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     Antelope Valley Libertarian

August, 2000

Supper Club News

August’s supper club will have a panel discussion about getting Libertarians elected.  Panel members will include: Pablo Campos, who has served as a City Councilman; Doc Ellis and Bob Mayon, current city councilmen; and Greg Bashem, Deanna Peugeot, John Gibson, and Phil Fortin, who are currently running for office.

August’s Supper Club will be held at 7 p.m. August 17th.  As usual, we’ll be at the Greenhouse Café in the A.V. Mall. 

1233 West Avenue P 

               Palmdale 

               661-272-8866

We look forward to seeing you there.  (
Your Help is Needed

We are looking to help stranded motorists and get our name out.  We are collecting 1-gallon milk jugs.  These jugs will be filled with water and placed at call boxes on the 14 freeway.  

This water will be available for any motorist who overheats.  We’ll label them with out name and a disclaimer (for auto use only, etc.).  This way we can help out and get our name out!
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Please bring your milk jugs to the next Business meeting.  (
Internet Offer

Network One Internet has offered all Libertarians a deal!  If you’re in need of dial-up access, call 888-GOT-NET1 and mention you’re a Libertarian.  They’ll give you unlimited Internet access and website space for $14.50 a month.  They have access numbers covering all of Southern California.

Many thanks go to Network One for printing this newsletter free for us.  (

Why I'm running for President

Harry Browne

I am running for President because it's obvious that no Democrat or Republican is going to stop the relentless growth of the federal government. No one but a Libertarian will reduce your taxes dramatically, allow you to live your life as a free American, and restrict the federal government to its Constitutional limits. 

I am running for President because the Republican and Democratic candidates argue only about which of them can best run your life. I believe you know best how to run your life. 

Today (according to the U.S. Census Bureau) federal, state, and local taxes take 47% of the national income. The Republican and Democratic candidates are discussing whether that figure should be raised to 48% or lowered to  46%. I want to cut it in half at the very least and do the same to your overall tax burden. 

I am running for President because the federal government has stuck its nose into virtually every area of your life, with no Constitutional authority. It has made a mess of our health care system, of education, of welfare, and of law enforcement. 

If we get the federal government out of all these activities, not only will they work much better, but we will no longer need a federal income tax -- and we won't need to replace it with a new tax. The money collected today from tariffs and excise taxes is enough to finance a strong national defense, the federal judiciary, and the other functions the Constitution actually authorizes -- just as those taxes did for America's first 124 years. 

I am running for President because you shouldn't be forced to put 15% of your income into a bankrupt Social Security system. I believe you are better able than any politician to plan for your future -- and you certainly care more about it. I want to sell off unneeded federal land and other assets to finance secure, fully paid-up, private retirement accounts for today's Social Security recipients -- and free you immediately from the 15% tax. 

I am running for President because I want to bring peace to your city and your neighborhood by ending the nightmare of drug Prohibition. The insane War on Drugs has caused the worst crime wave since alcohol Prohibition of the 1920s. It has filled our prisons with non-violent people who are no threat to anyone --requiring that murderers, rapists, and thugs be freed on early release to terrorize our communities. 

I am running for President because no Republican or Democratic politician will end the dangerous foreign policy that makes America the world's policeman, the arbiter of everyone's dispute, the bully inciting terrorism, and the enemy of half the world. I want you to be able to sleep securely -- knowing your children will never fight and die in a foreign war and terrorists will never attack your city. 

There is no way to put a price on liberty -- the liberty you've lost to politicians who want to run your life. But here's one way to look at it: If yours is a typical middle-class family, when we repeal the income tax your take-home pay will increase by at least $10,000 a year. When that happens, what will you do with the money? 

Will you put your children in a private or religious school, where you can get exactly the kind of education and values you want for them? 

Will you support your church or your favorite cause or charity in a way you've never been able to do before? 

Will you buy a new home, or take your family on that vacation you've always dreamed of but could never afford?

Whatever it is you want, that's what you should have. Not what the politicians think is best -- or what I think is best.  Every dollar you earn should be yours to spend, to save, to give away as you see fit. 

