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Michael Bloomberg, Serial Killer

by L. Neil Smith

Suppose I worked for you.

Suppose, when you hired me, I had sworn by everything
I believed in to labor faithfully in your interests, to the
very best of my ability.

Now suppose that we were walking down an alley when a
figure with a nine-inch butcher knife sprang out from behind
a dumpster and confronted you, demanding that you choose
between your money and your life.

To your astonishment and dismay, instead of defending
you (as I once promised), I grab you from behind and pin
your arms so you can neither escape nor defend yourself, while
the mugger goes through your pockets and takes everything
valuable that you're carrying. When he whimsically decides to
plunge his knife into your body, I ignore your screams, and
even order you to shut up, while I hold you there as you're
stabbed again and again and finally fall lifeless to the dirty
pavement.

You're dead.

What does that make me?

You don't have to be a lawyer to understand that what it
makes me is an accessory to armed robbery and murder, af-
ter, during, and (if I had planned to do it to you all along) be-
fore the act. I am a criminal
co-conspirator. And to make
things even worse, in this sce-
nario, it turns out that I've
somehow arranged things so
that I may never be prosecut-
ed for my crime, or held le-
gally accountable for it in any
way.

Morally, of course, I'm
pond scum. I'm as low and
contemptible a creature as it’s
possible for a human being to
be. I'm even lower than the
basically honest and straight-
forward mugger who didnt
work to gain and betray your
trust, but simply took your
life while robbing you. Any
way you slice it (if you'll par-
don the expression), I'm a
cold-blooded killer. It doesn’t
matter that I didnt personally wield the knife. And if T do it of-
ten enough, to enough people, 'm a serial killer.

At this point, I want to make it clear that this is not a par-
able. It is not a metaphor, a simile, or any kind of analogy. It is
an accurate, point-for-point description of the criminal behav-
ior of the authorities in many of America’s biggest cities—New
York, Chicago, Denver—where you are forbidden to carry, or
in some cases to own, a weapon of self-defense. Instead of us-
ing their resources to pursue criminals, the police in these juris-
dictions are busy preventing you from exercising the unalien-

able individual, civil, Constitutional, and human right of every
man, woman, and responsible child to obtain, own, and carry,
openly or concealed, any weapon—rifle, shotgun, handgun,
machine gun, anything—any time, any place, without asking
anyone’s permission.

The crime I'm guilty of in my scenario is the crime they’re
guilty of in real life. Through force or the threat of force, they
pin your arms and make you helpless while robbers, rapists and
killers do whatever they like with you. Certain of these authori-
ties are even guiltier because they’'ve mounted a deliberate, na-
tionwide effort to spread their particular kind of deadly crimi-
nality as far and wide as possible.

If you have any doubt about the mortal threat that their hei-
nous, criminal, unconstitutional scheming poses to you and to
yours, order the astonishing video documentary Innocents Be-
trayed, as well as the amazing book Death by Gun Control, both
of which can be found at jpfo.org, the website of Jews for the
Preservation of Firearms Ownership.

Foremost among these schemers is New York mayor Mi-
chael Bloomberg. The easiest thing in the world to forget is
how it felt to be poor. And if you've never been poor (or even
middle class), you might as well belong to a different species
from the rest of us. Worth about $11.5 billion dollars, Bloom-
berg is rather typical of the arrogant, power-hungry “malefac-
tors of great wealth” who are
protected by heavily armed
bodyguards, go everywhere
by armored limousine and
helicopters, and who have no
idea at all what it’s like for or-
dinary people to work hard,
struggle to pay the bills,
and brave the savage jungles
that victim disarmament has
made out of America’s once
great cities.

Fifteen years of data from
the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation (data Bloomberg
and others of his ilk are cer-
tainly familiar with) for ev-
ery county confirms that
those counties that permit
concealed carry see signifi-
cant reductions of crime,
the largest occurring in big

cities.

