breaking	 the	 laws	 of

your	 country,	 or	 if	 you	 ref-

use	 too	 openly	 to	 pay	 your

taxes.	 Again,	 there	 is	 no

abstract	 right	 or	 wrong	 in

this.	 It	 is	 just	 what	 happ-

ens,	 and	 what	most	 people

want	to	happen.

If,	on	the	other	hand,	there

are	 enough	people	 in	 a	 na-

tion	who	share	your	belief	–

or	 if	 the	 authorities	 choose

with	 sufficient	 firmness	 to

outlaw	 national	 feeling	 –

the	 natural	 consequence	 is

that	 your	 nation	 will	 lose
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out	 to	 other	 nations	 that	 remain

more	cohesive.

"People	will	kill	for	their	nation.
They	will	die	for	it.	When
committed	for	the	sake	of	their
nation,	they	will	condone...	the
most	shocking	crimes.	They
regard	their	own	lives	and
property	as	leasehold	interests
in	a	freehold	held	by	the	nation
as	a	whole...	states	are	regarded
as	legitimate	so	far	as	they
perform	their	duties..."

PHOTO	BY	BWAG@GMX.NET.	Thousands	of	migrants	from
Africa	and	the	Middle	East	wait	to	board	a	train	in	Germany.
(Wikimedia	Commons).

AS	WITH	THE	NON-AGGRESSI-

on	 principle,	 nationhood	 is	 not	 an

abstract	 imperative.	 It	 is,	 however,

an	 immensely	 powerful	 desire,	 sho-

wn	 in	all	 times	and	places	of	which

we	have	knowledge.	People	will	 kill

for	their	nation.	They	will	die	for	it.
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THIS	BRINGS	ME	TO	IMMIGRA-

tion.	The	scale	of	what	we	presently

face	 seems	 likely	 to	 turn	majorities

into	minorities.	 I	 repeat	 that	 this	 is

neither	good	nor	bad	in	the	abstract.

But	there	are	plain	dangers	in	belo-

nging	to	a	separate	and	visible	nati-

onality	 that	 lacks	 its	 own	 territory
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than	 you	 would	 like,	 or	 choose	 bet-

ween	defensive	force	and	escape.

Second,	 there	 is	 no	 reason	 to	 beli-

eve	that	most	people	want	to	be	free

in	 the	 sense	 demanded	 by	 libertar-

ians.	This	is	not	to	deny	the	value	of

freedom.	When	those	who	want	to	be

free	are	enslaved,	everyone	else	may

suffer.	But	most	people,	 in	all	 times

and	places,	have	been	 content	 to	be

free	only	in	the	sense	allowed	to	te-
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highly-valued	goods.

Third,	what	most	people	do	want	is

an	identity	beyond	themselves.	This

may	be	provided	by	a	religion.	Most

often,	it	is	provided	by	a	sense	of	sh-

ared	nationality.	 People	 join	 togeth-

er	with	those	who	share	their	blood,

their	 language,	 their	 basic	 assump-

tions	 and	 habits	 of	 thought.	 They

research	and	celebrate	their	history.

They	 take	 consolation	 for	 their	 own
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enage	 children,	 or	 to	 the	 citizens	 of

an	 authoritarian	 police	 state.	 They

want	to	be	free	to	choose	what	colour

shoes	to	wear,	or	whether	to	lie	in	on

a	Sunday	morning.	Beyond	that,	th-

ey	are	willing	 to	 leave	all	 the	 other

choices	to	custom	or	the	direction	of

those	 set	 over	 them.	Wherever	 this

has	 not	 been	 the	 case,	 freedom	 has

generally	been	granted	unrequested

from	above,	or	it	has	been	demanded

as	 one	 item	 in	 a	 package	 of	 more
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When	 committed	 for	 the	 sake	 of

their	nation,	they	will	condone	what

would	otherwise	be	thought	the	mo-

st	shocking	crimes.	They	regard	the-

ir	 own	 lives	 and	 property	 as	 leas-

ehold	interests	in	a	freehold	held	by

the	nation	as	a	whole.	However	they

began,	 and	 whatever	 else	 they	 do,

states	are	 regarded	as	 legitimate	so

far	 as	 they	 perform	 their	 duties	 as

agent	of	the	national	freeholder.

You	may	insist:	“I	am	not	part	of	any

collective.	 I	 have	 no	 group	 interests.

I	 am	 a	 sovereign	 individual.”	 In	 a
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and	machinery	of	state.	Though	oft-

en	tolerated,	minorities	are	not	alw-

ays	tolerated.	They	are	under	perm-

anent	 threat	 of	 a	 range	 of	 harms

bounded	 by	 forced	 assimilation	 and

murder.

The	 Israelis	 know	 this	 very	 well.

Where	non-Jews	are	concerned,	they

operate	 one	 of	 the	 most	 restrictive

immigration	 policies	 in	 the	 world.

They	 flatly	 refuse	 any	 “right	 of	 re-

turn”	 to	 the	 descendants	 of	 the

Arabs	 they	 once	 expelled,	 and	 they

are	 surrounding	 their	 country	 with

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAA

death	 as	 individuals	 in	 the	 belief

that	their	nation	will	continue	indef-

initely	into	the	future.

steel	 fences.	 Israel	 is	 their	 Jewish

State,	 and	 they	 will	 do	 whatever	 it

takes	 to	 keep	 it	 so.	 The	 white	 Rh-

odesians	 and	 white	 South	 Africans

have	 discovered	 the	 same	 truth.	 It

was	 a	 truth	 discovered	 by	 all	 the

peoples	 displaced	 by	 European	 set-

tlers	–	why	else	did	 the	Maoris	and

Red	Indians	fight	such	hopeless	wa-

rs	of	resistance,	once	the	immigrant

ships	began	arriving	in	earnest?	Th-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAA

country	 like	 England,	 you

will	not	be	killed	for	saying

this,	 or	 shunned	 by	 your

neighbours.	But	your	wish-

es	will	 be	 ignored.	You	will

be	 punished	 if	 you	 are	 ca-

ught	 breaking	 the	 laws	 of

your	 country,	 or	 if	 you	 ref-

use	 too	 openly	 to	 pay	 your

taxes.	 Again,	 there	 is	 no

abstract	 right	 or	 wrong	 in

this.	 It	 is	 just	 what	 happ-

ens,	 and	 what	most	 people

want	to	happen.

If,	on	the	other	hand,	there

are	 enough	people	 in	 a	 na-

tion	who	share	your	belief	–

or	 if	 the	 authorities	 choose

with	 sufficient	 firmness	 to

outlaw	 national	 feeling	 –

the	 natural	 consequence	 is

that	 your	 nation	 will	 lose
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out	 to	 other	 nations	 that	 remain

more	cohesive.

"People	will	kill	for	their	nation.
They	will	die	for	it.	When
committed	for	the	sake	of	their
nation,	they	will	condone...	the
most	shocking	crimes.	They
regard	their	own	lives	and
property	as	leasehold	interests
in	a	freehold	held	by	the	nation
as	a	whole...	states	are	regarded
as	legitimate	so	far	as	they
perform	their	duties..."

PHOTO	BY	BWAG@GMX.NET.	Thousands	of	migrants	from
Africa	and	the	Middle	East	wait	to	board	a	train	in	Germany.
(Wikimedia	Commons).

AS	WITH	THE	NON-AGGRESSI-

on	 principle,	 nationhood	 is	 not	 an

abstract	 imperative.	 It	 is,	 however,

an	 immensely	 powerful	 desire,	 sho-

wn	 in	all	 times	and	places	of	which

we	have	knowledge.	People	will	 kill

for	their	nation.	They	will	die	for	it.
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THIS	BRINGS	ME	TO	IMMIGRA-

tion.	The	scale	of	what	we	presently

face	 seems	 likely	 to	 turn	majorities

into	minorities.	 I	 repeat	 that	 this	 is

neither	good	nor	bad	in	the	abstract.

But	there	are	plain	dangers	in	belo-

nging	to	a	separate	and	visible	nati-

onality	 that	 lacks	 its	 own	 territory
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ad,	we	should	accept	that	we	are	me-

mbers	of	a	nation,	and	that	our	nat-

ion	 is	 precious	 to	 us	 –	 so	 precious

that	we	want	it	to	be	free.	There	are

sound	utilitarian	arguments	 for	 fre-

edom	 of	 speech	 and	 association,	 for

due	process	of	law,	for	minimal	taxes

and	 regulation,	 and	 for	 a	non-inter-

ventionist	foreign	policy.	Though	th-

ey	do	not	exist	in	the	abstract,	rights

do	exist	in	a	nation	state,	where	th-

ey	can	be	seen	as	nodes	in	the	perm-
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anent	circuitry	of	power.

Whether	directly	or	by	secondary	be-

nefit,	 free	 people	 are	 happier	 than

unfree	 people.	 This	 is	 to	 be	 welco-

med.	And	a	free	nation,	there	can	be

no	 reasonable	 doubt,	 is	 richer	 and

more	 powerful	 than	 less	 free	 nati-

ons,	and	 is	better	able	 to	defend	 its
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ough	 it	 cannot	 be	 forthrightly	 disc-

ussed,	given	our	multicultural	police

state,	 it	 is	 a	 truth	 known	well	 eno-

ugh	 in	 Britain	 and	 every	 country

like	Britain.

What	all	this	means	for	libertarians

is	 that	 we	 have,	 for	 the	 past	 few

decades,	 been	 trying	 to	 explain	 and

influence	 the	 world	 with	 the	 equiv-

alent	 of	 a	 non-Euclidean	 geometry.

Not	surprisingly,	our	movement	has

got	nowhere.	Not	surprisingly,	many

of	 us	 are	 now	 scratching	 our	 heads

and	asking	how,	if	we	have	been	rea-

soning	 correctly	 from	 our	 premises,

what	we	 conclude	 about	mass-imm-

igration	 is	so	at	variance	with	what

we	and	most	other	people	really	be-

lieve.

non-libertarians	 than	 the	 usual

output	of	 the	 libertarian	movement.

It	 is	 also	a	better	 start	 to	a	 conver-

sation	with	ourselves.

__________________________________

Sean	Gabb	is	the	author	of	more	th-

an	twenty	books	and	over	a	thousand

essays	 and	 newspaper	 articles.	 He

also	appears	on	radio	and	television,

and	 is	 a	 notable	 speaker	 at	 confer-

ences	 and	 literary	 festivals	 around

the	world.

territory	and	 its	way	of	 li-

fe.

Considered	in	this	light,	li-

bertarianism	 is	 not	 a	 pre-

scription	 for	 letting	 be	 do-

ne	 to	 ourselves	 what	 we

did	to	the	Maoris.	It	is	ins-

tead	part	 of	 a	 strategy	 for

group	survival	and	advan-

cement.

None	 of	 this	 means	 asse-
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wanting	a	despotic	 government.	 Ju-

st	as	authoritarians	and	libertarians

both	 wear	 trousers,	 or	 drink	 coffee,

there	 is	 no	 reason	why	 they	 should

not	 both	 believe	 in	 their	 nation	 –

though	they	might	have	radically	di-

fferent	 ideas	 of	 how	 and	 to	 what

extent	it	should	be	governed.

That	we	belong	to	a	nation,	and	that

we	want	 our	 nation	 to	 be	 free,	 is	 a

better	 start	 to	 a	 conversation	 with
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PHOTO	BY	BEN	WHITE.	Refugees	from	Syria	and	Iraq	get
off	a	boat	in	Greece.
(Wikimedia	Commons).

PHOTO	BY	ELEKES	ANDOR.	Refugees	sit,	lie,	and	wait	in	a
Budapest	railway	station,	waiting	to	move	further	into	the
continent.
(Wikimedia	Commons).

"Either	mass-immigration	must	be	stopped
with	the	means	currently	at	hand,	or	it	will
n?	be	stopped.	This	means	passports	and
visas,	and	agencies	empowered	to	seek	out
and	return	those	who	slip	through	the	first
line	of	immigration	control.	Where
[...reBgees]	are	concerned,	it	means
deporting	them	to	the	last	non-European
country	they	leD,	and	making	sure	that	no
more	of	them	are	allowed	to	[come	here]."

THE	ANSWER,	I	SUGGEST,	IS	TO

bring	libertarianism	back	to	the	rea-

lities	 of	human	nature.	Lack	 of	 bel-

ief	 in	wide-open	borders	should	cea-

se	to	be	regarded	as	at	best	a	derog-

ation	from	the	orthodox	view.	Inste-
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rting	 that	we	 are	morally	 or	 genet-

ically	better	 than	other	nations.	We

do	not	need	to	hate	other	nations,	or

to	wish	them	ill.	We	may	find	it	us-

eful,	 now	 and	 again,	 to	 learn	 from

them,	or	to	encourage	them	to	learn

from	us.	If	the	most	vocal	opponents

of	 mass-immigration	 at	 present	 are

authoritarians,	 this	 is	 entirely	 an

accident	of	fashion.	There	is	no	nece-

ssary	 connection	 between	 wanting

our	 own	 country	 for	 ourselves	 and
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ad,	we	should	accept	that	we	are	me-

mbers	of	a	nation,	and	that	our	nat-

ion	 is	 precious	 to	 us	 –	 so	 precious

that	we	want	it	to	be	free.	There	are

sound	utilitarian	arguments	 for	 fre-

edom	 of	 speech	 and	 association,	 for

due	process	of	law,	for	minimal	taxes

and	 regulation,	 and	 for	 a	non-inter-

ventionist	foreign	policy.	Though	th-

ey	do	not	exist	in	the	abstract,	rights

do	exist	in	a	nation	state,	where	th-

ey	can	be	seen	as	nodes	in	the	perm-
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anent	circuitry	of	power.

Whether	directly	or	by	secondary	be-

nefit,	 free	 people	 are	 happier	 than

unfree	 people.	 This	 is	 to	 be	 welco-

med.	And	a	free	nation,	there	can	be

no	 reasonable	 doubt,	 is	 richer	 and

more	 powerful	 than	 less	 free	 nati-

ons,	and	 is	better	able	 to	defend	 its
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ough	 it	 cannot	 be	 forthrightly	 disc-

ussed,	given	our	multicultural	police

state,	 it	 is	 a	 truth	 known	well	 eno-

ugh	 in	 Britain	 and	 every	 country

like	Britain.

What	all	this	means	for	libertarians

is	 that	 we	 have,	 for	 the	 past	 few

decades,	 been	 trying	 to	 explain	 and

influence	 the	 world	 with	 the	 equiv-

alent	 of	 a	 non-Euclidean	 geometry.

Not	surprisingly,	our	movement	has

got	nowhere.	Not	surprisingly,	many

of	 us	 are	 now	 scratching	 our	 heads

and	asking	how,	if	we	have	been	rea-

soning	 correctly	 from	 our	 premises,

what	we	 conclude	 about	mass-imm-

igration	 is	so	at	variance	with	what

we	and	most	other	people	really	be-

lieve.

non-libertarians	 than	 the	 usual

output	of	 the	 libertarian	movement.

It	 is	 also	a	better	 start	 to	a	 conver-

sation	with	ourselves.

__________________________________

Sean	Gabb	is	the	author	of	more	th-

an	twenty	books	and	over	a	thousand

essays	 and	 newspaper	 articles.	 He

also	appears	on	radio	and	television,

and	 is	 a	 notable	 speaker	 at	 confer-

ences	 and	 literary	 festivals	 around

the	world.

territory	and	 its	way	of	 li-

fe.

Considered	in	this	light,	li-

bertarianism	 is	 not	 a	 pre-

scription	 for	 letting	 be	 do-

ne	 to	 ourselves	 what	 we

did	to	the	Maoris.	It	is	ins-

tead	part	 of	 a	 strategy	 for

group	survival	and	advan-

cement.

None	 of	 this	 means	 asse-
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wanting	a	despotic	 government.	 Ju-

st	as	authoritarians	and	libertarians

both	 wear	 trousers,	 or	 drink	 coffee,

there	 is	 no	 reason	why	 they	 should

not	 both	 believe	 in	 their	 nation	 –

though	they	might	have	radically	di-

fferent	 ideas	 of	 how	 and	 to	 what

extent	it	should	be	governed.

That	we	belong	to	a	nation,	and	that

we	want	 our	 nation	 to	 be	 free,	 is	 a

better	 start	 to	 a	 conversation	 with
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PHOTO	BY	BEN	WHITE.	Refugees	from	Syria	and	Iraq	get
off	a	boat	in	Greece.
(Wikimedia	Commons).

PHOTO	BY	ELEKES	ANDOR.	Refugees	sit,	lie,	and	wait	in	a
Budapest	railway	station,	waiting	to	move	further	into	the
continent.
(Wikimedia	Commons).

"Either	mass-immigration	must	be	stopped
with	the	means	currently	at	hand,	or	it	will
n?	be	stopped.	This	means	passports	and
visas,	and	agencies	empowered	to	seek	out
and	return	those	who	slip	through	the	first
line	of	immigration	control.	Where
[...reBgees]	are	concerned,	it	means
deporting	them	to	the	last	non-European
country	they	leD,	and	making	sure	that	no
more	of	them	are	allowed	to	[come	here]."

THE	ANSWER,	I	SUGGEST,	IS	TO

bring	libertarianism	back	to	the	rea-

lities	 of	human	nature.	Lack	 of	 bel-

ief	 in	wide-open	borders	should	cea-

se	to	be	regarded	as	at	best	a	derog-

ation	from	the	orthodox	view.	Inste-
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rting	 that	we	 are	morally	 or	 genet-

ically	better	 than	other	nations.	We

do	not	need	to	hate	other	nations,	or

to	wish	them	ill.	We	may	find	it	us-

eful,	 now	 and	 again,	 to	 learn	 from

them,	or	to	encourage	them	to	learn

from	us.	If	the	most	vocal	opponents

of	 mass-immigration	 at	 present	 are

authoritarians,	 this	 is	 entirely	 an

accident	of	fashion.	There	is	no	nece-

ssary	 connection	 between	 wanting

our	 own	 country	 for	 ourselves	 and
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Before	 explaining	 the	 issue	 that	 is	 illegal	 migration	 of	 hu-

mans,	is	is	necessary	to	first	dispel	several	social	stigmas:

I	 unequivocally	 reject	 the	 notion	 that	 those	who	 believe	 in

border	control	are	the	bigots,	racists,	and	xenophobes	they

are	 often	 branded	 as	 by	 the	 media.	 Most	 are	 justifiably

concerned	 that	 an	 unmitigated	 flow	 of	 people	 will	 change

the	world	around	them.

Undoubtedly,	 they	 are	 correct	 to	 believe	 this.	 Since	 it	 can

take	 21	 years	 or	 more	 (1)	 in	 order	 to	 get	 into	 the	 United

States	 legally,	 allowing	 the	 4.4	million	 people	waiting	 (2)	 to

get	 into	 the	United	States	 immediately	sounds	 like	 it	might

funnel	too	many	families	in	a	tube	that	is	not	large	enough.

These	 figures	 do	 not	 include	 the	 portion	 of	 the	 planetary

population	 that	 does	 not	 bother	 to	 try	 to	 legally	 immigrate

due	 to	 the	 prohibitively	 long	waiting	 time.	 The	 goal	 of	 this

article	 is	 not	 to	 dismiss	 these	 concerns	 –	 in	 fact,	 I

acknowledge	 their	 validity	 –	 but	 to	 respond	 to	 them	 using

examples	from	economics,	history,	mathematics,	and	ethics,

in	 an	 effort	 to	make	 the	 intensity	 of	 information	match	 the

intensity	of	intention	for	those	who	are	concerned.
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er	control	allows	the	government	to	co-

ntinue	this	broken	system	for	a	few	mo-

re	 generations,	 whereas	 countries	 that

do	not	protect	their	borders	(6)	learn	th-

ey	must	adopt	policies	 that	do	not	 inv-

olve	welfare	(7).

We	should	not	forget	that	enforced	borders,	whether	by	a

wall,	gate,	or	human	deployment,	is	a	socialist	agenda	(3).

This	often	seems	like	a	petty	insult	aimed	to	infuriate	the

Republicans,	 but	 it	 is	 accurate	 nonetheless.	 Indeed,	 tax-

payers	at	large	are	forced	to	sponsor	a	system	and	struct-

ure	that	does	not	benefit	everyone	equally	(and	is	actually

quite	damaging	to	some	 (4)).	 It	exists	 in	direct	opposition

to	capitalism	as	there	is	but	a	single	entity	that	would	be

tasked	with	such	enforcement,	removing	it	 from	the	com-

petitive	market.