Can we have an impact on the political process? No one can predict or guarantee the future, but we have assembled the largest campaign organization in Libertarian history, and we're raising money faster than any previous Libertarian campaign. We have an excellent chance to make a breakthrough, to change the terms of debate in American politics, to pave the way for Libertarian victories in 2002 and 2004. 

Are the American people ready for the dramatic changes I'm proposing? I believe so. We Libertarians are the only party offering Americans the freedom to live their lives as they think best, not as the politicians think best. 

I am running for President because I want to propose to every American the Great Libertarian Offer: 

Would you give up your favorite federal programs if it meant you'd never have to pay income tax again?

I hope you say "yes" to this offer because -- most of all – I want you to be free.  (
Today's Fight for Property Rights

 Nancie G. Marzulla 

Bob and Mary McMackin bought property in Pennsylvania's Pocono Mountains and obtained all the necessary permits to build a retirement home. But four years after they moved in, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers decreed that their property was a "wetland" - even though it was dry. 

Result: they were ordered to destroy all landscaping outside a five-foot perimeter of their home and driveway and restore the land to the way it was before construction. Moreover, they were ordered to buy twice as much property as they had to provide land off-site for a new "wetland." In this case, there was a happy ending. Defenders of Property Rights, representing the McMackins, helped reach a settlement which rescinded the orders. The Corps issued new guidelines allowing small parcels to be exempted from "wetlands" regulations. 

Others haven't been so lucky. Again and again, civil liberties are violated despite the Fifth Amendment to our Constitution, requiring that when government takes property for public use, it must pay the owners just compensation. While courts have long enforced just compensation when government takes title to private property through eminent domain, such as for building a road - courts generally fail to protect individuals who retain title but lose some or all the value because of government regulations which supposedly benefit the public. These are the so-called regulatory takings. 

Hardest hit are small property owners who usually cannot afford the time or money to mount a proper defense of their rights. In some cases, property owners surrender their rights rather than incur legal expenses. In other cases, small property owners fight the government without an attorney; risking ruinous fines and the possibility of imprisonment for acts they believed were perfectly lawful because they didn't harm anyone. 

Litigation to defend property rights can drag on for a decade, wiping out the life savings of ordinary people. Only the rich can easily afford to defend their property rights against government regulators whose legal costs are financed out of the public treasury. 

Government officials are not concerned about how their regulations hurt people, because they aren't telling themselves what to do. They are telling other people what to do. Officials do not suffer when their regulations make someone else's property worthless. They still get their pay, perks, and pensions.  

The Takings Clause 

In 1985, University of Chicago law professor Richard Epstein wrote Takings, the book reminding everybody that there's a takings clause in the Fifth Amendment. It has been there for more than 200 years, ever since the Bill of Rights was enacted, but as far as government officials were concerned, the takings clause did not exist. The only part of the Fifth Amendment officials seemed to care about was the part saying they couldn't be forced to testify against themselves if they are charged with a crime. 

Now finally, large numbers of Americans are discovering that the Constitution provides a basis for defending their property. They want the Fifth Amendment enforced and strengthened. That is what the property rights movement is all about.  

At the federal level, these are the principal ideas being discussed: 

· Require a private property impact statement. This means determining whether a proposed regulation would involve taking private property for public use. If yes, the government agency involved must either avoid the taking or budget just compensation for property owners. This idea is based on President Ronald Reagan's Executive Order 12630, which requires government to minimize the "takings" potential of proposed regulations. 

· Require government to provide just compensation when a regulation has devalued it by more than, say, 20 percent. The specific percentage is referred to as a "trigger point." 

· Give owners the option of requiring government to buy property when a regulation has devalued it more than 50 percent. 

The point here and everywhere else is to make government more accountable for its actions. When people go shopping, they are aware they must pay for what they take out of a store. If an individual takes something without paying, it's stealing, which in some places is still treated as a crime. Regulators who devalue private property without paying just compensation are just as guilty of stealing, as U.S. Appeals Court Judge Jay Plager ruled in Hendler v. United States: "The intruder who enters clothed in the robes of authority in broad daylight commits no less an invasion of these rights than if he sneaks in the night wearing a burglar's mask. In some ways, entry by the authorities is more to be feared, since the citizen's right to defend against intrusion may seem less clear."