According to University of Chicago Law School Professor
John R. Lott, Jr., writing in his book More Guns, Less Crime:
Understanding Crime and Gun Control Laws (Chicago: Univer-
sity of Chicago Press, 1998, p.159), the cost of denying indi-
viduals their legal and moral right to the means of self-defense
is more violent crime: 1,500 additional murders, 4,000 rapes,
11,000 armed robberies, and 60,000 aggravated assaults. In

(continued on page 11)

of City

We Areniig
In Political Danger

by John Procida

Last month I went to Washington DC to attend a Rally
for American Freedoms, the insistence that the govern-
ment follow the written constitution and to hear Doc-
tor (Congressman) Ron Paul speak on those subjects.

The turnout was about 300 people from all over our
country. People who put their lives on hold and made the
time and bore the expense to travel great distances to be
there. Good but not what we were hoping for and I guess
not newsworthy, as I am not aware that any media printed
or broadcasted it.

In the recent Republican presidential debates, millions of
people voted for Dr. Paul in spite of the fact that the media
and the Republican Party tried everything they could to
stop him from getting his message of freedom and consti-
tutionality out to the public, but they did not show up for
this event. Where were they?

What is sad and the reason that our country has drifted
so far from the message of the Declaration of Independence
and our incredibly great Constitution written by geniuses
and administered by well-meaning oafs is that as our
forefathers said “the constitution is only a piece of paper,
it cannot defend it self, it’s up to the people to defend it.”
The weakness of our system is if one party or if both parties
think alike as they do now, as they both love big govern-
ment, controls the presidency, both houses of Congress and
the Supreme Court, they are in the position to ignore the
Constitution, and this unfortunately has happened now and
in the past, resulting in the mess we are now in. The people
have not defended the Constitution!

The small showing at Dr. Paul’s demonstration is symp-
tomatic of the problem; the demonstration was not effective
because you (If you are a Paul-ite) were not there. The same
problem is evident with the participation of other politi-
cal groups, and so our future is bleak. Our country is in
the apathy stage of our decline, with only two thirds of our
eligible voters actually voting and very few actually partici-
pating in any meaningful manner in our political system.
We were a great country, but sorry kids, you will pay for
our mistakes and you will never enjoy the freedoms that we
knew and threw away.
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Letters
Anti-War But Pro-Victory

The article by Glenville Ashby on the
front page of the last issue of Serf City
(“Civil War or Sectarian Violence? Just
Blame the Occupation!”) revealed my
biggest worry about Libertarian Party
influence in this election.

I consider most Democrats tantamount to
traitors, as I believe they wish for failure in
Iraq for their own political gain. At best, they
simply don’t care, except Lieberman.

Well, I get those vibes from this article. I
agree we never should have invaded, but I still
wish for a win. I happen to believe that it is
likely, despite the big mistake, that Middle
East may be better in a generation because of
Iraq, but that’s not a sufficient reason for USA
to invade Iraq.

Pve learned that the only intelligent op-
position to Bush’s aggression came from
Libertarian Party. Thanks.

Now is now, we broke it, and have a big
responsibility in trying to fix it. I want us out
ASAP, but not on the schedule of those who
truly don’t care if we lose.

That is truly failing all those who risked,
and gave their lives to the effort, but more

The Audacity of a Dope

Senator Obama’s recent perverted analysis
of why people “cling” to certain tradi-
tions reveals a profound ignorance of the
American psyche and character. It was not
bitterness that inspired our Founding Fa-
thers to write, “We hold these truths to be
self-evident, that all men are created equal,
that they are endowed by their Creator
with certain unalienable rights...” Neither
is the second amendment an expression of
frustration and despair.

He is convinced that people during times
of hardship and adversity become impotent
and “cling” to what he implies are less than
worthy ideals and traditions. He is unaware
that those traditions to which he alludes are
the essence and spirit embedded in the Decla-
ration of Independence and the Constitution:
it is even emblazoned on our currency: “In

God We Trust”.