The	flippant	response	to	those	who	favor	open	migration	is

often,	 “Then	 I	 hope	 you	 don’t	 lock	 your	 doors	 at	 night,”

which	is	not	only	is	a	false	dichotomy,	but	also	incidentally

proves	 the	very	capitalist	nature	of	open	borders.	 If	each

individual	is	charged	with	defending	his	or	her	own	prope-

rty,	 businesses	will	 be	 created	 and	 they	will	 expand	 and

compete	 to	 protect	 these	 homes.	 The	 expectation	 is	 that

monopoly	on	border	control	would	 look	much	 like	any	ot-

her	 government	monopoly;	 overly	 expensive	 and	 ineffect-

ive.

To	 the	 political	 philosopher,	 the	 fact	 that	 this	 protectio-

nism	is	a	mandate	of	socialism	is	hardly	a	shock.	A	system

of	 government	 that	 taxes	 based	 on	 income	 and	 redistr-

ibutes	 based	 on	 population	 must,	 by	 rule,	 have	 control

over	the	incomes	of	the	population	as	well	as	the	quantity

of	the	population	in	order	to	maintain	any	sort	of	economic

stability	whatsoever.

There	is	an	oddity	among	the	right-wing	today	as	a	result

of	 not	 being	 well	 versed	 in	 political	 science.	 In	 general,

they	 loathe	welfare	yet	support	 limiting	 immigration,	su-

pporting	a	wall	which,	unbeknownst	to	them,	is	necessary

to	 keep	 the	 welfare	 state	 alive.	 Their	 diagnosis	 of	 the

situation	 is	 spot	 on;	 the	model	we	 use	 for	welfare	 is	 not

sustainable	 and	 countries	 that	 used	 it	 are	 falling	 apart

one-by-one	(5).	Their	issue	is	with	the	financial	logic.	Bord-
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Absurdity	1:

Economical	Brokenness

Absurdity	2:

Historical	Blindness

U.S.	Historians	 take	particular	note	 in

finding	 that	 those	who	 drafted	 the	Co-

nstitution	 intended	 for	 it	 to	 pertain	 to

all	people	(8)	who	considered	themselves

Americans.	 In	 fact,	 the	authors	 specifi-

ed	 when	 a	 certain	 qualification	 pertai-

ned	to	only	legal	or	naturalized	citizens,

the	rest	of	the	document,	by	default,	w-

as	 established	 for	 everyone	 else.	When

asked	 to	 elaborate,	 Thomas	 Paine	 sta-

ted	 that	 anyone	 of	 “good	 character”	 (9)

could	call	themselves	an	American	citiz-

en.	Congress	reaffirmed	this	through	le-
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A	system	of	government

that	taxes	based	on	inco-

me	and	redistributes

based	on	population

must,	by	rule,	have	contr-

ol	over	the	incomes	of

the	population	as	well	as

the	quantity	of	the	popul-

ation	in	order	to	maintain

any	sort	of	economic

stability	whatsoever.
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gislation	in	1790,	granting	that	anyone

who	 had	 lived	 in	 the	 country	 for	 two

years	was	an	automatic	citizen.	The	pr-

ocess	would	become	faster	to	those	who

migrated	 by	 boat	 in	 the	 early	 1900s,

who	often	could	have	their	entire	family

achieve	 citizenship	 after	 a	 few	 hours

(10),	after	a	brief	screening	 for	diseases

and	 dangerous	 background.	 With	 the

technology	today,	the	processing	speeds

would	be	even	quicker	by	the	same	sta-

ndards.

Of	 course,	 this	 process	 had	 to	 end	 in

order	for	welfare	to	establish	itself.	The

first	 programs	 (11)	 began	 in	 the	 1930s,
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PHOTO	BY	GEORGE
GRANTHAM	BAIN.	A	group	of
newly-arrived	immigrants	arrive
and	pass	through	Ellis	Island	in
New	York.	
(Wikimedia	Commons)

after	 the	 Supreme	Court	 had	 issued	 several	 rulings,	 sta-

rting	in	1872	(12),	that	allowed	Congress	to	crack	down	on

the	number	of	 these	opportunity	 seekers.	History	 teaches

that	 these	 immigrants	 flooded	 into	 the	 United	 States	 in

order	to	build	better	lives	for	themselves	and	the	notion	of

anchor	babies	and	welfare	 leeches	came	after	 the	borders

were	restricted	and	federal	programs	were	established,	not

before	them.

This	was	already	well	understood	by	those	who	had	heed-

ed	the	situation	in	Europe	and	followed	the	battles	of	the

economists	 that	 raged	 after	 the	 fall	 of	 feudalism.	 Fixed

borders	 did	 not	 mask	 bad	 economic	 policy,	 they	 enabled

bad	economic	policy.	There	is	much	written	about	the	Ger-

mans	 seizing	 the	 area	 of	 Alsace-Lorraine	 and	 how	 this

course	 of	 action	 led	Europe	 and,	 tragically,	America,	 into
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spective	countries.	This	then	inspired	imperialism,	nation-

alism,	and	the	perverse	propaganda	(14)	that	countries	wo-

uld	push	against	one	another.	Austria-Hungary,	once	a	ba-

stion	 of	 diversity	 that	 encompassed	 over	 twelve	 different

ethnicities,	 saw	 itself	 torn	 apart	 as	 each	 ethnic	 subset

adopted	income	taxation	and,	consequently,	closed	borders.

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

both	World	 Wars.	 What	 is	 not	 as	 well

researched,	except	by	economists,	is	wh-

y	Germany	had	a	need	to	seize	this	 la-

nd	to	begin	with.

It	is	nearly	forgotten	in	the	modern	era

how	 the	government	needed	no	 income

tax	 (13)	 to	operate.	 It	wasn’t	until	1892

that	America	established	the	first	peac-

etime	income	tax	to	help	pay	for	the	de-

bt.	Sadly,	that	tax	was	justified	by	debt

and,	 in	 doing	 so,	 ignored	 the	warnings

from	Europe	that	such	a	course	of	acti-

on	leads	to	wars	over	borders.	The	Un-

ited	Kingdom	technically	beat	 the	Ger-

mans	 in	 the	 race	 to	 create	 an	 income

tax,	 but	 they	 had	 natural	 borders	 as

defined	 by	 an	 ocean	 around	 their	 isla-

nd.	Germany	was	not	so	lucky.	In	order

to	tax	income,	a	country	must	know	wh-

ich	 citizens	 are	 theirs.	 They	 also	 have

an	economic	incentive	to	take	more	mo-

ney,	which	means	claiming	more	people.

This	shattered	the	peace	in	Alsace-Lorr-

aine,	where	French	and	German	people

once	peacefully	 lived	side-by-side.	After

changing	 their	 tax	 code,	Germany	viol-

ently	seized	the	region.	Taxation,	by	di-

rect	 correlation,	 necessitated	 borders,

which,	 in	 turn,	 necessitated	 war.	 The

French,	not	yet	having	implemented	the

income	 tax,	 did	 not	 understand	 Germ-

any’s	sudden	thirst	for	land,	people,	an-

d	 violence.	German	Historian	Heinrich

von	 Treitschke	 said	 of	 the	 seizure	 in

1871,	“We	Germans	who	know	Germany

and	France	know	better	what	is	good	for

the	Alsatians	than	the	unfortunates	the-

mselves.	In	the	perversion	of	their	Fren-

ch	 life	 they	 have	 no	 exact	 idea	 of	what

concerns	Germany.”

This	infection	did	not	end	there	and	did

not	 end	 with	 the	 wars.	 Instead	 of	 the

peace	 that	 had	 come	 under	 individua-

lism,	countries	urged	the	populus	to	di-

vide	along	 racial	and	national	 lines	 for

the	purposes	of	paying	taxes	to	their	re-
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Most	 economists	 embraced	 the	 new	 global	 system.	Many,

like	 Keynes,	 even	 promoted	 perpetual	 warfare	 (15)	 and

preparation	 for	 warfare	 as	 a	 means	 of	 job	 creation	 and

thereby	the	generation	of	false	income	which	could	then	be

collected	by	government	taxation.	Having	personally	expe-

rienced	the	division,	war,	suffering,	instability,	and	excess

taxation	 that	 comes	 along	 with	 closed	 borders,	 the	Aust-

rian	economists	pushed	back,	theorizing	that	it	wasn’t	just

happenstance	 that	 closing	borders	and	government	regul-

ated	economies	came	to	life	at	the	same	time	war,	poverty,

and	 carnage	 had	 also	 begun	 to	 spiral	 out	 of	 control.

Ludwig	 von	Mises	 saw	 the	 promise	 in	 a	 young	 Friedrich

Hayek,	 who	 was	 a	 brilliant	 economist	 but	 a	 government

socialist	nonetheless.	Mises	did	not	 change	Hayek’s	heart

with	economic	appeal,	but	with	history,	and	it	was	the	bru-

tal	history	of	border	control	and	resulting	social	programs

that	 evangelized	Hayek	 (16)	 into	 the	 premier	 opponent	 of

Keynes	in	the	modern	age.

There	 are	 8	million	 illegal	 immigrants

(18)	working	in	the	United	States	right

now.	Illegal	 immigrants	account	 for	ov-

er	 3%	 of	 the	 overall	 GDP	 (19),	 a	 bit

lopsided	because	of	the	volume	of	prod-

uction	 jobs	 they	 work.	 With	 the	 GDP

almost	exactly	$1	trillion	(20),	that	me-

ans	these	workers	put	$30	billion	in	the

system.	 Even	 when	 using	 the	 craziest

numbers	 that	 one	 can	 find	 (21),	 even

statistics	that	have	been	widely	discred-

ited	 because	 they	 overinflate	 the	 prob-

lem,	(22,	23,	24)	illegal	immigrants	cost

the	United	States	$116	billion	per	year.

This	penalty	towards	the	deficit	is	only

$10,750	per	undocumented	worker	after

the	GDP.	That’s	less	than	75%	net	debt

than	the	average	American	worker.	Wh-

at’s	 more,	 these	 numbers	 include	 the

large	sums	of	money	 (25)	 just	trying	to

identify,	 catch,	 and	deport	 them.	 If	 the

deficit	 is	 the	 primary	 concern	 in	 the

matter,	then	we’d	save	even	more	mon-

ey	just	letting	them	stay.

Absurdity	3:

Mathematical	Ignorance

The	left	loves	to	separate	with	identity	politics;	a	favorite

talking	point	of	their	once	honored	son,	John	Edwards,	is

that	there	are	really	two	Americas.	For	the	sake	of	argu-

ment,	 let’s	 assume	 he’s	 right	 and	 look	 at	 the	 “in”	 crowd

and	 “out”	 crowd	 separately.	 Let’s	 start	 with	 legal	 Ame-

ricans	first	and	look	at	that	breakdown	(17).	In	2019,	122

million	 taxpayers	 will	 lead	 to	 a	 federal	 deficit	 of	 $900

billion	 on	 the	 federal	 level	 and	 $858	 billion	 on	 the	 state

level	 after	GDP.	 That’s	 a	 shortfall	 of	 $14,400	 per	 person

annually.

PHOTO	BY	THOMAS	CASTELAZO

(Wikimedia	Commons)

...governments	urged	the	populus	to	divide	along

racial	and	national	lines	for	the	purposes	of	paying

taxes	to	their	respective	countries.
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Absurdity	4:

Ethical	Nonsense

Of	course,	I’m	being	a	bit	facetious.	There’s	an	ethical	dile-

mma	 at	 hand	 that	 outshines	 the	 math	 and	 I	 encourage

final	exploration.	The	final	argument	that	can	be	made	is,

sure,	 they	aren’t	 as	much	 of	 a	 burden,	 but	 shouldn’t	 they

not	be	a	burden	at	all?	After	all,	while	one	of	 them	might

not	 cost	 as	 much	 as	 the	 average	 American,	 they’re	 not

Americans	 at	 all,	 so	 who	 are	 they	 to	 contribute	 even	 a

single	cent	toward	the	national	debt?

While	 this	 might	 be	 a	 natural	 legal	 argument,	 it	 is	 also

wildly	 immoral.	 It	 assumes	 that	 two	 lives	 must	 be	 sep-

arated	and	treated	unequally	simply	due	to	the	location	of

their	 births.	 While	 families	 have	 an	 innate	 authority	 to

raise	 their	 children	how	 they	 see	 fit,	 political	 entities	 can

make	no	such	claim.	Simply,	it	is	discrimination	to	say	who

can	enter	and	who	can	leave	an	imaginary	line.	Moreover,

it	 is	 discrimination	 that	 we	 place	 in	 the	 hands	 of	 gover-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

nment	officials	 to	hand	out	as	 they	de-

em	 necessary.	 I	 needn’t	 list	 their	 poor

track	 record	 regarding	 discrimination

here,	there’s	a	word	count	I	have	to	stay

under.

This	is	not	how	a	beacon	of	light	to	the

world	 is	supposed	to	operate.	While	we

place	 the	 task	 of	 which	 refugees	 are

allowed	 to	 escape	here	and	which	 ones

are	 condemned	 to	 die	 in	 the	 hands	 of

the	presidency,	we	would	do	well	to	re-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAA

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

...it	wasn’t	just

happenstance	that

closing	borders

and	government

regulated

economies	came

to	life	at	the	same

time	war,	poverty,

and	carnage	had

also	begun	to

spiral	out	of

control.

The	 objection	 still	 exists	 that	 open	borders	will	 let	 people

that	 are	 more	 draining	 than	 our	 current	 illegal	 imm-

igration	population.	This	is	admittedly	true,	but	it	actually

makes	the	equation	more	absurd	when	it	comes	to	the	issue

of	entitlement	spending.	(Recall	that	entitlement	programs

are	 non-traditional	 discretionary	 spending	 and	 therefore

payouts	are	determined	by	the	number	of	recipients	in	the

program	 (26).)	 The	 amount	 of	 money	 given	 out	 will	 not

increase	because	more	people	want	to	take	advantage	of	it;

instead,	the	amount	of	money	given	out	will	decrease.	The

size	of	the	pie	is	fixed,	it's	the	size	of	the	slice	that	changes.

Let	me	ask	you	this	rhetorical	question:	 is	 it	easier	 to	get

rid	 of	 welfare	 if	 it	 pays	 out	 $20	 per	 month	 or	 $2000	 per

month?	Mathematically	speaking,	if	the	goal	is	to	get	rid	of

the	welfare	 state,	we’d	 be	 better	 off	 letting	 the	most	 des-

titute	immigrants	in	and	kicking	the	citizens	out.
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PHOTO	BY	TOMAS	CASTELAZO.	Decorated	coffins	line	the
US-Mexico	border	fence	as	a	memorial	to	migrants	who
have	died	trying	to	cross	the	border.	The	year	and	number
of	dead	are	marked	on	each	coffin.
(Wikimedia	Commons).

We	have	plenty	 of	 rooms,	we	 just	need

to	 fix	 them	 up	 a	 bit.	 We	 have	 policies

bankrupting	our	home	 that	we	need	 to

look	 at.	 We	 have	 regulations	 against

defending	ourselves	that	we	should	exa-

mine.	If	we	take	care	of	these	problems

that	we	are	already	facing,	more	guests

bringing	their	talents	will	only	help	us.

On	the	other	hand,	we	can	bar	the	door.

Reinforce	 it.	Add	 concrete	 to	 the	walls.

Paint	 over	 the	 windows.	 Hire	 snipers.

Put	up	razor	wire.	If	we	do	all	this,	we

can	 live	 in	our	dirty	home	and	pretend

there’s	 no	 problem	 for	 another	 few	 ye-

ars	at	least.

At	every	 level,	 this	 is	an	absurd	choice

to	make.	Let	us	hope	that	we	choose	wi-

sely.

_____________________________________

Hodey	 Johns	 is	 the	 host	 and	 coordi-

nator	of	 the	WAL	Libertarian	Presiden-

tial	 Candidates	 profiles	 and	 debate

series,	 a	 regular	host	 of	 the	WAL	Daily

podcast,	a	member	of	 the	WAL	research

team,	 and	 a	 guest	 on	 the	We	Are	 Lib-

ertarians	podcast.	He	will	also	be	 invo-

lved	with	WAL's	new	podcasts.

member	how	badly	this	betrays	the	value	of	diversity.	Wh-

ile	 some	 supercomputer	 someplace	 is	 determining	 which

visas	are	approved	based	on	how	much	money	they	might

be	able	to	raise	for	us,	emblazoned	on	the	Statue	of	Liberty

is	a	reminder	that	we	were	supposed	to	let	people	in	based

on	how	much	they	could	help	themselves:

“Not	like	the	brazen	giant	of	Greek	fame,

With	conquering	limbs	astride	from	land	to	land;

Here	at	our	sea-washed,	sunset	gates	shall	stand

A	mighty	woman	with	a	torch,	whose	flame

Is	the	imprisoned	lightning,	and	her	name

Mother	of	Exiles.	From	her	beacon-hand

Glows	world-wide	welcome;	her	mild	eyes	command

The	air-bridged	harbor	that	twin	cities	frame.

“Keep,	ancient	lands,	your	storied	pomp!”	cries	she

With	silent	lips.	“Give	me	your	tired,	your	poor,

Your	huddled	masses	yearning	to	breathe	free,

The	wretched	refuse	of	your	teeming	shore.

Send	these,	the	homeless,	tempest-tossed	to	me,

I	lift	my	lamp	beside	the	golden	door!”	(27)

This	 poem	 boldly	 declares	 that	 nothing	 is	 special	 about

“ancient”	and	“storied”	 lands	and	that	should	 include	Am-

erica.	It	shouldn’t	matter	where	someone	is	from.	We	value

people	above	property.	At	least,	we	used	to.

America	 is	at	a	crossroads.	We	have	a	choice	to	make.	On

one	hand,	we	can	clean	our	home	so	that	guests	can	arrive.
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were	 sexually	 abused.

The	government	has	a-

rgued	that	all	of	this	is

acceptable.

If	 an	 individual	 perpe-

trated	this,	 it	would	be

an	episode	of	SVU.	Mo-

rality	 doesn’t	 change

when	 something	 is	 do-

ne	 in	 the	 name	 of	 the

collective.	 Morality	 do-

esn’t	 change	 because

they	 are	 immigrants,

either.	 As	 believers	 in

natural	rights,	all	pris-

oners	should	be	treated

with	 dignity.	 I	 find	 it

hard	to	understand	ho-

w	Republicans	will	con-

tinuously	 advocate	 for

the	 rights	 and	 dignity

of	 the	unborn	but	have

little	empathy	for	imm-

igrants	being	neglected

in	American	prisons.

Maybe	 the	 left	 was	 ri-

ght	 in	 the	 mid-2000s

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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A	 congresswoman	 rece-

ntly	 brought	 the	 publ-

ic’s	 attention	 back	 to

migrant	 camps	 on	 the

southern	border	by	call-

ing	 them	 concentration

camps.	While	Merriam-

Webster	 would	 agree

with	 her	 definition,	 it

read	like	hyperbole.	Ev-

erything	 seems	 to	 be

hyperbole	in	2019,	so	it

is	 hard	 to	 know	 what

matters	 anymore.	 Like

every	other	issue	in	the

news,	 we’ve	 descended

into	 unproductive,	 and

often	 untrue,	 debates

about	these	camps.

A	year	ago,	We	Are	Lib-

ertarians	 spent	 dozens

of	hours	researching	th-

is	issue	from	every	ang-

le.	We	 listed	every	sou-

rce	 we	 could	 find,	 and

we	 tried	 to	 present	 a

fair	 and	 honest	 look	 at

what	 is	 happening.	 Al-

most	all	 of	 this	 inform-

ation	 is	 still	 relevant.

Judging	by	 the	website

hits	and	reactions,	your

friends	want	to	hear	th-

is	 show.	 Please	 listen

for	 yourself,	 and	 if	 you

find	 it	 informative,	ple-

ase	 share	 it.	 This	 issue

really	matters.	 [This	 is

episode	294:	Separation

of	 Immigrant	 Children

at	 the	 Border.	 It	 is	 av-

ailable	on	weareliberta-

rians.com,	 iTunes,	You-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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when	they	warned	that

indefinite	detentions	a-

nd	 inhumane	 treatme-

nt	 at	 places	 like	 GIT-

MO	 would	 lead	 to	 mo-

ral	 rot.	 Public	 opinion,

and	 then	 government

policy,	 usually	 cuts	 its

teeth	 on	 the	people	 th-

at	 provoke	 no	 sympa-

thy	 in	 the	 minds	 of	 a

population.	We	must	be

careful,	 or	 prisoners	 in

a	country	with	ever-ex-

panding	laws	will	begin

allowing	 our	 people	 to

be	 tortured	 by	 govern-

ment	 bureaucrats	 end-

ing	in	death.