While Washington is discussing these ideas, much has already happened at the state level.

On March 16, 1995, Mississippi became the first state to enact a property rights law that compensates owners for the taking of their property. It says just compensation is due when a regulation devalues property 40 percent. Texas enacted an important property rights bill on June 12, 1995. It took effect September 1, 1995. It requires a property rights impact statement, mandates just compensation when a regulation has devalued private property more than 25 percent, and reforms the legal process so that it's easier for property owners to get their claims settled. On May 18, 1995, Florida enacted a property rights bill with no defined trigger point. This could mean just compensation is due whenever a regulation devalues property. 

As you can imagine, Big Government opponents of protecting private property rights do everything they can to stop this trend. For example, they mount well-financed scare campaigns against property rights ballot initiatives. They claim that paying just compensation would cost a fortune and wipe out regulations protecting the environment. Such claims alarmed enough people that in Arizona (1994) and Washington (1995), voters rejected property rights initiatives by a margin of three to two. 

The Environment 

What about the environmental issue? Pollution means there's a public nuisance that a property owner must take care of. Just compensation applies only when a government regulation devalues property that is being reasonably used--not harming anyone. 

Polls generally show that while people want a cleaner environment, they also want their freedom protected. They are worried when they hear how government officials take people's property without just compensation. 

Most people know little about the impact of government regulations and can change their views as they learn more. For example, a recent poll by American Viewpoint found the average citizen is not aware of the extent of some regulations. Take Superfund, the federal program which supposedly cleans up toxic waste: 35 percent of people initially polled thought it was successful while 33 percent didn't, although only 38 percent even claimed to know what Superfund did! Upon learning more about Superfund, 49 percent called it unsuccessful, and just 3 percent advocated no basic changes. Almost a third of those polled totally changed their opinion when they learned more. 

Bearing the Cost 

As for the cost issue, since when does protecting individual rights depend on costs? Imagine the uproar if government officials ruled that freedom of speech, for example, must be abandoned because it costs too much. 

Just consider the hypocrisy in the cost objections. In one breath, environmental extremists object to the alleged cost of protecting property rights, and in the next breath they say hang the costs when it comes to protecting an endangered rat.  

The obligation to pay just compensation will probably make government officials think twice before enacting regulations which harm people's property rights. This is happening in Florida. Although the state's new property rights law hasn't been tested in court, it has had an impact on regulators there. For example, in West Palm Beach environmentalists promoted a city growth plan, which would establish a five-story limit for new buildings around the waterfront. Instead, officials adopted a 15-story limit which compares with an average height now of 18 stories. West Palm Beach Mayor Nancy Graham remarked: 

"Originally, I was opposed to more than five stories. But I could've done it for free back then . . . [now] you can say that and you can vote that, but you'll have to back it up with your pocketbooks." 

Indications are that the property rights movement is in its early stages. It will go much farther as people learn more about what is at stake. This could result in major limits on the runaway welfare state. 

Nancie G. Marzulla writes for the Foundation for Economic Freedom.  To find out more, please check out their website at: http://www.fee.org.

 (
Explaining Civil Society Simply – Continued

John R. Gibson

On pages four and five of the April issue I gave some sound bites for explaining the difference between liberals, conservatives, and libertarians.  Everyone can do their part to help educate the public.  Here are some more examples.  Please let me know which ones make the most positive impressions,

· Building a Better Society

· Liberal – More ( $ ) laws, regulations, and bureaucrats

· Conservative – More ( $ ) military, police, and prisons

· Libertarian – Less of the above

· Consistency, or It’s a Free Country

· Liberal – Legalize hemp, Outlaw guns

· Conservative – Outlaw hemp, Legalize guns

· Liberal – Legalize hemp, Legalize guns

· Saviors

· Liberal – Big Government will save us

· Conservative – Strong Leaders will save us

· Libertarian – There is no substitute for personal responsibility

· Justice Served (FIJA)