Senator Obama’s cynical view of the nature

Separate School and State

Imagine for a moment you love bagels.
Imagine you live in a neighborhood
where only one bakery is allowed to make
and sell bagels. Imagine the bagels are
below par and unappetizing but you are
compelled to purchase them by law and
are forbidden to make your own. Now
substitute “education” for “bagels” in this
scenario and you will understand the true
nature of compulsory public education.
A bakery that produces an unsatisfac-
tory product would soon be out of business
because people are free to choose and find
a better bagel. However, competition and

importantly, believed, and still believe, if er-
roneously, that it is a noble effort.

I think this article goes beyond any such
comments I've heard Ron Paul say, but my
concern proves valid the more I hear this
ridiculous analysis.

Read the first paragraph of Ashby’s article!
What it implies is that the invasion was vali-
dated by Bush’s re-election. This is silly analy-
sis, it was no more validated, than refuted by
most recent Dem victory.

Despite all my agreement with Libertarian
ideals, and some wish to accept that Ron Paul
may not retreat the next day, I say my biggest
moral obligation today is how to exit Iraq
with optimal results. Sadly, it appears McCain
is in the lead on that issue, and perhaps only
that issue.

Equally sad is the probability that McCain
will not know when to cut bait, which I fully
expect will be necessary.

I fully expect that the improvements
brought about by the Petracus strategy (not
the surge, by the way) will not be sustainable,
but know it is necessary to give it a chance.

Patrick Sullivan
New York, NY

of man is rooted in his belief in the supremacy
of an omnipotent state with the power to rid
mankind of bitterness, despair and what he
believes is its “clinging” nature. The Founding
Fathers instead exalted and codified individual

rights in the Constitution to protect us from

those who see us as helpless “clinging” masses.

The senator’s views are at odds with those
of our Founding Fathers and closer to Karl
Marx who believed “religion is the opium of
the masses.”

Ed Konecnik
Flushing, NY

freedom of choice which nurture creativity
and excellence are conspicuously missing in
the sphere of scholastic instruction.

A recent international study involving
26 countries places American fourth grade
students in the middle of the group, by grade
8 in the bottom third, and at the finish line,
almost dead last. Public high school gradu-
ation rates are equally disheartening: 70.7%
in California, 56.5% in New York, 51.5%
in Washington DC, with a national average
of 69.1. The state education monopoly does
not allow parents to make choices regarding
their children’s education even though there
is convincing evidence some alternatives have
achieved better results.

(continued on page 11)
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Diversity in New York

by Rick Miller

Diversity of culture, background and origin are
praised in New York, but I wonder about political
diversity. Here are some of my recent experiences with
New York diversity:

My Friday night doubles tennis group

After the “Super Tuesday” primary in which Hillary Clin-
ton and Barack Obama battled for the Democratic nomi-
nation, the three other players discussed the results. They
agreed the dream ticket would be Clinton-Obama. Then we
could have eight years of Clinton, with Obama set up for
eight more years of Democratic rule.

One said Giuliani wanted another 9/11 so he could have
something to talk about.

What amazes one of the three is how the rest of the coun-
try is on such a totally different page than “we are,” what
with the election of people like Reagan and Bush.

The Republican impeachment of Clinton was much ado
about nothing—they made fools of themselves.

My Wednesday night doubles tennis group

Again three of the four discussed the primaries; Clinton-
Obama would be the ideal ticket and presents the inviting
prospect of eight years of Democratic rule and possibly
eight more.

Republicans are so mean-spir-
ited; they’ll stoop to such vitriolic
tactics to attack others. The mean
Republicans stopped the expan-
sion of government-funded medi-
cal insurance for the children.
Bus stop ads on Broadway,
Upper West Side

Is your closet as scary as Bush’s
agenda? (ad for mini-storage)

You're liberal, cool, an Upper
West Sider. And you like good
phone service (ad for wireless telephone service)

I do have one Republican tennis-playing friend and
respect him for daring to be different, even though we don't

agree on major issues such as immigration and civil liberties.
At least he recognizes the Republicans deserved to lose the
last election after their profligate spending.