[See	episode	5	of	WAL's

series	The	Cost	 for	mo-

re	 information	 on	 this

theme.]

Why	 is	 this	 happen-

ing?

Whenever	 laws	are	pa-

ssed,	 executives	 have

multiple	ways	they	can

execute	 the	 laws.	 Tru-

mp	 has	 chosen	 to	 int-

erpret	 immigration	 la-

ws	 rigorously	 and	 is

changing	the	way	 legal

immigration	 (asylum)

is	 handled.	 This	 has

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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Tube,	and	most	podcast

platforms.]

While	 the	 episode	 is	 a

year	 old,	 the	 fundame-

ntal	facts	have	not	cha-

nged,	 but	 the	 conditi-

ons	have.

Six	 children	 have	 died

due	 to	 poor	 conditions.

Infants	and	children	ar-

en’t	 allowed	 to	 bathe,

toilet	 facilities	 aren’t

working,	 necessary	 ite-

ms	 like	 soap	 and	 toot-

hbrushes	 aren’t	 provid-

ed,	and	dangerous	over-

crowding	 is	 taking	 pla-

ce.	 Diseases	 are	 ramp-

ant,	 but	 health	 care	 is

minimal.	 (Fear	not,	the

guards	 have	 adequate

face	 masks	 to	 protect

themselves	 from	 the

unhealthy	 air.)	 They’re

also	 punishing	 kids	 for

losing	 their	 lice	 combs.

Thousands	 of	 children
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A

What	is	Happening	at

the	Border?

By	Chris	Spangle

CHRIS	SPANGLE	&	HARRY	PRICE	discuss	the	separation	of	immigrant	families	during

WAL	#294.

(We	Are	Libertarians	YouTube)
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https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/concentration%20camp
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https://www.nytimes.com/2019/02/27/us/immigrant-children-sexual-abuse.html
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pushed	 detention	 cent-

ers	 far	 beyond	 their

capacity,	 and	 Democra-

ts	 in	 Congress	 see	 this

as	 a	 winner	 politically,

so	 they	 aren’t	 increas-

ing	funding.	In	the	me-

antime,	children	are	be-

ing	tortured	so	that	pol-

iticians	 can	 win	 electi-

ons.	 Over	 the	 past	 few

weeks,	 there	 has	 been

an	 enormous	 influx	 ov-

er	 the	 borders	 because

of	 Trump’s	 standoff

with	Mexico.	People	are

concerned	they	won’t	be

able	 to	 get	 in.	 Three

children	 and	 one	 wom-

an	 died	 just	 the	 other

day.	I’ll	also	direct	your

attention	 to	 a	WhiteH-

ouse.gov	 petition	 ask-

ing	 Congress	 to	 allow

private	donations	to	pr-

ovide	 basic	 necessities

to	those	in	custody.

But	Obama	did	it!	This

is	true,	but	it	also	was-

n’t	 at	 this	 magnitude.

Secondly,	 this	 argume-
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I’ve	 found	 this	 story	 to

be	very	difficult,	perso-

nally.	 It	 is	 hard	 to	 th-

ink	that	people	are	just

ok	 with	 the	 conditions

of	these	children.	While

I	may	 lean	more	 open-

borders	than	closed	bo-

rders,	I	can	see	the	ne-

ed	to	follow	our	laws	as

written.	The	rule	of	law

is	 an	 important	 prin-

ciple	in	a	society	found-

ed	 on	 laws.	 I	 can	 see

why	a	person	could	say,

“I	 don’t	want	 immigra-

nts	 to	enter	my	country

for	 X	 reasons.”	 What	 I

don’t	 understand	 is	 a

nonchalant	 shrug,	 or

worse,	a	sociopathic	de-

fense	 of	 what	 amounts

to	 torture	 for	 the	most

vulnerable	 humans	 on

the	 planet.	 Often,	 peo-

ple	 want	 to	 turn	 away

from	 the	 human	 costs

that	 result	 from	 using

government	force	to	av-

oid	feeling	guilt	or	sha-

me.	We	outsource	hard

questions	 to	 the	 gover-
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nt	nods	to	the	fact	that

this	 is	 morally	 repug-

nant,	 but	 it	 should	 be

allowed	because	 the	ot-

her	 President	 did	 bad

stuff	 too.	 If	 conserva-

tives	feel	this	is	disgus-

ting,	then	why	not	lead

instead	 of	 blaming	 the

other	party?	Why	aren’t

Democrats	 calling	 on

their	 leadership	 to	 fix

the	problem?

Conservatives	 fail	 to

understand	that	border

controls	 are	 like	 taxes.

Labor	is	a	resource	in	a

market,	and	interfering

with	the	free	flow	of	la-

bor	 has	 unintended	 co-

nsequences	in	the	same

way	that	aggressive	(or

any)	 taxation	 stalls	 an

economy.	 Liberals	 fail

to	see	that	bureaucracy

will	 always	 lead	 to	 fa-

iled	outcomes	 (AKA	pe-

ople	 dying)	 because	 of

bad	incentives,	slow	ch-

ange,	 and	 limited	 reso-

urces.

nment,	 and	 politics	 in-

evitably	leads	to	a	lack

of	 empathy	 for	 our	 fe-

llow	 humans.	 This	 sad

episode	 in	American	 li-

fe	 illustrates	 the	moral

cost	of	such	a	choice.

_____________________

Chris	 Spangle	 is	 the

publisher	 and	 editor	 of

We	 Are	 Libertarians,	 a

platform	that	covers	ne-

ws,	 current	 events,	 and

culture	 from	 a	 liberta-

rian	perspective.	

Spangle	 previously	 wo-

rked	 in	 marketing	 for

the	 Eglehart	 Group	 on

behalf	 of	 the	Advocates

for	 Self-Government.

He	 also	 served	 as	 the

Executive	 Director	 of	 t-

he	Libertarian	Party	 of

Indiana	 and	 as	 prod-

ucer	of	the	Abdul	in	the

Morning	Show.	He	now

runs	 We	 Are	 Libertar-

ians	 and	 works	 as	 the

web	director	of	a	natio-

nally	 syndicated	 radio

morning	show.

YOUTH	DETAINEES	AT	A	U.S.	BORDER	PATROL	FACILITY	watch	as	new	detainees	are	brought	in	to	their	cage	by	armed

guards.	(Photo	from	the	U.S.	Customs	and	Border	Protection,	Wikimedia	Commons)

https://www.washingtonpost.com/nation/2019/06/24/andalzuas-park-rio-grande-four-bodies-one-woman-three-children
https://www.washingtonpost.com/nation/2019/06/24/andalzuas-park-rio-grande-four-bodies-one-woman-three-children
https://www.washingtonpost.com/nation/2019/06/24/andalzuas-park-rio-grande-four-bodies-one-woman-three-children
https://www.washingtonpost.com/nation/2019/06/24/andalzuas-park-rio-grande-four-bodies-one-woman-three-children
https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/allow-basic-necessities-be-donated-immigrants-detention-centers
https://petitions.whitehouse.gov/petition/allow-basic-necessities-be-donated-immigrants-detention-centers
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border	 security	 is	 no	 longer	 a	 real	 concern,	 but	 in

this	era	of	 cartel-dominance	and	mass	 lawlessness

in	 Mexico	 and	 Central	 and	 South	 America,	 it	 is

obviously	an	irresponsible,	if	not	suicidal,	proposal.

Even	to	the	extent	that	one	could	make	a	valid	ar-

gument	for	open	borders,	it	would	still	be	essential

to	 keep	 track	 of	 the	 identity	 of	 every	 person	 ent-

ering	the	country,	which	is	obviously	not	happening

currently.

T
tired,	 your	 poor/Your	 huddled	masses	 yearning	 to

breathe	free.”	These	words	are	now	immortalized	in

bronze	for	all	casual	New	York	City	tourists	to	pore

over	perfunctorily	as	they	shuffle	through	the	Sta-
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tue	of	Liberty	museum.	Yet,	 they

are	worth	 a	 closer	 look,	 not	 only

for	the	poetically	inclined,	but	for

those	considering	the	United	Sta-

tes’	immigration	policies	in	2019.

In	the	modern	era,	most	substan-

tive	 debate	 on	 immigration	 (whi-

ch	 unfortunately	 seems	 increas-

ingly	hard	to	come	by)	is	centered

around	 the	 skills	 and	 attributes

which	the	 ideal	 immigrant	would

posses,	and	how	we	should	go	ab-

out	screening	for	these	attributes.

Many	 suggest	 taking	 a	 cue	 from

our	 neighbors	 to	 the	 north	 and

adopting	 a	 comprehensive	 points

based	system.	Others	contend	th-

at	those	with	a	certain	amount	of

capital	—	generally	a	substantial

amount	—	to	invest	 in	the	Amer-

ican	 economy	 should	 be	 priorit-

ized	 for	 citizenship,	 irrespective

of	 all	 other	 considerations.	 Still

others	 say	 a	 potential	 immigran-

t’s	 educational	 background	 is	 of

the	utmost	importance.

Any	of	 these	would	be	preferable

to	our	current,	highly	ineffectual,

lottery-based	system,	or	to	the	se-

emingly	diametrically	opposed	pr-

oposals	 currently	 offered	 by	 the

most	outspoken	members	of	eith-

er	major	party;	namely,	porous	or
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open	borders	 from	the	 left,	and	severely	restricted

immigration	 via	 physical	 barriers	 —	 while	 not

addressing	the	economic	hospitality	which	attracts

illegal	 immigrants	 in	 the	 first	 place	 —	 from	 the

right.

Granted,	fluid	borders	may	be	a	tenable	solution	in

the	 not-too-distant	 future,	 if	 global	 poverty	 and

crime	rates	have	 fallen	 to	a	 sufficient	degree	 that
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The	 worst	 conversations	 about	 immigration

happening	 on	 the	 right	 veer	 into	 xenophobic	 and

jingoistic	 territory,	 wherein	 skin-color	 is	 somehow

equated	 with	 a	 potential	 immigrant’s	 value	 to

American	 society.	 Such	 morally	 abhorrent	 notions

do	 not	 even	 deserve	 a	 refutation.	 However,	 these

conversations	 (hopefully)	 represent	 a	 statistically

irrelevant	 portion	 of	 those	 who	 purport	 to	 call
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here	are	few	words	more	indelibly	att-

ached	to	the	American	myth	than	tho-

se	so	eloquently	put	by	Emma	Lazarus

in	her	1883	sonnet,	 “The	New	Coloss-

us,”	in	which	she	writes,	“Give	me	your

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

PHOTO	BY	Robert	Scott	Adams	(Wikimedia	Commons)
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themselves	conservatives.

"Granted,	fluid	borders	may	be	a

tenable	solution	in	the	not-too-distant

future,	if	global	poverty	and	crime	rates

have	fallen	to	a	sufficient	degree	that

border	security	is	no	longer	a	real

concern,	but	in	this	era	of	cartel-

dominance	and	mass	lawlessness	in

Mexico	and	Central	and	South	America,

it	is	obviously	an	irresponsible,	if	not

suicidal,	proposal."

3.	Turn	away	any	potential	immigrants	with	violent

criminal	history.

4.	Prioritize	potential	immigrants	based	on	literacy

in	English	 first,	 education	 or	professional	 training

second,	and	net	worth	(with	higher	amounts	of	we-

alth	being	considered	more	desirable)	third.

This	system	could	perhaps	be	described	as	a	modi-

fied	Ellis	 Island	model,	as	 it	places	primacy	on	an

individual’s	ability	to	adapt	to	the	American	way	of

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

life,	yet	still	takes	into	a-

ccount	education	or	prof-

essional	training	and	we-

alth	as	tertiary	and	qua-

dranary	 considerations,

respectively.	 Equally	 as

importantly	as	these	crit-

eria,	though,	is	simply	st-

reamlining	the	process	to

accommodate	 the	greate-

st	sustainable	number	of

immigrants	as	quickly	as

possible.	 Every	 inefficie-

nt	 cog	 in	 the	mechanism

not	 only	wastes	 tax	doll-

ars,	but	encourages	illeg-

al	 immigration	 or	 false

claims	 of	 refugee	 status,

which	can	seem	like	exp-

edited	means	 of	 starting

a	better	life.

able	to	sufficiently	reconcile	the	Ame-

rican	dream,	to	reconcile	the	fact	that

we	 truly	 are	 a	 nation	 of	 immigrants,

with	 the	 practical	 concerns	 of	 econo-

mic	stability,	national	security,	cultur-

al	stability,	etc.

Fine,	 then	 what	 are	 some	 solutions?

You	may	be	asking	at	this	point.	Very

well,	they	are	as	follows:

1.	Require	all	potential	immigrants	to

be	 conversationally	 fluent	 in	 English

within	 six	months	 of	 arrival,	 and	 lit-

erate	within	one	year.

2.	Require	all	potential	immigrants	to

be	able-bodied	or	minded,	so	that	they

will	be	able	to	find	and	secure	gainful

employment	and	therefore	not	rely	on

government	subsidization.

"Every	inefficient	cog	in	the

mechanism	not	only	wastes	tax

dollars,	but	encourages	illegal

immigration	or	false	claims	of

refugee	status,	which	can	seem

like	exp-edited	means	of	starting

a	better	life."

learly	 then,	 there	 are	 not	 a	wealth	 of

solutions	on	the	table,	or	at	 least	wit-

hin	the	overton	window,	that	are	satis-

factory	 to	 Americanized,	 libertarian

sensibilities.	That	is	to	say,	none	of	the
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aforementioned	 solutions	 take	 into	 account	 the

sentiment	 espoused	 in	 those	 14	 lines	 of	 verse	 pe-

nned	by	an	idealistic	poetic	a	century	ago.	None	are

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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A

nd	what	of	refugees?	Well,	this	is	wh-

ere	 things	 get	 complicated.	 An	 ideo-

logically	libertarian	immigration	syst-

em,	 such	 as	 that	 laid	 out	 above,	 is

incompatible	with	 our	 current,	 inter-
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					"Even	with	a	healthy	economy	and	stricter	border	controls,	the	issue	of	what	to	do	with	twelve-million-

plus	illegals	already	here	would	persist.	One	side	says	use	the	U.S.	Army,	round	them	up,	and	ship	them

home.	The	other	side	says	give	them	amnesty,	make	them	full-fledged	citizens,	and	reward	the

lawbreakers,	thus	insulting	and	unfairly	penalizing	those	who	have	patiently	waited	and	obeyed	our

immigration	laws.

					"The	first	choice	-	sending	twelve	to	fifteen	million	illegals	home	-	isn't	going	to	happen	and	should	not

happen.	Neither	the	determination	nor	the	ability	to	accomplish	it	exists.	Besides,	if	each	case	is	looked	at

separately,	we	would	find	ourselves	splitting	up	families	and	deporting	some	who	have	lived	her	for

decades,	if	not	their	entire	life,	and	who	never	lived	for	any	length	of	time	in	Mexico.	This	would	hardly	be

a	Good	Samaritan	approach	to	the	problem.	It	would	be	incompatible	with	human	rights.

					"The	toughest	part	of	showing	any	compassion	or	tolerance	to	the	illegal	immigrants	who	are	very	much

Americanized	is	the	tremendous	encouragement	it	gives	for	more	immigrants	to	come	illegally	and	avoid

the	wait	and	bureaucracy.	Considering	what	they	face	at	home,	they	see	the	risk	of	sneaking	in	as	being

minor	compared	to	the	risk	of	dying	in	poverty	in	Central	America.

					"Some	of	the	resentment	by	Americans	is	that	many	immigrants	are	'Americanized'	rather	quickly.

					"Most	immigrants	do	not	come	for	handouts;	rather,	they	come	for	survival	reasons	and	have	a	work

ethic	superior	to	many	of	our	own	citizens	who	have	grown	dependent	on	welfare	and	unemployment

benefits.	This	anger	may	reflect	embarrassment	ass	much	as	anything."

From	"Immigration"	in	Liberty	Defined:	50	Essential	Issues	that	Affect	Our	Freedom	by	Ron	Paul	(Grand

Central	Publishing,	2011)

ventionist	 foreign	policy.	This	 is	because	our	med-

dling	 in	 the	 affairs	 of	 politically	 unstable	 states,

most	 prominently	 in	 Latin	 America	 in	 the	 past,

and	in	the	Middle	East	currently,	creates	a	surplus

of	 refugees,	many	of	whom	naturally	 seek	asylum

in	 the	United	 States.	 To	 implement	 a	 sustainable

amnesty	 program,	 at	 least	 in	 good	 conscious,	 the

United	States	must	also	adopt	a	non-intervention-
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ecially	economically,	 is	 fairness,	 the	open	access	 to

opportunity,	which	 is	 corrupted	by	 these	 insubord-

inate	 jurisdictions,	 since	 they	 allow	 individuals	 to

essentially	‘cut	in	line’.

Going	 forward,	 any	 fruitful	 steps	 taken	 by	 those

looking	 to	 work	 through	 our	 immigration	 debacle

will	 be	 achieved	 through	 rational,	 civil	 argumen-
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Very	Short	Book	Excerpt

tation.	 The	 media’s	 constant	 fear-mongering	 and

unwillingness	 to	 foster	any	kind	of	productive	dia-

logue	with	their	political	adversaries,	and	congres-

s’s	unwillingness	 to	 compromise,	 are	 the	 two	bigg-

est	roadblocks	standing	in	the	way	of	solution.

_______________________________________________

James	 Hammer	 is	 a	 student	 at	 the	 University	 of

Maryland.	He	places	himself	 in	 the	bottom-right	of

the	political	compass,	though	he's	not	to	attached	to

any	doctrine	other	than	U.S.	Constitutionalism.

ist	 foreign	 policy.	 Of	 the	 current

candidates	running	for	president,

Tulsi	 Gabbard	 seems	 quite	 good

in	this	respect.

As	 far	as	border	security	 is	conc-

erned,	a	wall	may	be	beneficial	if

built	on	all	federally	owned	lands

on	 the	United	States-Mexico	bor-

der,	 though	 the	 use	 of	 eminent
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domain	 to	non-consensually	seize	private	property

for	 this	 purpose	would,	 of	 course,	 be	unconsciona-

ble.	That	being	said,	even	if	a	wall	were	to	be	erec-

ted	along	 the	entirety	of	our	southern	border,	wh-

ich	it	almost	certainly	never	will,	constant	surveil-

lance	 of	 the	 border	 would	 still	 be	 necessary.	 Per-

haps	more	 crucially,	 cities,	municipalities,	 or	 loca-

les	which	declare	themselves	“sanctuaries”	for	ille-

gal	 immigrants	 must	 comply	 with	 federal	 auth-

ority.	An	 integral	part	of	 the	American	ethos,	esp-
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"To	implement	a	sustainable	amnesty

program,	at	least	in	good	conscious,

the	United	States	must	also	adopt	a

non-interventionist	foreign	policy."
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Originally,	 as	 most	 people	 who	 were	 here	 during

America's	founding	were	either	recent	immigrants

or	 very	 few	 generations	 removed	 from	 their

families'	immigration,	there	was	not	the	stigma	on

being	 an	 immigrant	 that	 came	 into	 part	 of	 the

society	 that	 would	 later	 form.	 While	 there	 was

trepidation	 against	 giving	 visitors	 and	 new	 imm-

igrants	who	have	not	shown	their	integration	into

American	society	certain	privileges,	it	was	decided

early	on	that	important	positions	within	the	gove-

rnment	 and	 voting	 for	 those	 positions	 would	 be

limited	 to	 citizens,	 both	 naturally	 born	 and	 nat-

uralized.	 In	 the	 U.S.	 Constitution,	 the	 power	 to

regulate	naturalization,	 to	ensure	an	agreed	upon

set	of	standards	for	immigrants	to	become	citizens,

was	 given	 to	 the	 new	 federal	 government,	 but

regulation	 of	 who	 could	 reside	 within	 the	 United

States	was	not.

Thomas	Jefferson	and	Alexander	Hamilton,	for	ex-
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ample,	had	a	continual	back	and	forth	on	the	issue

of	 immigration	 –	 Jefferson	 was	 generally	 much

more	 open	 to	 people	 coming	 to	 America	 while

Hamilton	 (ironically,	 as	 he	 was	 himself	 an	 imm-

igrant)	 	wanted	more	restrictive	immigration.	But

even	 their	 opposition	 never	 veered	 into	 trying	 to

prevent	people	 from	immigrating	here,	only	about

the	role	they	would	play	once	they	arrived	and	how

to	 test	 for	 their	 individual	 assimilation	 into	Am-

erican	 society	 before	 giving	 them	 power	 in	 gover-

nment.