· Liberal – Justice is up to the Lawyers

· Conservative – Justice is up to the Judge

· Libertarian – Justice is up to the Jury

· Model Citizen

· Liberal – You must think like me

· Conservative – You must look and act like me

· Libertarian – Do your own thing, but don’t hurt others

· Balance

· Liberal – Criminal Rights

· Conservative – Victim Rights

· Libertarian – Restitution

· Abundant Life

· Liberal – You’re making too much money

· Conservative – You’re having too much fun

· Libertarian – Live and let live

· Who to Blame

· Liberal – Cigarettes and guns kill people

· Conservatives – Violent movies and drugs kill people

· Libertarian – People kill people

· Freedom of Religion

· Liberal – Unless we classify you as a cult

· Conservative – Unless you are a Moslem, Hindu, Buddhist, Secular Humanist, etc.

· Libertarian – Freedom for all

John R. Gibson is running for State Senate for district 17, Antelope Valley.  (
Operation Breakthrough Update -- Day 11

Juan C. Ros

Two weeks down, two to go.

Phone calls continue to trickle into the LPC office as a result of the mailing, and our telemarketing company, Action Marketing, has been on the case for four days now making follow-up phone calls.

We are hiring a temp beginning tomorrow, Tuesday, to do nothing but make outgoing follow-up phone calls to the prospects being screened by Action Marketing, as we are 1-2 days behind in following up.

· Here are the latest numbers:

· Candidates confirmed filed: 18

· Candidates committed to run, not yet filed: 26

· Candidates "very interested," not committed: 115

· "Warm" prospects, "seem" interested: 138

1. Our goals this week:

2. To catch up on returning phone calls to all interested prospects

3. To persuade the "very interested" candidates to make a commitment

Here are the lists of filed and committed candidates (note: this list does not include some candidates who have already filed for local office but were not recruited via this project; the complete list of candidates can be found at http://www.ca.lp.org/e2000/local.html).  (
The Five Top Internet Parties

John R. Gibson

I just recently received my Vote Smart Web Yellow Pages and Voter’s Self-Defense Manual, both free from Project Vote Smart.  You can order copies by calling 1-888-Vote-Smart or going online at www.vote-smart.org.  I noticed something very interesting in their Yellow Pages.  In addition to the nation site on the web, most political parties also have state organizations and websites.  My count of state party websites put Libertarians first with 49.  Next came the Republicans with 45 sites and Democrats with 39.  The Green Party and Reform Party were close with 30 and 29 respectively (the next highest was four).

The Voter’s Manual is about issues and reveals another interesting fact.  Of the five parties mentioned before, only Presidential candidate Harry Browne (Libertarian) was to quote Project Vote Smart: “willing to do the right and honorable thing in the national interest, by providing citizens with the essential issue information requested in the National Political Awareness Test (NPAT).”  Smart and dedicated volunteers filled in the answers for Bush and Gore based on speeches they have made.

As the candidate for California State Senate District #17, I have encountered this same phenomenon.  My Republican, incumbent opponent has also refused to answer the questions on California issues in the local NPAT.  You can easily check my answers on-line.  While the set answers provided sometime frustrated my attempts to make my opinions clear, Project Vote Smart deserve much credit for this service to citizens.  They currently have data on over 13,000 candidates.

If you access vote-smart.org, you can also check out candidates for California State Senate and Assembly: Democrat 99, Republican 97, Libertarian 67, Natural Law 24, Green 4, and Reform 4.  At 67, Libertarian candidates are more than twice the number of all other alternate parties combined.  Now ask yourself who the real alternative to the Demopublicans is!  (
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Upcoming Events


August 17, 6:30 p.m. – August Business Meeting


August 17, 7:00 p.m. – August Supper Club, election panel


September 20, 6:30 p.m. – September Business Meeting


September 20, 7:00 p.m. – September Supper Club, no guest scheduled yet


September 22, 7:30 a.m. – Adopt-a-Highway cleanup, Aqua Dulce off ramp
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Newsletter Deadline


The deadline for newsletter submissions is September 1.  If you have anything you want included in September’s Newsletter, please contact Deanna Peugeot at: � HYPERLINK mailto:dpeugeot@avlp.org ��dpeugeot@avlp.org� or:
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P.O. Box 3475


Quartz Hill CA 93586-3475
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