For	 the	 next	 several	 decades	 after	 the	 founding,

there	 was	 little	movement	 on	 this	 issue	 –	 it	 was

clear	 that	 those	 with	 a	 nationalistic	 bent	 of

wanting	to	limit	immigration	into	the	country	were

in	 the	 minority.	 But,	 as	 more	 generations	 were

born	 here	 and	 saw	 their	 birth	 as	 some	 sort	 of

special	position	and	viewed	allowing	immigrants	to

come	 in	 as	 some	 sort	 of	 "affront",	 the	 minority

nationalistic	 views	 started	 to	 increase.	 This	 was

especially	 true	 in	 the	 1840s	 as	 an	 increase	 of

immigration	 from	Ireland,	due	 to	 the	 Irish	Potato

Famine,	 started	 to	 become	 a	 concern	 to	 some

members	of	society.

As	immigration	issues	have	become	a	greater	issue	at	the

forefront	 of	 American	 politics	 in	 the	 past	 few	 years,	 I

have	 noticed	 some	 common	 misconceptions	 and	 myths

surrounding	 the	 whole	 concept	 of	 immigration,	 policies

and	 positions	 of	 the	 various	 sides	 discussing	 the	 cont-

entious	debate.	I	intend	to	address	many	of	these	over	a

series	of	articles,	however	I	wanted	to	start	with	looking

at	a	history	of	immigration	law	in	the	United	States	and

how	we	got	to	where	we	are	now.

I

"...the	power	to	regulate

naturalization,	to	ensure

an	agreed	upon	set	of	sta-

ndards	for	immigrants	to

become	citizens,	was	given

to	the	new	federal	govern-

ment,	but	regulation	of	w-

ho	could	reside	within	the

United	States	was	not."
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II
This	led	to	the	eventual	formation	of	the	American

Party	(The	Know-Nothings)	in	the	1840s	out	of	the

demise	of	 the	Whigs	 that	also	spawned	the	Repu-

blican	Party.	While	the	Know-Nothings	were	viru-

lently	anti-immigrant,	anti-Catholic,	anti-anything

they	 felt	 was	 "un-American",	 their	 numbers	were

not	great	in	a	majority	in	any	meaningful	way.	In

fact,	the	name	Know-Nothings	comes	from	the	pra-

ctice	party	members	had	of	saying	they	‘knew	not-

hing’	 of	 the	 party	when	 asked	 if	 they	were	mem-

bers.

In	 the	 1850s	 –	 specifically	 in	 1852	 –	 the	 party

achieved	some	state	and	local	election	success	and

assisted	in	the	passage	of	the	Kansas-Nebraska	Act

of	 1854.	 This	 act	 repealed	 the	Missouri	 Compro-

mise,	 stoking	 tensions	 over	 slavery	 and	 resulting

in	armed	conflicts	known	as	“Bleeding	Kansas”	se-
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tting	 the	 stage	 for	 the	 upcoming	Civil	War.	How-

ever,	 this	 was	 the	 apex	 of	 the	 American	 Party’s

power,	 in	the	1856	election	their	presidential	can-

didate	(Millard	Fillmore)	carried	one	state	and	co-

ngressional	 strength	 dropped	 to	 12	 representativ-

es.

Due	to	infighting,	the	party	ended	up	falling	apart

in	1856,	but	continued	as	regional	blocs.	The	Anti-

Slavery	 Know-Nothings	 went	 on	 to	 join	 the	 Rep-

ublican	 Party,	 keeping	 the	 rest	 of	 the	 anti-im-

migration	 and	 anti-Catholic	 views	 intact	 (as	 we

will	 see	 later	 with	 Henry	 Cabot	 Lodge	 for	 exam-

ple),	 while	 the	 anti-slavery	 Know-Nothings	 conti-

nued	 to	 push	 the	 country	 into	 the	 Civil	 War	 by

directing	 political	 power	 in	 the	 south	 under	 a

reformed	Constitutional	Union	Party.

ABOVE:	 Photo	 provided	 by	 THE	 LIBRARY	 OF	 CONGRESS
(Wikimedia	Commons).	A	flag	of	the	"Know-Nothing"	Americ-
an	 Party	 warns	 against	 foreign	 influences	 in	 American	 go-
vernment	and	society.

III
After	 the	 civil	 war,	 anti-slavery	 southerners	 for-

med	 the	 first	 iteration	 of	 the	 Ku	 Klux	 Klan	 and

terrorized	the	southern	states	for	a	period	of	time

during	 reconstruction.	 However,	 the	 anti-immi-

grant	and	anti-Catholic	views	survived	within	the

new	Republican	Party	and	additionally	 led	 to	 two

more	 attempts	 at	 creating	 an	American	 Party	 in

the	 1870s	 and	 1880s.	 The	 1886	 California-based

American	 Party	 was	 created	 to	 call	 for	 the	 excl-

usion	of	Chinese	and	other	Asians	from	industrial

employment.	 Immigration	 of	 Chinese	 in	 the	 pre-

Civil	War	 era,	 helping	 build	 the	Transcontinental

Railroad,	 as	 well	 as	 the	 Gold	 Rush	 after	 had

increased	 the	 nativist	 concerns	 of	 many	 living	 in

the	western	states,	especially	California.

It	was	 in	1882	where	 things	 in	 the	United	States

started	 to	 turn.	 New	 laws	 were	 passed	 that	 had

huge	precedents	for	later	actions	by	the	country.	In

that	 year	 the	Chinese	 Exclusion	 Act	 and	 the	 Im-

migration	 Acts	 were	 passed,	 for	 the	 first	 time
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excluding	 immigration	 based	 on	 illness	 or	mental

acuity	 and	 also	 on	 an	 entire	 nationality	 by	 the

federal	 government.	 Until	 this	 time	 the	 power	 of

immigration	 had	 not	 been	 granted	 to	 the	 federal

government	 by	 the	 constitution.	 However,	 when

challenged	 on	 its	 constitutionality,	 it	 was	 upheld,

not	because	the	power	was	given	to	the	federal	go-

vernment	within	 the	U.S.	 Constitution,	 but	 beca-

use	 the	majority	 of	 justices	 felt	 that	 the	U.S.	 sh-

ould	have	that	power	and	awarded	it.

From	 that	 point	 the	 nativists	 started	 recruiting

and	picking	up	steam.	Still	not	in	the	majority,	but

gaining	 strides.	 Most	 notable	 was	 Henry	 Cabot

Lodge	 who	 upon	 entering	 the	 congress	 in	 1887

started	pushing	 for	a	 literacy	test.	The	tests	were

designed	to	exclude	members	of	those	races	Lodge

felt	 was	 “most	 alien	 to	 the	 body	 of	 the	 American

people”.	 Lodge,	 as	 a	 Republican,	 was	 a	 staunch

defender	of	black	voting	rights,	but	felt	that	there

was	genetic	inferiority	in	people	immigrating	from

specific	 areas	 of	 Europe,	 specifically	 the	 eastern

and	southern	European	lands.

A	few	years	later,	in	1894,	Charles	Warren,	Robert

DeCourcy	 Ward	 and	 Prescott	 F.	 Hall,	 three	 of

Boston,	 MA’s	 elite	 aristocracy,	 created	 the	 Immi-

gration	Restriction	League.	They	believed	that	the

immigrants	 from	 southern	 and	 eastern	 Europe

who	were	starting	 to	 immigrate	 to	 the	U.S.	 in	 in-

creasing	numbers	were	ethnically	 inferior	 to	Ang-

lo-Saxons.	Henry	Cabot	Lodge	would	eventually	go

on	 to	 be	 their	 face	 in	 the	 U.S.	 congress,	 helping

push	through	their	long	desired	literacy	test.

But	 they	were	 being	 thwarted.	 Even	 though	 sup-

porters	like	Teddy	Roosevelt	and	Henry	Ford	were

backing	 this	 effort,	 it	 was	 still	 being	 defeated	 in

Congress.	Then	two	things	happened	to	change	the

story	and	eventually	bring	about	the	successes	for

the	 Immigration	 Resistance	 League	 and	 Henry

Cabot	Lodge	had	worked	towards	for	so	long.

First,	World	War	I	ravaged	the	European	continent
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"...the	Know-Nothings

were	virulently	anti-

immigrant,	anti-Catholic,

anti-anything	they	felt

was	'un-American'..."

and	 caused	 many	 displa-

ced	 people	 from	 the	 easte-

rn	and	southern	European

areas	 to	 flee	 from	 their

homes,	 looking	 to	 the	Uni-

ted	 States	 as	 a	 place	 of

safety.	This	 resulted	 in	 so-

me	 cities	 in	 the	 eastern

U.S.	 to	 start	 to	 see	 more
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immigrants	 than	 it	 had	 previously.	 And	 not	 just

immigrants,	but	what	many	 considered	 to	be	 "the

wrong	kind"	of	immigrant.

Second,	 Charles	 Davenport	 and	 Madison	 Grant

started	looking	into	a	new	area	of	science	that	they

called	 Eugenics.	 They	 believed	 that	 they	 were

beginning	 to	 understanding	 the	 genetics	 of	 the

human	 animal.	 Using	 information	 learned	 from

watching	 plants	 intermix,	 along	 with	 some	 pers-

onal	biases	and	flawed	use	of	the	scientific	method,

they	 created	 a	 now	debunked	 form	 of	 genetic	 sci-

ence	 that	 mistakenly	 sought	 to	 prove	 inequality

among	the	different	races.	Their	goal	was	to	"build

better	 human	 stock"	 but	 as	 their	 methods	 were

inherently	 flawed,	 they	 failed	 to	 see	 how	 they	 cr-

eated	a	largely	fake	science.

For	 some	 time,	 several	 events	 converged:	 the

influx	 of	 immigrants	 into	American	 urban	 areas;

the	 pushing	 of	 nativist	 beliefs	 by	 proponents	 like

Lodge	 and	 the	 Immigration	 Resistance	 League;

trade	unions	that	were	concerned	about	new	imm-

igrants	causing	their	trade	union	wages	to	be	def-

lated;	 and	 finally,	 the	 popularization	 of	 the	 new

eugenics	movement.

All	 of	 these	 elements	 led	 to	 the	 re-forming	 of	 the

Ku	 Klux	 Klan	 in	 1915	 (with	 an	 extremely	 anti-

immigration,	 anti-catholic,	 demanding	 allegiance-
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to-the-flag,	 respect-for-authority	 nationalist	 agen-

da)	and	to	the	passage,	finally,	of	a	literacy	test	for

immigrants.

There	was	still	enough	nativist	(know-nothing)	po-

litical	 power	 to	 pass	 the	 first	 real	 exclusionary

quota	 system,	 allowing	 only	 a	 certain	 number	 of

people	to	immigrate	into	the	country	from	various

countries	 of	 origin.	 There	 was	 a	 flaw	 though:	 as

immigration	 levels	 from	 eastern	 and	 southern

Europe	were	 rising	 –	 something	 they	were	 trying

to	stop	–	it	was	decided	that	they	would	base	those

quotas	on	the	U.S.	Census	information	from	1890,

four	decades	earlier.	The	quota	law	was	passed	in

1924	 and	 put	 into	 effect	 in	 1929.	 This	 severely

curtailed	 the	 number	 of	 immigrants	 allowed	 into

the	U.S.	from	eastern	and	southern	Europe	by	an
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extremely	large	number.

This	 was	 the	 height	 of	 nationalism	 in	 the	U.S.	 –

nationalism	hasn't	been	seen	at	 those	 levels	until

more	 recently	 in	 our	history.	Soon	after	 the	pass-

age	and	implementation	of	the	laws,	the	Great	De-

pression	hit	and	the	number	of	people	wanting	 to

immigrate	to	the	U.S.	dropped.	Then	when		World

War	II	began,	people	 fleeing	Germany	to	 the	U.S.

were	caught	up	in	the	new	laws	that	were	woefully

unprepared	 for	 handling	 such	 a	 crisis.	 The	 result

was	 that	many	 of	 the	 people	 seeking	 safety	 from
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ABOVE:	 Photo	 provided	 by	 THE	 VANCOUVER	 PUBLIC
LIBRARY	 HISTORICAL	 PHOTOGRAPHS	 COLLECTION	 (Wiki-
media	Commons).	A	group	of	Chinese	immigrants	pose	for	a
photo	while	working	on	American	railroads.
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Nazi	Germany	were	denied	entry	into	the	America

and	 eventually	 captured	 by	 the	 Nazi	 regime	 and

killed.	The	RMS	St.	Louis	was	one	of	the	more	no-

table	tales	of	this	occurring,	but	by	far	not	the	only

one.

It	 was	 these	 events	 that	 helped	 lead	 to	 the

unmasking	 and	 eventual	 end	 of	 the	 "science"	 of

eugenics.	 Other	 scientists	 had	 started	 calling	 the

underlying	 science	 into	 question	 and	 found	 the

incredible	biases	that	the	methods	of	the	institute

that	Davenport	had	founded	had	used.	But	it	was

the	German	officers	before,	during,	and	especially

after	 the	 war	 who	 pointed	 to	 Grant	 and	 Daven-

port’s	 work	 as	 the	 basis	 for	 their	 own	 policies	 of

discrimination	that	ultimately	put	the	final	nail	in

the	coffin	of	eugenics.

reformed	to	eliminate	 the	per-country	quotas,	but

–	as	most	people	reading	this	know	–	once	federal

bureaucracy	is	in	place,	rooting	it	out	is	often	more

difficult	than	it	is	to	get	it	put	in	in	the	first	place.

So	we	have	been	left	with	a	mishmash,	cobbled	to-

gether	immigration	system	that	not	only	defies	the

U.S.	Constitution’s	 limit	of	powers	and	the	 indivi-

dual	 private	 property	 rights	 of	 U.S.	 Citizens,	 but

also	puts	U.S.	law	in	the	position	of	treating	people

entering	 the	 U.S.	 into	 a	 group	 identity	 methodo-

logy	 –	 guilty	 until	 proven	 innocent	 and	 violating

their	inalienable	rights.

We’ve	created	a	prohibition	on	the	 free	movement

of	human	beings,	a	 freedom	that	according	 to	our

founding	 ideals	 is	 present	 unless	 the	 person	 has

been	 subject	 to	 due	 process.	 It	 creates	 the	 very
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V
Unfortunately,	 the	 story	 doesn’t	 end	 with	 the

defeat	of	eugenics	and	the	quelling	of	nationalistic

fervor	in	the	aftermath	of	the	lessons	learned	from

Nazi	Germany.	The	quota	 system	 remained	 in	 ef-

fect	 until	 1965	 when	 the	 immigration	 laws	 were
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situation	we	 are	 trying	 to

avoid;	 the	 damage	 of	 the

human	 condition	 of	 those

seeking	to	come	here	to	be

part	 of	 our	 great	 country

by	 forcing	 them	 to	 sneak,

hide,	deal	with	 traffickers

and	coyotes	and	other	nef-

arious	 individuals	 looking

to	make	money	and	power

from	 the	now	created	bla-

ck	market	of	human	mov-

ement.	 It	 pits	 the	 govern-

ment	against	business	ow-

ners	 by	 telling	 them	 who

they	can	and	can’t	hire	at

their	 own	 businesses.	 It

tells	 private	 citizens	 who

they	 can	 and	 can’t	 have

living	with	 them	 on	 their
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own	property	or	who	 they	can	rent	 their	property

to.

We	 literally	 created	 the	 very	 problem	 of	 illegal

immigration	that	the	nationalists	now	want	to	use

as	 the	 excuse	 for	 further	 limitations	 on	 immigr-

ation,	just	as	the	government	does	with	the	war	on

drugs	 and	 did	 with	 prohibition	 of	 the	 sale	 of

alcohol.	It	seems	the	one	defining	characteristic	of

the	American	people	 today	 is	 the	 inability	 to	 look

to	 our	 past	 and	 learn	 from	 our	 mistakes,	 conti-

nuously	 repeating	 them	 in	 ways	 that	 cause	 pain

and	suffering	to	millions	of	people	every	year.

_______________________________________________

Rhinehold	 is	 a	 frequent	 guest	 on	 WAL	 network

podcasts.

Photo	by	BILL	GREENBLATT	(Wikimedia	Commons)

"It	seems	the	one	defining

characteristic	of	the

American	people	today	is	the

inability	to	look	to	our	past

and	learn	from	our	mistakes,

continuously	repeating	them

in	ways	that	cause	pain	and

suffering	to	millions	of

people	every	year."
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“...we	owe	it	to	future	generations	to

stand	up	for	our	constitutional

republic	so	that	Americans	may

continue	to	live	free	for	centuries	to

come.	Preserving	liberty	means	telling

the	Republican	Party	and	the

Democratic	Party	that	we’ll	no	longer

let	them	play	their	partisan	game	at

our	expense.

“Today,	I	am	declaring	my	independe-

nce	and	leaving	the	Republican	Party.

No	matter	your	circumstance,	I’m

asking	you	to	join	me	in	rejecting	the

partisan	loyalties	and	rhetoric	that

divide	and	dehumanize	us.	I’m	asking

you	to	believe	that	we	can	do	better

than	this	two-party	system	—	and	to

work	toward	it.	If	we	continue	to	take

America	for	granted,	we	will	lose	it.”
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In	July	of	2018,	I	was	couch	crashing	at	a	friend's

apartment	 in	Washington	D.C.	He	was	a	member

of	 the	 House	 Freedom	 Caucus,	 and	 for	 the	 first

time	during	his	brief	time	working	in	the	House	of

Representatives	 felt	 like	 he	 could	 truly	 be	 his

authentic	 self.	Why	 did	 he	 fee	 this	way?	Because

two	weeks	 earlier	 he	 had	went	 on	 Facebook	 Live

and	 announced	 he	 would	 be	 leaving	 politics	 per-

manently.

"Maybe	 I'll	 do	 something	 drastic	 and	 become	 a

Libertarian,"	he	said,	puffing	on	a	cigarette	on	his

back	 porch.	 "Maybe	 I	 could	 do	 many	 things,	 but

I'm	out	the	door	at	this	point."

This	was	 an	 odd	 conversation	 to	 be	 having.	After

years	 of	 being	 a	 failed	 political	 consultant,	 I	 had

finally	been	making	inroads	within	the	Republican

Party,	 only	 to	 be	 here	 listening	 to	 an	 elected

Republican	 tell	 me	 he	 was	 considering	 jumping

into	 the	 obscure	 third	 party	 I	 had	 spent	 years

trying	to	separate	myself	away	from.

Now,	almost	a	 full	year	 later,	I'm	seeing	a	similar

situation	 play	 out	with	 ex-Republican	 Justin	Am-

ash.	 This	 is	 a	 story	 about	Amash	 that	 has	 really

nothing	 to	 do	 with	 him.	 Everything	 that	 could

already	be	 said	about	him	has	already	been	 said,
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to	elected	office.

Voters	 don't	 want	 solutions	 however,	 they	 want

accommodations	 and	 conveniences.	 Both	 men,

running	 outside	 of	 the	 two-party	 machine,	 could

deliver	what	voters	wanted	but	couldn't	give	them
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that	sense	of	tribal	identity	they	so	craved.	Voters

all	 want	 to	 think	 that	 they	 are	 independent,

strong-willed	individuals,	but	they	fear	judgement

and	ostracization	more	than	they	fear	bad	policy.

but	 frankly	 a	 lot	 of	 "insiders"

and	 "experts"	 are	missing	 the

bigger	picture.	Justin	Amash's

decision	 to	 leave	 the	 Repub-

lican	 Party	 isn't	 a	 game	 ch-

anger,	 it's	 not	 a	 signal	 of	 the

times,	 and	 it's	 not	 a	 fist	 step

to	the	"yellow	brick	road".

The	first	two	campaigns	I	ever

staffed	 and	 managed	 were

with	 Libertarian	 and	 Indepe-

ndent	 candidates.	 They	 were

both	 bright,	 intelligent	 men

offering	 solutions	 to	 the	 pro-

blems	 their	 constituents	 had;

they	 listened,	 they	 reached

out,	 and	 for	 a	 bright	 minute

on	 both	 campaigns	 it	 seemed

like	both	men	could	have	been

starting	 on	 a	 successful	 path
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"Voters	don't	want	solutions...

they	want	accommodations	and

conveniences...	Voters	all	want	to

think	that	they	are	independent,

strong-willed	individuals,	but

they	fear	judgement	and

ostracization	more	than	they

fear	bad	policy."
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When	you	look	at	the	large	and	growing	number	of

independents	 in	America,	 what	 is	 not	 understood

in	the	data	and	charts	is	that	there	are	no	"indep-

endents"	really.	Split	ticket	voters	make	up	a	min-

uta	of	the	overall	voting	populace	and,	more	often

than	 not,	 these	 so-called	 "independent	 voters"

typically	 vote	 for	 one	 party	 their	 entire	 lives.
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That's	the	funny	thing	about	voters	–	they	want	a

loving	relationship	without	the	commitment.	They

want	 to	 be	 gifted	 without	 giving	 anything	 in

return.	 They	 want	 to	 vote	 for	 one	 party	 without

ever	having	 to	be	held	accountable	 for	 the	party's

actions.	 They	 want	 to	 support	 a	 politician's	 succ-

esses	but	have	plausible	deniability	when	they	fail
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or	mess	up.

American	 voters	 are	 that	 ex-girlfriend	 of	 yours

that	 used	 to	 say	 that	 they	 didn't	 want	 anything

exclusive,	 but	 then	 threatened	 to	 set	 your	 car	 on

fire	 because	 she	 saw	 you	 laugh	 at	 the	 blonde

barrista's	 joke	 when	 you	 ordered	 your	 coffee	 at

Starbucks.

Justin	Amash	won't	win	 re-election	 in	his	district

for	the	same	reason	Gary	Johnson	came	in	last	for

U.S.	Senate	in	New	Mexico	(a	state	where	he	had

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

been	a	popular	governor	for	two	full	terms)	during

the	 contentious	 2018	 mid-term	 elections:	 because

American	 voters	 feel	 undying	 loyalty	 to	 political

parties	who	are	far	from	loyal	to	them.

Bernie	Sanders	has	union	money	and	Angus	King

has	 his	 own	 money,	 but	 men	 like	 Amash?	 Good

intentions	are	only	going	to	go	so	far.	All	that	work

he	did	for	his	district,	all	those	votes	he	made	that

his	constituents	liked?	All	those	things	he	did	went

out	 the	 window	 as	 soon	 as	 he	 tossed	 out	 his	 "R"

card.

JUSTIN	AMASH	INTERACTS	WITH	CONSTITUENTS	in

his	first	town	hall	after	announcing	his	belief	that

Donald	Trump	should	face	impeachment.

(Photo	by	Bill	Pugliano	/	Wikimedia	Commons)

"All	that	work	he	did...	went	out	the	window	as	soon	as	he

tossed	out	his	"R"	Card."
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American	 voters	 feel	 undying	 loyalty	 to	 political

parties	who	are	far	from	loyal	to	them.

Bernie	Sanders	has	union	money	and	Angus	King

has	 his	 own	 money,	 but	 men	 like	 Amash?	 Good

intentions	are	only	going	to	go	so	far.	All	that	work

he	did	for	his	district,	all	those	votes	he	made	that

his	constituents	liked?	All	those	things	he	did	went

out	 the	 window	 as	 soon	 as	 he	 tossed	 out	 his	 "R"

card.

JUSTIN	AMASH	INTERACTS	WITH	CONSTITUENTS	in

his	first	town	hall	after	announcing	his	belief	that

Donald	Trump	should	face	impeachment.

(Photo	by	Bill	Pugliano	/	Wikimedia	Commons)

"All	that	work	he	did...	went	out	the	window	as	soon	as	he

tossed	out	his	"R"	Card."
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Through	the	middle	ages,	Patronage	kept	art	and	ideas	flourishing.	The	new	system	of	patronage	means	a	group	of

like-minded	individuals	band	together	to	raise	their	voice	above	those	of	centralized	media	and	established	power.

For	many	curious,	future	libertarians,	we	are	the	first	libertarian	podcast	they	hear.	We	are	on	the	front	lines	of

spreading	the	libertarian	message,	and	we	can	only	exist	with	your	financial	support.	Thank	you	for	your	help	in

changing	the	minds	of	thousands	every	week.

In	just	over	24	hours,	a	recent	episode	hit	3,000	downloads.	This	is	the	most	significant	24-hour	number	we've	ever

had.	Podcasts	take	time	to	grow	in	download	numbers,	and	we	are	beginning	to	peak	at	13,000.	On	Election	Day

2016,	our	downloads	peaked	at	3000	an	episode	over	all	time.	We	are	about	to	pass	3	MILLION	downloads.	It	is

incredible	growth,	and	it	is	a	reflection	of	the	hard	work	of	everyone	in	WAL.

In	November	of	last	year,	I	considered	ending	the	show.	I	wasn't	sure	where	to	take	it.	I	rededicated	myself	to	the

show,	to	prepping	endlessly	for	each	episode,	and	making	sure	that	every	episode	leaves	you	with	an	"Aha"	moment.

I	am	glad	I	didn't	because	the	community	built	around	our	Patreon,	Facebook	Groups,	and	Discord	have	made	this	my

favorite	year	of	WAL.	If	you	haven't	joined,	get	in	on	the	fun	now.

Below,	I	will	tell	you	what	we	are	working	on,	but	first	I	want	to	share	with	you	what	We	Are	Libertarians	means	to

listeners	like	you	as	shared	in	via	email.	If	this	show	ended,	then	we	would	have	missed	out	on	impacting	these

lives:

"Thank	you	again	for	continuing	to	put	out	excellent	content.	More	than	many	other	podcasts

that	I've	listened	to,	yours	is	engaging,	interesting,	and	thoughtful."	-	Joshua

"Your	podcast	has	added	remarkable	value	to	my	life;	thank	you!"	-	Eric

"I	started	listening	to	the	podcast	somewhere	in	the	30's.	And,	I've	listened	to	the	entire	catalog.

I	got	really	nervous	that	the	podcast	would	end	after	the	episode	when	your	wife	left	you.	I'd

had	so	many	"AHA!"	moments	listening	to	you	explain	ideas	that	I	hadn't	been	able	to	fully	form

or	articulate	that	I	panicked	a	little	thinking	about	how	I	would	keep	learning.	And,	you'd

challenged	a	lot	of	my	natural	instincts	-	both	politically	and	in	my	personal	life.	

And,	that's	the	thing	that	really	stands	out	for	me	about	your	podcast.	You've	literally	helped	me

become	a	better	person,	husband,	and	father	by	helping	understand	the	complexities	of	people.

We	Need	Your	Help
www.patreon.com/wearelibertarians/overview

https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=f567f7ca60&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=9ce7466614&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=31b827e04b&e=d94bdd2769
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It's	OK	that	my	children	may	not	believe	the	same	way	I	do.	And,	it's	OK	to	be	vulnerable	to	my

wife.	And,	it's	OK	to	be	honest	with	my	co-workers	about	struggles	that	I'm	facing.	

I've	become	more	open	about	my	feelings.	I've	become	more	patient	with	my	children.	And,	in

general,	you've	helped	me	feel	more	at	peace	with	my	self	by	helping	me	accept	my	own

unique	flaws."	-	Jason

Receiving	notes	like	this	is	truly	humbling.	WAL	was	always	a	hobby.	It	was	a	way	to	meet	up	with	friends	on	a	weekly

basis	and	talk	politics.	I've	been	sharing	my	life	with	listeners,	building	a	community	around	libertarianism,	and	trying

to	move	people	towards	a	free	society	by	making	them	think.	It	was	a	surprise	to	all	of	us	that	it	has	meant	something.

It	has	rededicated	us	in	these	past	few	months	to	meet	your	expectations.	With	Patreon	subscribers,	we	want	to	make

sure	there	is	value	for	the	hard-earned	dollars	shared	with	us.

A	Patreon	subscription	is	what	ensures	this	podcast	continues.	

Without	it,	I	could	not	afford	to	keep	the	show,	network,	and	community	afloat.	We	are	just	too	successful	for	this	to

remain	a	hobby.	So	what	are	the	details	of	our	Patreon	program?

What	a	Patreon	subscription	does:

•	Informs	thousands	of	listeners	about	the	basics	of	libertarianism	in	a	fun	and	inviting	way.

•	Educates	libertarians	about	the	news	of	the	day	in	a	way	unlike	any	other	libertarian	podcast.

•	Provides	LibertarianPodcasts.com	to	the	libertarian	movement.

•	Hosts	WeAreLibertarians.com	with	hundreds	of	resources	for	new	libertarians.

•	Keeps	WAL	communities	like	Discord	and	the	Facebook	Group	functioning.

•	Provides	resource	podcast	feeds	like	Raw	Audio	Politics	and	Upward	-	Libertarian	Activism.

•	Helps	new	shows	on	the	network	like	The	Brian	Nichols	Show	and	The	Boss	Hog	of	Liberty,	which	will	be	our		

			template	for	a	libertarian	news	outlet	in	every	county	in	this	country.

•	Distributes	our	shows	on	any	platform	imaginable	like	Soundcloud,	Spotify,	and	iHeart	and	any	podcast	app.

•	Operates	We	Are	Libertarians	Radio	which	puts	us	in	the	Google	and	Apple	app	stores,	smart	speakers	like	

			Google	Home	and	Alexa,	on	TuneIn	Radio	and	iTunes	Radio.

What	You	Get:

•	$5	and	up	gets	bonus	content	not	heard	on	the	main	feed	that	is	loaded	up	in	CD	quality	audio.

•	$10	and	up	gets	access	to	the	live	video	stream	and	chat	during	the	episode	plus	admittance	to	our	exclusive

Facebook	group.

•	$25	and	up	gets	one	a	poster	and	a	discount	in	the	upcoming	store.

•	$100	a	month	gets	you	exclusive	access	to	Dear	Leader	and	the	opportunity	to	come	on	the	show!

•	The	ability	to	amplify	your	voice	to	explain	libertarianism	to	tens	of	thousands	across	our	platforms.

We	are	growing	because	libertarians	like	yourself	amplify	your	voice	by	giving	us	more	resources.	Please	partner	with

us	to	continue	to	impact	the	world	for	personal	freedom.

-	Chris	Spangle

https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=daa5974d5b&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=c33b1c0069&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=464bcf6c89&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=3eb66543fb&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=be85388f0c&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=1ae053b2bf&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=dfefb12dd3&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=46e0ceb50a&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=a27ff5f55d&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=c6773a9373&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=e0d2612a80&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=ef4a729f23&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=b2fa706e3d&e=d94bdd2769
https://wearelibertarians.us6.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6366bfdf73f31fe208da297b5&id=f83398591c&e=d94bdd2769
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Liberty	&	the

Family

Thoughts	on

By	Dale	Melchin
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The	most	 effective	 way	 to	 pursue	 liberty	 and	 ensure	 it

exists	 for	 future	generations	is	to	a	good	person	and,	by

extension,	 a	 good	 parent	 and	 take	 back	 parental	 res-

ponsibilities	 that	 have	 been	 stolen	 by	 the	 public	 school

system.

Here	are	five	steps	to	achieving	this.

liberty	in	your	family.

It	will	make	you	into	someone	that	your	children

(and	peers)	will	want	to	be	around	and	be	like.

The	First	Step
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is	to	resolve	to	be	a	good	person	now.	People	can

small	 fakery	 from	 a	 mile	 off	 and	 your	 children

(and	other	family	members	and	close	friends)	wi-

ll	be	able	to	smell	it	coming	off	of	you	even	more.

Being	a	good	person	consists	of	being	an	ethical

person;	 keeping	 your	 word;	 being	 organized	 in

your	 living	 quarters,	 you	 finances,	 your	 friend-

ships,	 and	 every	 other	 area	 of	 life	 you	 control.

Tracking	toward	doing	this	will	lower	your	stress

levels	 and	 increase	 your	 energy	 for	 parenting.

This	 helps	 ensure	 that	 you	 are	 not	 being	 short

with	 your	 children	 and	 building	 trust,	 rather

than	mistrust.

The	Second	Step
is	 to	 resolve	 any	 personal	 internal	 issues	 (or	 be

tracking	 towards	 that).	 No	 one	 is	 perfect	 and

most	of	us	will	not	be	saints	in	this	life	and	will

have	to	rely	upon	the	grace	of	God	when	we	get

to	 the	 end.	This	applies	 to	being	a	 good	person,

but	 tracking	 down	 and	 resolving	 any	 character

issues,	self-sabotage,	or	flaws	that	will	cause	pro-

blems	in	your	family	is	a	strong	step	to	ensuring

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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The	Third	Step
is	to	resolve	to	get	good	at	persuasion,	logic,	and

making	 things	 interesting.	 (Personally,	 this	 is

hit-and-miss	 for	me.)	 I	have	a	 lot	 of	people	who

eyes	 glaze	 over	when	 I	 talk	 about	 liberty.	How-

ever,	if	you	learn	to	slip	little	bites	of	liberty	into

your	 conversation	 and	use	 the	 various	 tools	 out

there	 for	 teaching	 your	 children	 about	 liberty,

then	you	will	definitely	increase	your	chances	of

transmitting	 the	 ideas	of	 liberty	 to	your	 	 childr-

en.

People	can	smell	fakery

from	a	mile	off	and	your

children...	will	be	able	to

smell	it	coming	off	of	you

even	more.



	92	|		WAL	Reader

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

The	 fourth	 step	 is	 to	 resolve	 to	 have	 a	 stable

relationship	 with	 your	 spouse.	 This	 is	 probably

the	most	 important	 step	 of	 all	 five	 I	 am	 laying

out	here.

You	 cannot	 effectively	 teach	 your	 children	 any-

thing	if	you	do	not	have	a	good	relationship	with

your	 spouse;	 they	will	 pick	up	 on	 your	negative

relationship.	 Do	 not	 have	 children	 if	 your	 ma-

rriage	 is	 a	wreck,	 and	 if	 you	 already	 have	 chil-

dren	(especially	young	children),	get	on	the	path

to	fixing	things	before	it	is	too	late.

ry,	 intimidating	 yelling.)	 Those	 things	 serve	 to

break	the	spirit	of	a	child	and	make	them	afraid

of	you.	This	does	not	include	restraining	or	mov-

ing	 them	 if	 they	 are	making	 a	 scene,	 or	 raising

your	 voice	 if	 they	 are	 in	 danger	 (i.e.	 "get	 out	 of

the	road!").	If	you	want	your	children	to	like	you

and	 adopt	 your	 ideology,	 then	 you	 have	 top	 be

consistent,	and	that	includes	your	parenting.

This	does	not	mean	that	you	allow	them	to	make

you	 into	a	door	mat.	You	can	calmly	teach	them

that	 actions	 have	 consequences	 without	 hitting

them	or	being	short	with	them.	The	key	is	honest

communication.	You	can	tell	your	child	that	they

are	getting	on	your	nerves	and	tell	them	to	stop

pulling	the	dog's	 tail	or	tapping	a	toy	on	the	ta-

ble.	Granted,	this	involves	making	a	commitment

of	time	and	learning	how	to	push	your	child's	bu-

ttons	 the	 right	 way,	 without	 force.	 It	 also	 invo-

lves	 a	 certain	 amount	 of	 self-care,	 communic-

ating	with	your	spouse	or	partner,	and	being	able

to	 take	 turns.	 Sometimes,	 it	 just	 involves	 grit

and	commitment	to	the	ideal,	no	matter	the	cost.

If	we	can	learn	to	do	this,	then	we	can	undo	the

morass	of	tyranny	that	has	been	foisted	upon	us

by	the	public	school	system.

_____________________________________________

Dale	Melchin	is	the	host	of	the	Simplistic	Advice

podcast	and	a	frequent	guest	of	WAL	Daily.

The	Fourth	Step

We	Are	Libertarians

2020	Presidential	Debate	Series

Hosted	by	Hodey	Johns

Subscribe	to	the	We	Are	Libertarians	podcast	to	never	miss	a	2020	presidential

candidate	interview	and	issues-centered	debates!

is	to	resolve	to	be	a	peaceful	parent.	If	you	have

to	 use	 physical	 force	 to	 get	 your	 kids	 to	 do

something,	that's	a	sign	of	weakness	as	a	parent.

(I	 lived	 with	 this	 as	 a	 child,	 so	 perhaps	 I	 am

overreacting.)	But	 if	your	 interactions	with	your

child	 are	 characterized	 by	 physical	 force,	 then

something	 is	 wrong	 with	 you	 and	 something	 is

wrong	with	your	family	relations.	(By	physical	fo-

rce,	I	mean	hitting,	slapping,	spanking,	and	ang-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
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The	Fifth	Step
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The	 fourth	 step	 is	 to	 resolve	 to	 have	 a	 stable

relationship	 with	 your	 spouse.	 This	 is	 probably

the	most	 important	 step	 of	 all	 five	 I	 am	 laying

out	here.

You	 cannot	 effectively	 teach	 your	 children	 any-

thing	if	you	do	not	have	a	good	relationship	with

your	 spouse;	 they	will	 pick	up	 on	 your	negative

relationship.	 Do	 not	 have	 children	 if	 your	 ma-

rriage	 is	 a	wreck,	 and	 if	 you	 already	 have	 chil-

dren	(especially	young	children),	get	on	the	path

to	fixing	things	before	it	is	too	late.

ry,	 intimidating	 yelling.)	 Those	 things	 serve	 to

break	the	spirit	of	a	child	and	make	them	afraid

of	you.	This	does	not	include	restraining	or	mov-

ing	 them	 if	 they	 are	making	 a	 scene,	 or	 raising

your	 voice	 if	 they	 are	 in	 danger	 (i.e.	 "get	 out	 of

the	road!").	If	you	want	your	children	to	like	you

and	 adopt	 your	 ideology,	 then	 you	 have	 top	 be

consistent,	and	that	includes	your	parenting.

This	does	not	mean	that	you	allow	them	to	make

you	 into	a	door	mat.	You	can	calmly	teach	them

that	 actions	 have	 consequences	 without	 hitting

them	or	being	short	with	them.	The	key	is	honest

communication.	You	can	tell	your	child	that	they

are	getting	on	your	nerves	and	tell	them	to	stop

pulling	the	dog's	 tail	or	tapping	a	toy	on	the	ta-

ble.	Granted,	this	involves	making	a	commitment

of	time	and	learning	how	to	push	your	child's	bu-

ttons	 the	 right	 way,	 without	 force.	 It	 also	 invo-

lves	 a	 certain	 amount	 of	 self-care,	 communic-

ating	with	your	spouse	or	partner,	and	being	able

to	 take	 turns.	 Sometimes,	 it	 just	 involves	 grit

and	commitment	to	the	ideal,	no	matter	the	cost.

If	we	can	learn	to	do	this,	then	we	can	undo	the

morass	of	tyranny	that	has	been	foisted	upon	us

by	the	public	school	system.

_____________________________________________

Dale	Melchin	is	the	host	of	the	Simplistic	Advice

podcast	and	a	frequent	guest	of	WAL	Daily.

The	Fourth	Step

We	Are	Libertarians

2020	Presidential	Debate	Series

Hosted	by	Hodey	Johns

Subscribe	to	the	We	Are	Libertarians	podcast	to	never	miss	a	2020	presidential

candidate	interview	and	issues-centered	debates!

is	to	resolve	to	be	a	peaceful	parent.	If	you	have

to	 use	 physical	 force	 to	 get	 your	 kids	 to	 do

something,	that's	a	sign	of	weakness	as	a	parent.

(I	 lived	 with	 this	 as	 a	 child,	 so	 perhaps	 I	 am

overreacting.)	But	 if	your	 interactions	with	your

child	 are	 characterized	 by	 physical	 force,	 then

something	 is	 wrong	 with	 you	 and	 something	 is

wrong	with	your	family	relations.	(By	physical	fo-

rce,	I	mean	hitting,	slapping,	spanking,	and	ang-
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The	Fifth	Step
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Of	all 	 the	ways	 that	we	humans	 can	exert	power	over	 each	other, 	 I

would	 argue	 that	 homicide	 –	 the	 taking	 of 	 l i fe	 –	 is	 the	 most

potent, 	 the	most	 irreversible. 	 Taking	 l i fe	 is 	 a	 completely	 f inal	 act

that	cannot	be	undone	and	erases	all 	 the	potential 	 ( for	evil 	and	for

good)	 that	 the	 taken	 li fe	 had.	 Taking	 l i fe	 causes	 catastrophe	 for

those	 close	 to	 the	 victim	 and	 the	 perpetrator, 	 it 	 results	 in	 a

massive	crater	on	the	fabric	of 	communities.

Is	ThisIs	This

Justice?Justice?
Rethinking	Capital	PunishmentRethinking	Capital	Punishment

By	Ryan	LindseyBy	Ryan	Lindsey

PHOTO	BY	DOUG	SMITH	(FL
DOC).
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Of	all 	 the	ways	 that	we	humans	 can	exert	power	over	 each	other, 	 I

would	 argue	 that	 homicide	 –	 the	 taking	 of 	 l i fe	 –	 is	 the	 most

potent, 	 the	most	 irreversible. 	 Taking	 l i fe	 is 	 a	 completely	 f inal	 act

that	cannot	be	undone	and	erases	all 	 the	potential 	 ( for	evil 	and	for

good)	 that	 the	 taken	 li fe	 had.	 Taking	 l i fe	 causes	 catastrophe	 for

those	 close	 to	 the	 victim	 and	 the	 perpetrator, 	 it 	 results	 in	 a

massive	crater	on	the	fabric	of 	communities.

Is	ThisIs	This

Justice?Justice?
Rethinking	Capital	PunishmentRethinking	Capital	Punishment

By	Ryan	LindseyBy	Ryan	Lindsey

PHOTO	BY	DOUG	SMITH	(FL
DOC).
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"No	more	crying	there,	we	are	going	to	see	the	king."

The	 poison	 had	 been	 coursing	 through	 Don	 Johnson's

veins	and	had	almost	 run	 it's	course.	Within	minutes,	he

would	be	dead.	But	still	he	sang	that	old	hymn,	waiting	to

die	and	pass	on	to	what	was	next.

"No	more	dying	there,	we	are	going	to	see	the	King."

Don	Johnson	died.
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benefactor	stepping	 in	on	their	behalf	–	that's

a	 luxury	many	prisoners	 sentenced	 to	 die	 are

not	awarded.	Let's	take	a	look	at	a	few	of	these

exoneration	cases:

Jerry	Banks	was	 exonerated	 in	 1980	 after

being	convicted	of	two	counts	of	murder	in

1975.	 During	 his	 initial	 trial,	 the	 state

purposefully	 withheld	 evidence	 (Banks	 v.

State,	 218	 S.E.2d	 851	 (GA.	 1975)).	 Once

this	 was	 discovered	 (by	 chance),	 his	 con-

viction	 was	 overturned.	 His	 wife	 divorced

him	 shortly	 after	 his	 release	 and	 Banks

killed	himself.

James	Richardson	was	exonerated	in	1989

after	 being	 convicted	 of	 killing	 all	 of	 his

seven	 children	 in	 1968.	 During	 his	 initial

trial,	 the	 prosecution	 lied	 about	 Richard-

son's	 childrens'	 life	 insurance	 policies,

ignored	 other	 more	 likely	 suspects,	 withh-

eld	evidence,	and	used	perjured	testimonies

(Richardson	 v.	 State,	 546	So.2d	 1037	 (FL.

1989)).	His	trial	received	attention	once	two

journalists	 began	 looking	 into	 it	 and	 rai-

sing	questions.

Adolph	 Munson	 was	 exonerated	 in	 1995

after	being	convicted	of	first	degree	murder

and	kidnapping	 in	1985.	During	his	 trial,

the	prosecution	withheld	a	large	amount	of

exculpatory	evidence	from	Munson	and	his

lawyer	 (Oklahoma	 v.	 Muns-on,	 886	 P.2d

999	(Okla.	Crim.	App.	1994)).	Munson	was

released	 after	 two	 appeals	 and	 one	 of	 the

experts	 who	 presented	 "evidence"	 at	 his

original	trial	was	stripped	of	his	license.

Isiah	McCoy	was	 exonerated	 in	2017	after

being	 convicted	 of	 first	 degree	 murder	 in

2012.	 During	 his	 trial,	 the	 prosecution

manipulated	 and	 intimidated	 both	McCoy

and	the	jury,	and	lied	to	the	judge	(McCoy

v.	State,	Nos	558	&	595	(DE	2012)).	He	was

exonerated	once	the	prosecutor's	miscondu-

ct	was	 revealed	 by	 chance.	 The	 prosecutor

was	only	temporarily	suspended.

Of	 all	 the	 ways	 that	 we	 humans	 can	 exert

power	 over	 each	 other,	 I	 would	 argue	 that

homicide	 –	 the	 taking	 of	 life	 –	 is	 the	 most

potent,	 the	most	 irreversible.	 Taking	 life	 is	 a

completely	 final	 act	 that	 cannot	 be	 undone

and	 erases	 all	 the	 potential	 (for	 evil	 and	 for

good)	 that	 the	 taken	 life	 had.	 Taking	 life

causes	 catastrophe	 for	 those	 close	 to	 the

victim	 and	 the	 perpetrator,	 it	 results	 in	 a

massive	crater	on	the	fabric	of	communities.

I’d	 venture	 to	 say	 that	 the	 overwhelming

majority	 of	 Americans,	 of	 all	 political	 and

ideological	persuasions,	believe	that	killing	in

self-defense	 is	 morally	 permissible.	 Many

probably	 believe	 that	 some	 cases	 of	 preemp-

tive	 killing	 are	 justified.	 But	 very,	 very	 few

believe	 (or	 at	 least	 would	 admit	 that	 they

believe)	 that	 killing	 unarmed,	 helpless,	 res-

trained	people	is	a	tolerable	practice.	Yet	when

it	 comes	 to	 the	 death	 penalty,	 many	 of	 us

make	an	exception	to	this	rule.	We	accept	that

state-sanctioned	and	performed	revenge-based

killings	are	not	only	moral,	but	necessary.

I	 think	that	this	 is	an	 idea	we	should	all	run

away	from,	as	fast	as	we	can.

-------------------------------

At	 the	 time	 I'm	 writing	 this,	 America	 has

executed	 1,500	 prisoners	 since	 the	 death

penalty	was	resumed	in	1977.	According	to	the

Death	 Penalty	 Information	 Center	 (DPIC),

155	 people	 have	 been	 exonerated	 from	 death

row	since	1977.	This	means	that	for	every	ten

people	on	death	row	who	are	executed,	one	has

been	 proven	 innocent.	 While	 I	 am	 grateful

that	 155	 lives	 were	 saved,	 I	 can’t	 help	 but

worry	 that	many	more	 of	 those	who	were	 ki-

lled	 were	 innocent	 (or	 at	 least,	 not	 guilty	 of

the	heinous	crimes	they	were	killed	for).

The	stories	of	the	death	row	inmates	who	were

exonerated	are	full	of	civil	liberties	violations,

laziness	 and	 corruption	 in	 the	 courts,	 and	 a

whole	 lot	 of	 chance.	Almost	 all	 of	 those	 who

were	exonerated	were	saved	due	to	an	outside
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capital	punishment	to	kill	innocents	is	to	abol-

ish	 it	 –	 no	 amount	 of	 reform	 or	 extra	 preca-

utions	 will	 make	 the	 death	 penalty	 process

100%	 foolproof;	 government	 is	 simply	 to

corrupt	 and	 incompetent	 to	 be	 trusted	 with

this	awful	power	(this	is	a	truth	that	should	be

easy	to	accept	for	both	libertarians	and	small-

government	conservatives).

To	support	the	death	penalty	is	to	believe	that

a	 certain	 amount	 of	 innocent	 death	 is	 an	 ac-

ceptable	price	 to	pay	 for	what	 is	 essentially	a

revenge	 killing.	 This	 is	 an	 extremely,	 danger-

ously	 out-of-control	 utilitarian	 idea.	 It	 is	 also
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These	 are	 just	 four	 of	 examples	 of	 death	 row

exonerations,	 but	 I	 can	 guarantee	 you	 this:

almost	 all	 of	 the	 155	 death	 row	 exonerations

since	1977	are	filled	with	the	same	amount	(or

more)	 or	 prosecutor	 misconduct,	 corruption,

and	incompetence.	Almost	all	of	the	155	death

row	 exonerations	 occurred	 only	 because	 an

outsider	stepped	in	to	help	or	asked	questions

or	bothered	to	take	a	second	look	at	a	trial.	It’s

abundantly	 common	 for	 criminal	 trials	 to	 be

mishandled.	It’s	not	nearly	as	common	for	th-

ose	mishandlings	 to	 ever	 be	made	 public	 kn-

owledge.

It	boils	down	to	this:	you	can	support	having	a

death	 penalty	 or	 you	 can	 oppose	 the	 govern-

ment	killing	innocent/undeserving	people,	but

you	 can’t	 do	 both.	 The	 death	 penalty	 has	 ki-

lled	innocent	people	and	it	will	continue	to	do

so.	The	only	way	to	stop	the	state	from	using
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PHOTO	BY	PATRICK	SEMANSKY	(AP).	Kirk	Bloodsworth
(ce-nter)	was	the	first	death	row	inmate	exonerated	due
to	 DNA	 evidence.	 He	 was	 exonerated	 in	 1993	 -	 who
knows	 how	 many	 innocent	 people	 where	 executed	 in
prior	 decades	 who	 could	 have	 been	 saved	 by	 modern
science.
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and	 liberals	 would	 embrace.	 If	 you	 don’t	 bel-

ieve	 me,	 take	 a	 minute	 to	 examine	 the	 1987

Supreme	Court	Case	McCleskey	v.	Kemp.	McC-

leskey	was	a	black	man	who	was	accused	and

convicted	 of	 killing	 a	 white	 police	 office	 in

Georgia	 and	was	 sentenced	 to	 death.	McCles-

key	and	his	lawyer	argued	in	a	writ	of	habeas

corpus	 that	 statistical	 studies	 showed	 that

Georgia’s	 application	 of	 the	 death	 penalty

depended	heavily	on	the	race	of	the	accused	as

well	as	the	race	of	the	victim.	Multiple	studies

showed	 that	 black	 men	 who	 killed	 white

victims	are	far	more	likely	to	receive	the	death

penalty	than	other	racial	combinations	of	per-

petrators	and	victims.

The	Rehnquist	Court	considered	those	studies

and,	 surprisingly,	 agreed	 with	 the	 studies

findings	–	they	concurred	with	McCleskey	that

in	 Georgie,	 and	 likely	 most	 of	 the	 U.S.,	 that

race	played	a	significant	role	in	the	application

of	the	death	penalty.	Unfortunately,	they	went

on	to	describe	this	racial	bias	as	“an	inevitable

part	 of	 our	 criminal	 justice	 system.”	Even	 the

United	 States	 Supreme	 Court	 recognizes	 the

extreme	 racial	 bias	 in	 the	 criminal	 justice

system	as	 a	whole	 and	 in	 capital	 punishment

in	particular.	And	not	 only	did	 they	 recognize

it,	 they	 labeled	 it	 as	 acceptable.	 In	 a	 5-4

decision,	the	court	decided	against	McCleskey.

Even	 if	 you	 are	 able	 to	 support	 capital	 pu-

nishment	 in	 a	 theoretical	 sense,	 seeing	 how

much	 the	 actual	 practice	 of	 it	 is	 distorted	 by

class	and	history	should	give	you	pause.	Racial

angst	 is	 on	 the	 rise,	 and	 the	 unequal	 applic-

ation	of	 the	death	penalty	 is	 one	 of	 the	many

reasons	why.	I'm	not	going	to	make	the	foolish

claim	that	abolishing	the	death	penalty	would
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I	doubt	it.

-------------------------------

It’s	well-known	that	those	who	are	poor,	bla-

ck,	or	generally	outcasted	from	society	are	tre-

ad	 upon	 especially	 hard	 by	 the	 American

criminal	justice	system.	Appeals	and	the	thou-

sands	of	hours	of	manpower	and	research	that

go	 into	 them	 are	 expensive,	 and	 most	 death

row	 inmates	 can’t	 afford	 them.	Aside	 from	 a

benevolent	 benefactor	 of	 some	 sort	 (which	 is

no	 sure	 thing)	 a	 successful	 appeal	 is	 nothing

but	a	dream	to	many	of	those	sentenced	to	die.

Not	only	does	the	death	penalty	unfairly	affect

the	poor,	but	it	is	also	used	disproportionately

against	black	Americans.	According	the	Equal

Justice	 Initiative	based	 in	Montgomery,	Alab-

ama,	13%	of	the	American	population	is	black,

but	 42%	 of	 death	 row	 inmates	 are	 black	 and

34%	of	those	executed	are	black.	Additionally,

over	80%	of	 executions	 involve	white	victims,

although	whites	only	make	up	around	50%	of

murder	victims.	It’s	no	coincidence	that	in	the

late	1800s	and	early	1900s	as	lynching	decre-

ased	that	executions	increased.	It’s	also	worth

noting	 (as	 the	 Connecticut	 Supreme	 Court

pointed	out	when	they	banned	capital	punish-

ment	in	their	state	in	2015)	that	“the	13	states

that	 comprised	 the	 Confederacy	 have	 carried

out	 more	 than	 75%	 of	 the	 nation’s	 executions

over	the	last	four	decades	[since	the	death	pen-

alty	was	reactivated	in	the	U.S.].”

It’s	 not	 always	 popular	 to	 point	 out	 that	 ra-

cism	 still	 haunts	 American	 society	 and	 civic

institutions,	 but	 I	 earnestly	 believe	 it’s	 the

truth	and	it’s	a	truth	I	wish	more	libertarians
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an	 idea	 that	 is	 completely	 devoid	 of

any	sense	of	empathy.

If	 you	 happen	 to	 believe	 that	 inev-

itable	innocent	death	is	an	acceptable

cost	 to	maintain	a	 state	death	penal-

ty,	 then	 ask	 yourself	 this:	 would	 you

feel	 the	same	way	 if	you	were	 falsely

convicted	and	on	death	row?

You	can	support	having	a	death	penalty	or

you	 can	 oppose	 the	 government	 killing

innocent/undeserving	 people,	 but	 you

can't	 do	 both.	 The	 death	 penalty	 has

killed	 innocent	 people	 and	 it	 will	 con-

tinue	 to	 do	 so.	 The	 only	 way	 to	 stop	 the

state	from	using	capital	punishment	to	kill

innocents	is	to	abolish	it.
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capital	punishment	to	kill	innocents	is	to	abol-

ish	 it	 –	 no	 amount	 of	 reform	 or	 extra	 preca-

utions	 will	 make	 the	 death	 penalty	 process

100%	 foolproof;	 government	 is	 simply	 to

corrupt	 and	 incompetent	 to	 be	 trusted	 with

this	awful	power	(this	is	a	truth	that	should	be

easy	to	accept	for	both	libertarians	and	small-

government	conservatives).

To	support	the	death	penalty	is	to	believe	that

a	 certain	 amount	 of	 innocent	 death	 is	 an	 ac-

ceptable	price	 to	pay	 for	what	 is	 essentially	a

revenge	 killing.	 This	 is	 an	 extremely,	 danger-

ously	 out-of-control	 utilitarian	 idea.	 It	 is	 also
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These	 are	 just	 four	 of	 examples	 of	 death	 row

exonerations,	 but	 I	 can	 guarantee	 you	 this:

almost	 all	 of	 the	 155	 death	 row	 exonerations

since	1977	are	filled	with	the	same	amount	(or

more)	 or	 prosecutor	 misconduct,	 corruption,

and	incompetence.	Almost	all	of	the	155	death

row	 exonerations	 occurred	 only	 because	 an

outsider	stepped	in	to	help	or	asked	questions

or	bothered	to	take	a	second	look	at	a	trial.	It’s

abundantly	 common	 for	 criminal	 trials	 to	 be

mishandled.	It’s	not	nearly	as	common	for	th-

ose	mishandlings	 to	 ever	 be	made	 public	 kn-

owledge.

It	boils	down	to	this:	you	can	support	having	a

death	 penalty	 or	 you	 can	 oppose	 the	 govern-

ment	killing	innocent/undeserving	people,	but

you	 can’t	 do	 both.	 The	 death	 penalty	 has	 ki-

lled	innocent	people	and	it	will	continue	to	do

so.	The	only	way	to	stop	the	state	from	using
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PHOTO	BY	PATRICK	SEMANSKY	(AP).	Kirk	Bloodsworth
(ce-nter)	was	the	first	death	row	inmate	exonerated	due
to	 DNA	 evidence.	 He	 was	 exonerated	 in	 1993	 -	 who
knows	 how	 many	 innocent	 people	 where	 executed	 in
prior	 decades	 who	 could	 have	 been	 saved	 by	 modern
science.
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and	 liberals	 would	 embrace.	 If	 you	 don’t	 bel-

ieve	 me,	 take	 a	 minute	 to	 examine	 the	 1987

Supreme	Court	Case	McCleskey	v.	Kemp.	McC-

leskey	was	a	black	man	who	was	accused	and

convicted	 of	 killing	 a	 white	 police	 office	 in

Georgia	 and	was	 sentenced	 to	 death.	McCles-

key	and	his	lawyer	argued	in	a	writ	of	habeas

corpus	 that	 statistical	 studies	 showed	 that

Georgia’s	 application	 of	 the	 death	 penalty

depended	heavily	on	the	race	of	the	accused	as

well	as	the	race	of	the	victim.	Multiple	studies

showed	 that	 black	 men	 who	 killed	 white

victims	are	far	more	likely	to	receive	the	death

penalty	than	other	racial	combinations	of	per-

petrators	and	victims.

The	Rehnquist	Court	considered	those	studies

and,	 surprisingly,	 agreed	 with	 the	 studies

findings	–	they	concurred	with	McCleskey	that

in	 Georgie,	 and	 likely	 most	 of	 the	 U.S.,	 that

race	played	a	significant	role	in	the	application

of	the	death	penalty.	Unfortunately,	they	went

on	to	describe	this	racial	bias	as	“an	inevitable

part	 of	 our	 criminal	 justice	 system.”	Even	 the

United	 States	 Supreme	 Court	 recognizes	 the

extreme	 racial	 bias	 in	 the	 criminal	 justice

system	as	 a	whole	 and	 in	 capital	 punishment

in	particular.	And	not	 only	did	 they	 recognize

it,	 they	 labeled	 it	 as	 acceptable.	 In	 a	 5-4

decision,	the	court	decided	against	McCleskey.

Even	 if	 you	 are	 able	 to	 support	 capital	 pu-

nishment	 in	 a	 theoretical	 sense,	 seeing	 how

much	 the	 actual	 practice	 of	 it	 is	 distorted	 by

class	and	history	should	give	you	pause.	Racial

angst	 is	 on	 the	 rise,	 and	 the	 unequal	 applic-

ation	of	 the	death	penalty	 is	 one	 of	 the	many

reasons	why.	I'm	not	going	to	make	the	foolish

claim	that	abolishing	the	death	penalty	would
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I	doubt	it.

-------------------------------

It’s	well-known	that	those	who	are	poor,	bla-

ck,	or	generally	outcasted	from	society	are	tre-

ad	 upon	 especially	 hard	 by	 the	 American

criminal	justice	system.	Appeals	and	the	thou-

sands	of	hours	of	manpower	and	research	that

go	 into	 them	 are	 expensive,	 and	 most	 death

row	 inmates	 can’t	 afford	 them.	Aside	 from	 a

benevolent	 benefactor	 of	 some	 sort	 (which	 is

no	 sure	 thing)	 a	 successful	 appeal	 is	 nothing

but	a	dream	to	many	of	those	sentenced	to	die.

Not	only	does	the	death	penalty	unfairly	affect

the	poor,	but	it	is	also	used	disproportionately

against	black	Americans.	According	the	Equal

Justice	 Initiative	based	 in	Montgomery,	Alab-

ama,	13%	of	the	American	population	is	black,

but	 42%	 of	 death	 row	 inmates	 are	 black	 and

34%	of	those	executed	are	black.	Additionally,

over	80%	of	 executions	 involve	white	victims,

although	whites	only	make	up	around	50%	of

murder	victims.	It’s	no	coincidence	that	in	the

late	1800s	and	early	1900s	as	lynching	decre-

ased	that	executions	increased.	It’s	also	worth

noting	 (as	 the	 Connecticut	 Supreme	 Court

pointed	out	when	they	banned	capital	punish-

ment	in	their	state	in	2015)	that	“the	13	states

that	 comprised	 the	 Confederacy	 have	 carried

out	 more	 than	 75%	 of	 the	 nation’s	 executions

over	the	last	four	decades	[since	the	death	pen-

alty	was	reactivated	in	the	U.S.].”

It’s	 not	 always	 popular	 to	 point	 out	 that	 ra-

cism	 still	 haunts	 American	 society	 and	 civic

institutions,	 but	 I	 earnestly	 believe	 it’s	 the

truth	and	it’s	a	truth	I	wish	more	libertarians
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an	 idea	 that	 is	 completely	 devoid	 of

any	sense	of	empathy.

If	 you	 happen	 to	 believe	 that	 inev-

itable	innocent	death	is	an	acceptable

cost	 to	maintain	a	 state	death	penal-

ty,	 then	 ask	 yourself	 this:	 would	 you

feel	 the	same	way	 if	you	were	 falsely

convicted	and	on	death	row?

You	can	support	having	a	death	penalty	or

you	 can	 oppose	 the	 government	 killing

innocent/undeserving	 people,	 but	 you

can't	 do	 both.	 The	 death	 penalty	 has

killed	 innocent	 people	 and	 it	 will	 con-

tinue	 to	 do	 so.	 The	 only	 way	 to	 stop	 the

state	from	using	capital	punishment	to	kill

innocents	is	to	abolish	it.
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restorative	 justice	 as	 “a	 process	 to	 involve,	 to

the	extent	possible,	those	who	have	a	stake	in	a

specific	 offense	and	 to	 collectively	 identify	and

address	harms,	needs,	and	obligations,	in	order

to	heal	and	put	things	as	right	as	possible.”

When	our	current	system	asks	What	laws	were

broken?,	By	who?,	 and	What	do	 they	deserve?,

restorative	 justice	 asks	Who	was	 hurt?,	What

do	they	need?,	and	Who	is	obligated	to	address

these	needs?

Restorative	justice	has	a	place	in	even	the	mo-

st	heinous	of	circumstances.	Take	for	example

the	Rwanda	genocide	–	the	men	responsible	for

the	 genocide	were	 tasked	with	 rebuilding	 the

country;	 you	 can	 still	 them	working	 to	 fix	 ro-

ads	and	 farms,	 armed	with	 shovels	 and	 other

tools.	 (One	 could	 say	 that	 they	 literally	 beat

their	 swords	 into	 plows.)	 Rather	 than	 facing

death	(which	I’m	sure	many	would	argue	they

deserved)	 they	 work	 to	 restore	 their	 home	 to

what	it	was	before.	They	aren’t	getting	off	easy

by	 any	 means	 –	 they’re	 spending	 the	 rest	 of

their	 lives	undoing	the	damage	they	contribu-
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solve	America's	 racial	 disparities,	 but	 I	 can't

help	 but	 believe	 that	 it	 would	 be	 a	 definite

step	 in	 the	 right	 direction	 to	 racial	 reconci-

liation.

-------------------------------

When	 the	 death	 penalty	 is	 stripped	 of	 all

the	 legalese	and	conservative	 rationalizations

all	 that’s	 left	 is	 revenge	 killing,	 plain	 and

simple.	 I	 for	 one	 think	 that	 revenge	 is	 sorry

substitute	 for	 justice	and	has	no	place	 in	 our

civic	 institutions,	 and	 I’d	 like	 to	 think	 that

most	you	would	agree.

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

The	final	story	 I	want	 to	 tell	 is	 that	of	Don

Johnson,	 who	 was	 executed	 in	 a	 Tennessee

prison	 this	 past	 May.	 Johnson	 murdered	 his

wife,	 Connie	 Johnson,	 in	 1984	 and	 was	 soon

convicted	 and	 sentenced	 to	 death.	 In	 prison,

Don	 became	 a	 Christian	 and	 soon	 became

respected	and	befriended	by	many	of	his	fellow

prisoners	and	even	a	few	of	the	prison	guards.

He	 regretted	 his	 actions	 tremendously	 and

dedicated	 the	 rest	 of	 his	 life	 to	 serving	 those

imprisoned	 with	 him	 however	 he	 could.

Johnson	 was	 denied	 clemency	 by	 Governor

Bill	 Lee	 multiple	 times.	 He	 asked	 for	 the

money	that	would	have	been	spent	on	his	last

meal	 to	 go	 towards	 feeding	 the	 homeless	 (a

request	 that	was	 also	 denied).	As	 he	was	 led

into	 the	 execution	 chamber,	 he	 forgave	 those

who	 were	 killing	 him	 and	 asked	 for	 forgi-

veness	 again	 from	 all	 those	 he	 had	 hurt

during	his	life.	He	sang	hymns	until	he	passed

out	and	died.

(Note:	 the	 information	 about	 Johnson's	 final

days	 and	 minutes	 is	 from	 one	 of	 Johnson's

close	friends,	Shane	Claiborne.)

Don	 Johnson	 did	 something	 horrible,	 but	 he

clearly	 wasn’t	 beyond	 redemption	 and	 good

was	 coming	 from	 his	 life.	 When	 you	 think

about	the	death	penalty	from	now	on,	I’d	 like

you	 to	 think	 about	 Don’s	 final	 days.	 Think

about	 all	 those	 who	 are	 executed	 as	 people

first	 and	 as	 criminals	 second	 (or	 not	 at	 all).

Some	of	the	names	of	 those	executed	 in	Ame-

rica	 are	 in	 this	 article,	 in	 the	 lines	 between

columns.

The	 idea	 of	 restorative	 justice	 isn’t	 easy	 –	 it

could	require	a	tremendous	amount	of	imagin-

ation,	 compassion,	 and	 empathy	 in	many	 ca-

ses.	But	I	think	it’s	an	idea	worth	striving	for,

worth	realizing.	It	just	might	help	us	save	our

humanity.

_________________________________________

Ryan	Lindsey	is	the	founder	and	editor	of	WAL

Reader,	 as	 well	 as	 a	 pen-pal	 to	 death	 row

inmates	 through	Missourians	 for	Alternatives

to	the	Death	Penalty.

ted	 to	and	 facing	 their	victims.	 I	would	argue

that	this	“punishment”	requires	more	from	the

perpetrators	and	gives	back	more	 to	 the	victi-

ms	than	capital	punishment	ever	could.

If	 restorative	 justice	can	work	to	heal	 the	wo-

unds	of	genocide,	 then	surly	 it	 can	be	used	 to

heal	 the	 wounds	 of	 murder.	 There	 are	 coun-

tless	 stories	 of	 the	 families	 of	 victims	 event-

ually	 writing	 and	 talking	 with,	 meeting,	 and

even	 befriending	 the	 individual	 who	 killed

their	 loved	 one	 –	 they	 work	 together	 to	 heal

each	 other,	 realizing	 that	 most	 criminals	 are

victims	 themselves	 and	 not	 all	 that	 different

from	 us	 “respectable	 folk”.	 There	 are	 far	 too

many	 of	 these	 stories	 to	 recount	 here,	 and

they're	 too	 beautiful	 to	 only	 give	 a	 brief	 sum-

mary,	but	I	have	to	ask	anyone	reading	this	to

please	 take	 fifteen	 minutes	 or	 so	 to	 at	 least

look	up	the	story	of	Hector	and	Susie	Black	–

their	 story	 touches	 me	 every	 time	 I	 read	 or

listen	to	it.

-------------------------------

C
o

r
n

e
l
i
u

s
	
S

i
n

g
l
e
t
o

n
	
|
	
K

a
v
i
n

	
L
i
n

c
e
c
u

m
	
|
	
D

e
n

n
i
s
	
O

r
b

e
	
|
	
J
e
r
r
y
	
M

c
W

e
e

I	 am	 convinced	 that	 the	 death	 penalty	 hurts

everyone	 involved	 –	 those	 sentenced	 to	 die,

those	 who	 do	 the	 sentencing,	 the	 families	 of

victims,	 the	 executioners,	 etc.	 Thankfully,	 I

believe	there’s	a	better	way.

What	if	our	system	of	justice	went	deeper	and

was	more	meaningful	and	satisfying	than	“an

eye	for	eye”?	What	if	the	focus	was	on	making

things	 right	 with	 both	 victims	 and	 perpetra-

tors,	rather	than	on	making	sure	some	people

get	“what	they	deserve”?

I’m	 sure	 many	 of	 you	 are	 at	 least	 vaguely

familiar	 with	 this	 idea	 of	 restorative	 justice.

American	 criminologist	 Howard	 Zehr	 defines
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...the	 13	 states	 that	 comp-

rised	 the	 Confederacy	 ha-

ve	 carried	 out	 more	 than

75%	 of	 the	 nation’s	 exec-

utions	 over	 the	 last	 four

decades	 [since	 the	 death

penalty	was	 reactivated	 in

the	U.S.].

Very	Short	Book	Excerpt

					"Let's	talk	about	evil.	Sometimes	folks	accuse	people

who	want	to	abolish	the	death	penalty	of	being

unrealistic,	utopian,	or	oblivious	to	the	fact	that	evil	is

real.	What	do	we	do	with	someone	who	is	a	threat	to

society?

							...

					"A	grace	story	from	Iran	recently	went	viral	and

made	news	around	the	world.	Iran	puts	more	people	to

death	than	any	country	except	China.	In	fact,	Iran	and

Iraq	constitute	two-thirds	of	the	total	recorded

executions	around	the	world.	And	the	executions	are

still	held	in	public.	But	in	April	2014	something

stunning	happened:	an	execution	in	Iran	was

interrupted	-	by	the	victim's	mother.

					"A	man	named	Balal	was	facing	execution.	Seven

years	earlier,	Balal	had	stabbed	another	young	man,

Abdollah	Hosseinzadeh,	in	a	street	fight.	His	crime	was

a	capital	one,	and	the	time	for	death	had	come.	In	Iran,

the	victim's	family	traditionally	helps	carry	out	the

execution;	it	is	customary	practice	in	the	Sharia	Law	of

retribution	for	the	victim's	family	to	push	away	the

chair	on	which	the	condemned	stands	[with	their	head

in	a	noose],	leading	to	his	death.	But	this	time

something	went	wonderfully	haywire.

					"Balal	was	ushered	through	a	crowd	to	the	gallows

where	would	die.	A	noose	was	placed	around	his	neck,

up	he	went	onto	a	chair,	and	the	crowd	awaited	his

death.	As	thew	victim's	mother	and	father	approached

Balal,	people	watched	with	anticipation.	

					"To	everyone's	surprise,	the	mother	slapped	Balal	in

the	face	-	and	then	forgave	him!	The	victim's	father

remover	the	noose	from	his	neck,	and	his	life	was

spared.

					"Balal's	mother	hugged	the	grieving	mother	of

Abdollah,	the	young	man	her	son	had	killed.	They

sobbed	in	each	other's	arms.	One	victim	was	enough.

They	wept	together	over	their	sons.

"Grace	got	the	last	word."

From	"Death	and	Grace	in	the	Bible"	in	Executing

Grace:	How	the	Death	Penalty	Killed	Jesus	and	Why	it's

Killing	Us	by	Shane	Claiborne	(HarperOne	Publishers,

2016)
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restorative	 justice	 as	 “a	 process	 to	 involve,	 to

the	extent	possible,	those	who	have	a	stake	in	a

specific	 offense	and	 to	 collectively	 identify	and

address	harms,	needs,	and	obligations,	in	order

to	heal	and	put	things	as	right	as	possible.”

When	our	current	system	asks	What	laws	were

broken?,	By	who?,	 and	What	do	 they	deserve?,

restorative	 justice	 asks	Who	was	 hurt?,	What

do	they	need?,	and	Who	is	obligated	to	address

these	needs?

Restorative	justice	has	a	place	in	even	the	mo-

st	heinous	of	circumstances.	Take	for	example

the	Rwanda	genocide	–	the	men	responsible	for

the	 genocide	were	 tasked	with	 rebuilding	 the

country;	 you	 can	 still	 them	working	 to	 fix	 ro-

ads	and	 farms,	 armed	with	 shovels	 and	 other

tools.	 (One	 could	 say	 that	 they	 literally	 beat

their	 swords	 into	 plows.)	 Rather	 than	 facing

death	(which	I’m	sure	many	would	argue	they

deserved)	 they	 work	 to	 restore	 their	 home	 to

what	it	was	before.	They	aren’t	getting	off	easy

by	 any	 means	 –	 they’re	 spending	 the	 rest	 of

their	 lives	undoing	the	damage	they	contribu-
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solve	America's	 racial	 disparities,	 but	 I	 can't

help	 but	 believe	 that	 it	 would	 be	 a	 definite

step	 in	 the	 right	 direction	 to	 racial	 reconci-

liation.

-------------------------------

When	 the	 death	 penalty	 is	 stripped	 of	 all

the	 legalese	and	conservative	 rationalizations

all	 that’s	 left	 is	 revenge	 killing,	 plain	 and

simple.	 I	 for	 one	 think	 that	 revenge	 is	 sorry

substitute	 for	 justice	and	has	no	place	 in	 our

civic	 institutions,	 and	 I’d	 like	 to	 think	 that

most	you	would	agree.

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

The	final	story	 I	want	 to	 tell	 is	 that	of	Don

Johnson,	 who	 was	 executed	 in	 a	 Tennessee

prison	 this	 past	 May.	 Johnson	 murdered	 his

wife,	 Connie	 Johnson,	 in	 1984	 and	 was	 soon

convicted	 and	 sentenced	 to	 death.	 In	 prison,

Don	 became	 a	 Christian	 and	 soon	 became

respected	and	befriended	by	many	of	his	fellow

prisoners	and	even	a	few	of	the	prison	guards.

He	 regretted	 his	 actions	 tremendously	 and

dedicated	 the	 rest	 of	 his	 life	 to	 serving	 those

imprisoned	 with	 him	 however	 he	 could.

Johnson	 was	 denied	 clemency	 by	 Governor

Bill	 Lee	 multiple	 times.	 He	 asked	 for	 the

money	that	would	have	been	spent	on	his	last

meal	 to	 go	 towards	 feeding	 the	 homeless	 (a

request	 that	was	 also	 denied).	As	 he	was	 led

into	 the	 execution	 chamber,	 he	 forgave	 those

who	 were	 killing	 him	 and	 asked	 for	 forgi-

veness	 again	 from	 all	 those	 he	 had	 hurt

during	his	life.	He	sang	hymns	until	he	passed

out	and	died.

(Note:	 the	 information	 about	 Johnson's	 final

days	 and	 minutes	 is	 from	 one	 of	 Johnson's

close	friends,	Shane	Claiborne.)

Don	 Johnson	 did	 something	 horrible,	 but	 he

clearly	 wasn’t	 beyond	 redemption	 and	 good

was	 coming	 from	 his	 life.	 When	 you	 think

about	the	death	penalty	from	now	on,	I’d	 like

you	 to	 think	 about	 Don’s	 final	 days.	 Think

about	 all	 those	 who	 are	 executed	 as	 people

first	 and	 as	 criminals	 second	 (or	 not	 at	 all).

Some	of	the	names	of	 those	executed	 in	Ame-

rica	 are	 in	 this	 article,	 in	 the	 lines	 between

columns.

The	 idea	 of	 restorative	 justice	 isn’t	 easy	 –	 it

could	require	a	tremendous	amount	of	imagin-

ation,	 compassion,	 and	 empathy	 in	many	 ca-

ses.	But	I	think	it’s	an	idea	worth	striving	for,

worth	realizing.	It	just	might	help	us	save	our

humanity.

_________________________________________

Ryan	Lindsey	is	the	founder	and	editor	of	WAL

Reader,	 as	 well	 as	 a	 pen-pal	 to	 death	 row

inmates	 through	Missourians	 for	Alternatives

to	the	Death	Penalty.

ted	 to	and	 facing	 their	victims.	 I	would	argue

that	this	“punishment”	requires	more	from	the

perpetrators	and	gives	back	more	 to	 the	victi-

ms	than	capital	punishment	ever	could.

If	 restorative	 justice	can	work	to	heal	 the	wo-

unds	of	genocide,	 then	surly	 it	 can	be	used	 to

heal	 the	 wounds	 of	 murder.	 There	 are	 coun-

tless	 stories	 of	 the	 families	 of	 victims	 event-

ually	 writing	 and	 talking	 with,	 meeting,	 and

even	 befriending	 the	 individual	 who	 killed

their	 loved	 one	 –	 they	 work	 together	 to	 heal

each	 other,	 realizing	 that	 most	 criminals	 are

victims	 themselves	 and	 not	 all	 that	 different

from	 us	 “respectable	 folk”.	 There	 are	 far	 too

many	 of	 these	 stories	 to	 recount	 here,	 and

they're	 too	 beautiful	 to	 only	 give	 a	 brief	 sum-

mary,	but	I	have	to	ask	anyone	reading	this	to

please	 take	 fifteen	 minutes	 or	 so	 to	 at	 least

look	up	the	story	of	Hector	and	Susie	Black	–

their	 story	 touches	 me	 every	 time	 I	 read	 or

listen	to	it.

-------------------------------
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I	 am	 convinced	 that	 the	 death	 penalty	 hurts

everyone	 involved	 –	 those	 sentenced	 to	 die,

those	 who	 do	 the	 sentencing,	 the	 families	 of

victims,	 the	 executioners,	 etc.	 Thankfully,	 I

believe	there’s	a	better	way.

What	if	our	system	of	justice	went	deeper	and

was	more	meaningful	and	satisfying	than	“an

eye	for	eye”?	What	if	the	focus	was	on	making

things	 right	 with	 both	 victims	 and	 perpetra-

tors,	rather	than	on	making	sure	some	people

get	“what	they	deserve”?

I’m	 sure	 many	 of	 you	 are	 at	 least	 vaguely

familiar	 with	 this	 idea	 of	 restorative	 justice.

American	 criminologist	 Howard	 Zehr	 defines
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...the	 13	 states	 that	 comp-

rised	 the	 Confederacy	 ha-

ve	 carried	 out	 more	 than

75%	 of	 the	 nation’s	 exec-

utions	 over	 the	 last	 four

decades	 [since	 the	 death

penalty	was	 reactivated	 in

the	U.S.].

Very	Short	Book	Excerpt

					"Let's	talk	about	evil.	Sometimes	folks	accuse	people

who	want	to	abolish	the	death	penalty	of	being

unrealistic,	utopian,	or	oblivious	to	the	fact	that	evil	is

real.	What	do	we	do	with	someone	who	is	a	threat	to

society?

							...

					"A	grace	story	from	Iran	recently	went	viral	and

made	news	around	the	world.	Iran	puts	more	people	to

death	than	any	country	except	China.	In	fact,	Iran	and

Iraq	constitute	two-thirds	of	the	total	recorded

executions	around	the	world.	And	the	executions	are

still	held	in	public.	But	in	April	2014	something

stunning	happened:	an	execution	in	Iran	was

interrupted	-	by	the	victim's	mother.

					"A	man	named	Balal	was	facing	execution.	Seven

years	earlier,	Balal	had	stabbed	another	young	man,

Abdollah	Hosseinzadeh,	in	a	street	fight.	His	crime	was

a	capital	one,	and	the	time	for	death	had	come.	In	Iran,

the	victim's	family	traditionally	helps	carry	out	the

execution;	it	is	customary	practice	in	the	Sharia	Law	of

retribution	for	the	victim's	family	to	push	away	the

chair	on	which	the	condemned	stands	[with	their	head

in	a	noose],	leading	to	his	death.	But	this	time

something	went	wonderfully	haywire.

					"Balal	was	ushered	through	a	crowd	to	the	gallows

where	would	die.	A	noose	was	placed	around	his	neck,

up	he	went	onto	a	chair,	and	the	crowd	awaited	his

death.	As	thew	victim's	mother	and	father	approached

Balal,	people	watched	with	anticipation.	

					"To	everyone's	surprise,	the	mother	slapped	Balal	in

the	face	-	and	then	forgave	him!	The	victim's	father

remover	the	noose	from	his	neck,	and	his	life	was

spared.

					"Balal's	mother	hugged	the	grieving	mother	of

Abdollah,	the	young	man	her	son	had	killed.	They

sobbed	in	each	other's	arms.	One	victim	was	enough.

They	wept	together	over	their	sons.

"Grace	got	the	last	word."

From	"Death	and	Grace	in	the	Bible"	in	Executing

Grace:	How	the	Death	Penalty	Killed	Jesus	and	Why	it's

Killing	Us	by	Shane	Claiborne	(HarperOne	Publishers,

2016)
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Efron	is	Truly	Extremely

Wicked,	Shockingly	Evil,

and	Vile	as	the	Sinister

Ted	Bundy

By	REMSO	W.	MARTINEZ

Movie	Review

He	doesn’t	 have	 that	 “evil”	 look	 to	 him	as	 some

actors	 do.	You	 can	 close	 your	 eyes	 and	 think	 of

on-screen	 serial	 killers	 and	 you’ll	 probably	 see

faces	 like	Malcolm	McDowell	 from	A	Clockwork

Orange	or	perhaps	Christian	Bale	from	American

Psycho.	Zach	Efron	however,	the	Disney	star	tur-

ned	 silver	 screen	 heartthrob,	 doesn’t	 need	 that

“evil”	 look	 because,	 just	 like	 the	 real-life	 serial

killer	he’s	based	on,	its	what	goes	on	in	his	mind

and	how	he	manipulates	 those	around	him	 that

makes	him	a	truly	terrifying	cinematic	monster.

Based	on	the	life	and	times	of	serial	murderer	Te-

d	Bundy,	Efron	channels	his	classic	boyish	charm

and	golden	charisma	to	bring	to	life	one	of	Ame-

rica’s	most	infamous	killers	for	a	new	generation.

Much	like	the	millions	of	Americans	who	only	kn-

ew	of	Bundy	from	his	wild	and	truly	captivating

televised	interviews	and	confrontations	in	the	co-

urtroom,	I	knew	essentially	nothing	of	Bundy	ot-

her	than	he	was	a	killer	of	women,	and	damn	go-

od	at	it.

Throughout	 the	 film,	 the	 director	 Joe	 Berlinger

leaves	much	to	the	imagination	as	the	viewer	is-

n’t	clued	in	on	much	other	than	that	Efron’s	Bun-

dy	 is	 incredibly	personable,	his	on-screen	girlfri-

end	Liz	is	both	incredibly	paranoid	yet	deeply	in

love,	and	almost	everyone	involved	in	the	case	ra-

nging	 from	 the	 cops	 to	 the	 defense	 counsel	 and

even	Bundy’s	 fling-turned-baby	mama	Carol	An-

ne	are	being	pulled	along	by	the	string	of	innuen-

do,	misdirection,	and	deception	Bundy	is	using	to

make	it	seem	like	the	connected	murders	that	all

point	to	him	is	nothing	but	one	giant	conspiracy.

There	 are	moments	 during	 the	 film	 where	 it	 is

rather	easy	to	divorce	the	reality	of	the	story	fr-

AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

A



	103	Issue	II		|		July	2019		|ZAC	EFRON'S	portrayal	of	infamous	serial	killer	Ted	Bundy	lives	up	to	the	film's	namesake.
(Brian	Douglas	|	Netflix)

Efron	is	Truly	Extremely

Wicked,	Shockingly	Evil,

and	Vile	as	the	Sinister

Ted	Bundy

By	REMSO	W.	MARTINEZ

Movie	Review

He	doesn’t	 have	 that	 “evil”	 look	 to	 him	as	 some

actors	 do.	You	 can	 close	 your	 eyes	 and	 think	 of

on-screen	 serial	 killers	 and	 you’ll	 probably	 see

faces	 like	Malcolm	McDowell	 from	A	Clockwork

Orange	or	perhaps	Christian	Bale	from	American

Psycho.	Zach	Efron	however,	the	Disney	star	tur-

ned	 silver	 screen	 heartthrob,	 doesn’t	 need	 that

“evil”	 look	 because,	 just	 like	 the	 real-life	 serial

killer	he’s	based	on,	its	what	goes	on	in	his	mind

and	how	he	manipulates	 those	around	him	 that

makes	him	a	truly	terrifying	cinematic	monster.

Based	on	the	life	and	times	of	serial	murderer	Te-

d	Bundy,	Efron	channels	his	classic	boyish	charm

and	golden	charisma	to	bring	to	life	one	of	Ame-

rica’s	most	infamous	killers	for	a	new	generation.

Much	like	the	millions	of	Americans	who	only	kn-

ew	of	Bundy	from	his	wild	and	truly	captivating

televised	interviews	and	confrontations	in	the	co-

urtroom,	I	knew	essentially	nothing	of	Bundy	ot-

her	than	he	was	a	killer	of	women,	and	damn	go-

od	at	it.

Throughout	 the	 film,	 the	 director	 Joe	 Berlinger

leaves	much	to	the	imagination	as	the	viewer	is-

n’t	clued	in	on	much	other	than	that	Efron’s	Bun-

dy	 is	 incredibly	personable,	his	on-screen	girlfri-

end	Liz	is	both	incredibly	paranoid	yet	deeply	in

love,	and	almost	everyone	involved	in	the	case	ra-

nging	 from	 the	 cops	 to	 the	 defense	 counsel	 and

even	Bundy’s	 fling-turned-baby	mama	Carol	An-

ne	are	being	pulled	along	by	the	string	of	innuen-

do,	misdirection,	and	deception	Bundy	is	using	to

make	it	seem	like	the	connected	murders	that	all

point	to	him	is	nothing	but	one	giant	conspiracy.

There	 are	moments	 during	 the	 film	 where	 it	 is

rather	easy	to	divorce	the	reality	of	the	story	fr-
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om	the	movie	itself.	You	know	Bundy	is	guilty,	but

at	 times	 you	 catch	 yourself	 asking	 “what	 if?”	You

want	to	trust	the	system	which	is	piecing	together

commonalities	 between	 the	 murder	 victims	 from

state	 to	 state,	but	you	honestly	 can’t	 tell	whether

he	killed	all	those	women	or	not.	When	Bundy	fin-

ally	becomes	his	case’s	pro-counsel,	it's	almost	easy

to	believe	with	his	air	of	confidence	and	knowledge

of	the	legal	system	that	for	a	sliver	of	a	moment	he

may	be	innocent.

Because	 of	 the	 emotional	 tour-de-force	 from	 scene

to	scene,	you	begin	to	realize	that	all	that	is	going

on	is	what	makes	Bundy	such	a	terrifying	person.

He	makes	 you	 trust	 him,	 even	 like	 him	at	 times,

and	in	several	fleeting	moments,	you	find	yourself

rooting	for	him.	When	the	truth	comes	out	and	Bu-

ndy	 does,	 in	 his	 only	 solitary	moment	 of	 honesty,

admit	to	his	girlfriend	Liz	how	he	murdered	a	fem-

ale	 college	 student	with	 a	 hacksaw,	 all	 the	 shock

and	horror	the	 film	was	building	upon	makes	you

look	 at	Efron	 in	 absolute	 shock	 and	 horror,	 reali-

zing	that	what	makes	Bundy	so	lethal	 is	that	you

didn’t	want	to	believe	he	was	evil	in	the	first	place.

When	the	truth	sinks	in	and	you	know	in	your	gut

he	is	the	epitome	of	despotism,	you	feel	that	at	ti-

mes	watching	the	film	you	were	an	accomplice	and
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From	OJ	 Simpson	 to	 Casey	Anthony,	 these	 cases

remind	 us	 that	 while	 the	 court	 of	 public	 opinion

might	 find	 them	 guilty,	 sometimes	 it	 is	 the	 Law

which	 is	 right	 and	 the	 outside-observing	 peanut

gallery	which	 is	 wrong.	 That’s	 what	makes	 these

situations	so	much	worse	when	the	obvious	evide-

nce	says	one	thing	but	our	guts	say	something	di-

fferent	entirely.	The	 film	takes	 this	very	 real	pre-

dicament	and	puts	you	solidly	into	the	shoes	of	the

character	who	ends	up	being	the	real	protagonist,

after	all,	Ted’s	girlfriend	Liz	who	tells	Ted	during	a

visit	 to	 jail	 that	 she	does	 love	him	despite	all	 the

controversy	and	damning	evidence,	“that’s	the	pro-

blem.”

Liz,	played	by	Lily	Collins	(who	famously	appeared

on	the	Masterpiece	Classics	version	of	Les	Misera-

ble)	 ends	 up	 stealing	 the	 show	 from	 the	 captiva-

tingly	 interesting	Efron	as	 the	audience	 falls	 into

Liz’s	pit	of	confusion	and	despair,	love	and	hatred,

as	she	embodies	the	pain	and	loss	of	knowing	a	lo-

ved	one	may	have	actually	committed	the	atrociti-

es	they	had	been	accused	of.	Her	tears	and	depre-

ssion	make	 you	 ask	 yourself	 how	 you	would	 dare

continue	living	normally	if	your	sibling,	parent,	fr-

iend,	 lover,	someone	you	felt	you	could	be	comple-

tely	vulnerable	with,	turned	into	the	monster	that
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"As	 a	 former	 political	 operative,	 part	 of	 watching

this	 film	 feels	 familiar	 and	 somewhat	 voyeuristic.

No,	 none	 of	my	 clients	were	 killers	 or	 criminals...

but	 they	 were	 all	 talented	 liars...	 These	 people

were	 so	 good	 at	 lying	 at	 times	 they	 could	 even

convince	 themselves	 of	 their	 sainthood	 and	 inn-

ocence."

a	fool	 for	thinking	for	one	fleeting	moment	maybe

this	 Ted	 Bundy	 story	 would	 divert	 from	 the	 cold

hard	history	the	film	is	rooted	in.

The	look	at	the	criminal	justice	system	in	this	film

shows	 a	 rather	 competent	 police	 force	 investigat-

ing	the	connected	killings,	a	legal	system	at	times

tugging	at	the	barriers	of	what	it	can	and	can’t	get

away	with,	and	a	media	circus	that	can’t	get	enou-

gh	of	 the	mad	show	of	 incompetence	and	 intrigue

that	 reminds	 us	 of	 modern	 day	 court	 cases	 that

steel	 all	 our	 focus	 and	 interests	 for	 all	 the	wrong

reasons.

you	 could	 only	 imagine

encountering	 in	 your	mo-

st	 terrifying	 of	 nightmar-

es.

My	only	complaint	with	t-

he	 film,	however,	 is	prob-

ably	that	the	film	is	miss-

ing	something	most	serial

killer	 films	 placed	 into

the	 horror/drama	 catego-

ry	perform	in	excess:	pla-

in	old	blood	and	gore	that
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drives	the	whole	thing	home.	Perhaps	this	absence

of	 seeing	 the	murders	 take	 place,	 not	 knowing	 or

seeing	Bundy	actually	murder	the	victims,	 is	why

the	film	is	so	captivating;	we	want	to	see	the	murd-

ers	in	the	way	we	go	to	a	Godzilla	movie	expecting

a	giant	monster	fight,	but	alas,	we	never	see	Efro-

n’s	 Bundy	 so	 much	 as	 harm	 anyone	 unless	 you

count	the	Florida	cop	Bundy	assaults	as	he	attem-

pts	 to	 flee	 from	 the	 law	during	his	 second	 escape

from	behind	bars.

As	 a	 former	 political	 operative,	 part	 of	 watching

this	 film	 feels	 familiar	and	somewhat	voyeuristic.
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Ted	Bundy	(center,	handcuffed)	is	led	smiling	out	of	court	in	1977.	His	abilities	to	charm	and	manipulate	people	continue	to

be	infamous	to	this	day	-	during	his	trial,	he	even	gained	a	large	fan	club	following.
(Donn	Dughi	|	Wikimedia	Commons)

at	 how	 Bundy	 was	 able	 to	 convince	 hoards	 of

young	women	to	attend	his	trial	and	plead	his	inn-

ocence,	I’m	never	surprised	to	see	people	believing

the	most	outrageous	of	political	lies	even	when	we

know	 the	 people	 saying	 they	 are	 proud	 and	 open

criminals	themselves.

Extremely	Wicked,	Shockingly	Evil,	and	Vile	is	one

of	Netflix’s	best	produced	films.	This	is	a	film	that

should	 be	 on	 everyone’s	 watchlist	 whether	 you

enjoy	 crime	 films	or	not.	The	 suspense	 is	authen-

tic,	the	acting	is	on	point,	and	the	story	is	one	I	bet

you	haven’t	seen	before.	Ted	Bundy	will	be	a	case

you’ll	 want	 to	 dive	 into	 further,	 and	 then	 ask

whether	this	was	a	one-off	case	for	the	ages	or	if	it

was	 the	 start	 of	 a	 trend	 more	 deteriorating	 and

tragic	 than	we	 could	 assume:	 a	media	 circus	 and

complete	 shitshow	 that	 shows	where	 there	 is	 blo-

od,	 there	are	almost	always	going	to	be	great	rat-

ings.

No,	 none	 of	 my	 clients	 were	 killers	 or	 criminals

(well	there	 is	always	that	one	guy	that	makes	me

wonder…)	 but	 they	 were	 all	 talented	 liars.	 They

weren’t	bullshit	artists	in	the	way	you’d	encounter

a	 TV	 evangelist	 or	 a	 used	 car	 salesman,	 these

people	 were	 so	 good	 at	 lying	 at	 times	 they	 could

even	fool	themselves	of	their	sainthood	and	innoc-

ence.	Bundy’s	false	courage,	empty	tears,	and	hal-

low	 love	 remind	 us	 all	 that	 there	 are	 parts	 of

humanity	 that	would	do	anything	 to	 survive,	 and

everything	to	paint	the	truth	their	way.

Bundy	 is	 dead,	 justice	 was	 served,	 but	 televising

his	case	for	the	world	to	see	was	perhaps	one	of	the

worst	things	we	could	have	ever	done	to	our	court

system.	 Bundy’s	 ability	 to	 run	 the	 show	 at	 times

without	a	doubt	showed	some	sycophants,	psycho-

paths,	and	villains	that	if	you	try	hard	enough,	you

too	could	convince	a	portion	of	the	country	that	the

deadly	 lion	 is	 really	 the	 innocent	mouse.	Looking
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I	don't	mean	to	brag,	but	I've	read	a	lot	of	content	in

my	 life:	 books,	 magazines,	 comic	 books,	 online	 ar-

ticles,	etc.	I	read	a	lot.

I've	never	read	anything	 like	Punk	Rock	vs.	The	Liz-

ard	People	though.

Joshua	S.	Porter's	newest	novel	novel	is	a	wacky	and

incredibly	 fun	 journey	 through	 the	 perils	 of	 teenage

angst	 and	 rebellion	 against	 lizard	 alien	 overlords,

that’s	also	masterfully	interwoven	with	lessons	about

grief,	 social	 commentary,	 and	 thoughts	 on	 all	 of	 our

individual	quests	for	significance	and	meaning.

Punk	Rock	vs.

The	Lizard	People

By	RYAN	LINDSEY

Imagine	a	world	where	social	media	was	introdu-

ced	in	the	late	1970s,	where	Jim	Henson	(yes,	that

Jim	Henson,	the	Jim	Henson	of	The	Muppets)	is	a

dark,	 revolutionary	 outlaw;	 a	 world	 were	 seem-

ingly	benevolent	vulture-like	reptilian	aliens	have

a	seemingly-benevolent	rule	over	humanity;	a	wo-

rld	where	punk	rock,	Stranger	Things,	and	Black

Mirror	 all	 collide	 –	 that’s	 just	 the	 tip	 of	 the	 ice-

berg.

Alternate	History

The	 premise	 for	 the	 book	 seems	 fairly	 simple	 at

first	–	in	the	1970s,	alien	visitors	arrive	in	Wash-

ington	D.C.	and	meet	President	Gerald	Ford.	They

claim	 to	 be	 entirely	 benevolent	 and	 that	 their

civilization	has	evolved	past	the	crude	acts	of	con-

flict	and	warfare.	They	promise	to	help	introduce	a

new	 ear	 of	 peace	 and	 technological	 advancement

for	 humanity,	 but	 they	 must	 do	 so	 gradually	 –

humanity	 is	a	 fragile	 flow	and	 if	 the	garden	hose

is	turned	on	it	full	blast,	it	will	perish	rather	than

flourish.	Of	 course,	 on	 of	 the	 first	 pieces	 of	 tech-

nology	 they	 introduce	 is	 the	 Internet	 and	 social

media.

Enter	our	protagonist,	17	year	old	Danny	Thomas

–	just	an	80s	teenager	nerding	out	on	tech,	movies,

and	 music.	 His	 group	 of	 friends	 is	 a	 bunch	 of

Breakfast	Club-esque	misfits.	None	of	 them	 fit	 in

with	 their	 self-obsessed	 peers,	 who	 occupy	 them-

selves	with	posting	selfies	and	being	"influencers".

Danny	and	his	 friends	begin	 to	 suspect	 (with	 the

assistance	 of	 a	 renegade	 lizard	 person	 and	 some

mysterious	 posts	 found	 on	 the	 Internet)	 that	 the

aliens	did	not	actually	have	the	best	of	intentions

when	 they	 introduced	 social	 media	 to	 humanity.

This	puts	them	directly	at	odds	with	society,	their

high	school	classmates,	and	the	alien	and	human

authorities.	What	follows	is	a	bizarre	and	extrem-

ely	entertaining	adventure	 to	stop	 the	aliens	nef-

arious	plot.

While	 all	 these	 alien	hijinks	may	 sound	bonkers,

the	book	definitely	touches	on	a	variety	of	heavier

topics.	The	finale	dives	into	a	deep	examination	of

the	 crazy	 lengths	 that	 we	 will	 go	 to	 to	 feel	 sig-

nificant.	The	final	chapters	explore	the	ways	that

tragedy	 effects	 us	 and	 we	 handle	 our	 grief.	And
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Book	Review

PUNK	ROCK	VS.	THE	LIZARD	PEOPLE
Joshua	S.	Porter,	self-published	2019.
Cover	illustration	by	Simon	Lindenthaler
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JOSHUA	PORTER	IS	NO	STRANGER	to	either	punk	rock

or	writing.	He	was	the	frontman	of	the	former	raw-rock
band	Showbread	and	wrote	six	novels	before	Punk	Rock
vs.	The	Lizard	People.

predictably,	 after	 reading	 I	 imagine	 you'll	 be	 for-

ced	 to	 reevaluate	 your	 use	 of	 social	 media	 after

wrapping	this	up	–	I	know	I	did.

A	Nostalgia	Trip

I	wasn't	alive	in	the	1980s,	so	I	can't	say	that	this

novel	 (set	 in	 1987)	 brought	 me	 any	 sort	 of	 deep

nostalgic	 experience.	 That	 being	 said,	 if	 you	 did

live	through	that	decade	–	especially	if	you	were	a

teenager	back	then	–	I'm	sure	you	would	have	that

sort	of	experience.

Porter	was	 extremely	 thorough	 in	how	he	 crafted

the	 story's	 primary	 setting	 (Portland,	 Oregon,

1987).	 The	 cultural	 references	 were	 spot	 on	 in

every	instance,	from	popular	song	names	to	arcade

games	to	leisure	activities.

An	Obvious	Passion	Project

Punk	Rock	vs.	The	Lizard	People	 is	 the	 first	 inst-

allment	birthed	from	Porter's	newest	venture,	The

Word	Virus:	The	Annals	of	Pestilence.	This	project

is	 an	 "anthology	 of	 ongoing	 fiction	 presented	 as

physical	books	and	through	a	serialized	audiobook

podcast".	After	reading	this	book,	I'm	very	excited

to	see	what	comes	from	The	Word	Virus	next.

I've	kept	up	with	Josh	Porter's	artistic	career	since

around	2009,	back	when	he	was	 the	 frontman	 for

the	band	Showbread	(still	my	favorite	band	to	this

day).	I've	read	his	previous	six	books	(some	of	them

multiple	 times).	 I've	 followed	 his	 various	 side-

projects	 (check	 out	 the	music	 of	Church	 of	 Agony

and	 the	You	Hate	Movies	 podcast	 sometime).	 For

anyone	familiar	with	his	previous	work,	The	Word

Virus	–	and	this	book	 in	particular	–	are	the	obv-

ious	 culmination	 of	 his	 art	 so	 far.	 This	 books

combines	 so	 many	 of	 the	 themes	 and	 archetypes

that	 flowed	 through	 Showbread's	 lyrics	 and	 the

pages	of	Porter's	previous	novels	(especially	Neva-

da	and	An	Edict	of	Worms).	

Porter's	 adoration	 of	 human	 life,	 Jesus	 Christ,

skepticism	of	modern	capitalism/consumerism,	an-

d	 his	 general	 punk-rock	 attitude	 have	 all	 found

their	home	in	his	newest	piece	of	work.

A	Multi-Media	Experience

One	 of	 the	more	unique	 and	 appreciated	 features

of	 Punk	 Rock	 vs.	 The	 Lizard	 People	 is	 that	 it's

more	 than	 just	 a	 book	 to	 read.	 Throughout	 the

novel,	there	are	footnotes	instructing	you	to	listen

to	certain	songs	during	certain	parts	of	the	story	to
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enhance	your	experience.	I	was	skeptical	that	this

would	 be	 of	 any	 benefit	 at	 first,	 but	 after	 three

songs	in	I	was	convinced	this	was	the	way	to	read

the	book.

Additionally,	the	entire	novel	can	be	listened	to	in

audiobook	 form,	 read	 by	 Porter	 himself.	 Person-

ally,	 I	 preferred	 reading	 the	 novel,	 but	 I	 still	 ap-

preciate	the	effort	Porter	went	to	to	make	his	work

accessible	to	everyone,	regarding	of	reading	ability

or	personal	preference.

The	 only	 thing	 that	 could	 make	 this	 better	 is	 if

they'd	made	a	movie	out	of	it	too.

""If	 aliens	 visit	 us,	 the	 outcome

would	be	much	as	when	Columbus

landed	 in	 America,	 which	 didn't

turn	 out	 well	 for	 the	 Native	 Am-

ericans.	 We	 only	 have	 to	 look	 at

ourselves	to	see	how	intelligent	life

might	 develop	 into	 something	 we

wouldn't	want	to	meet.""
--	Stephen	King
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