Sometimes I'm tempted to say I'm a Republican to chal-
lenge the near unanimity in New York City. But I can’t. If I
lived in some Republican bastion I'd want to challenge their
conventional wisdom too. And I know they use the same lan-
guage as Democrats to discredit the opposition. For example,
I've read more than once in Republican and conservative
sources about the “vitriolic” nature of the Democrats and
liberals, in contrast to the supposed
reasoned manner of Republicans and
conservatives. If only the Democrats
and Republicans, the liberals and con-
servatives, could hear how similar they
sound. That’s why many libertarians
call them “Republicrats.”

John Stossel captured it well went
he wrote about fellow Upper West
Siders exclaiming he must be a con-
servative when they heard his views.
No, I'm a libertarian he pointed out.
When I have expressed similar libertarian views to Upper
West Siders I've usually gotten stares of incomprehension or
dismissal. In one area at least, New York isn’t so diverse.

Trying To Work In New York

by Robert Goodman

I never thought occupational licensure
would affect me as a personal limitation,
but it’s doing so now. I have a Ph.D. in
Biochemistry but I've always had trouble
staying employed at a level commensurate
with my training and aptitude, on top of
my general difficulty selling myself.

I did manage to get several years of teach-
ing in as an adjunct professor of various sci-
ences, which was a full-to-nearly-full teaching
load for part time pay, but even that has dried
up now, so I've looked into primary and sec-
ondary school teaching. No problem getting a
volunteer job coaching football last year (they
did some CYA trivial background checking),
but school teaching is dominated by govern-
ment institutions who demand teaching cre-
dentials—basically a Master’s in Ed. and pass-
ing some written test. It’s possible to pick up
work as an uncredentialed substitute teacher
in the city schools, but if you do more than
a certain number of total hours in a year they
won't let you do it again until you're a certified
sub, which requires 6 credits of Ed and gives
you a little pay increment, but it still may not
be enough to live on and sounds like a lousy
living even if it is. I’s more the sort of thing
someone does for pin money, taking only
those assignments that appeal.

However, I'd been told that science teach-
ers are in such great demand that one could get
hired in advance of credentialing, and that the
school would take care of the formalities. While
that was the case for a brief period, the educa-
tion bureaucracy apparently couldn’t stand that
for long. Now theyll take you only if youre
at least enrolled in a Master’s program. So I
applied for a fellowship with New York City
Teaching Fellows, the most heavily advertised
program, whose fellows I'd already seen among
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the students at the institution where I taught.
However, they only take 1 in 8, and I was not
one of those they took, and besides, I felt fool-
ish entering a Master’s program at my age with
my training, even if I was getting paid to do it
and had a nearly guaranteed job waiting.

Not that big a deal, I thought, I could al-

ways be a tech in a clinical lab. I knew that

years ago, after I'd already been a hemodialy-
sis technician, New York had instituted licens-
ing for clinical techs, but I also knew that a
Ph.D. sufficed (duh) instead of such a license,
so I applied for a bunch of such jobs. Then
I found out that last September the exemp-
tion for Ph.D.s was eliminated. I'm told the

new requirements (which also took away some
grandfathering) caught many off guard, pro-
ducing many pink slips in clinical labs, which
is why they were advertising so many jobs, and
the Department of Education (which does
most of the professional licensing in New York

State) was backed up processing

applications. The application fee
' is $245 for technician, $345 for
technologist, and another $50 for
an interim license, so you can work
sooner while they work on the reg-
ular license, plus you need a pass-
port type photo. When it finally
comes through, you get to take a
test, but the hell of it is that I'm
not sure they’ll consider me quali-
fied enough to take it, because the
application just asks for references
on my education. I think the odds
are strongly in favor of their find-
ing a doctorate in biochemistry to
be sufficient, but it’s no guarantee
because I'm sure they’re geared to-
wards applicants who've gone to
school for lab technology specifi-
cally, so what if they send me back
to the kitchen?

Recently I met someone who
had passed the bar many years
ago but gotten away from law, got
a Master’s in Library Science and
worked as a librarian for years, but
was currently working in a nurs-
ing home owned by his family and doing a lit-
tle certified substitute teaching. Although li-
braries arent quite as sewn up as schools by

the state, he told me that without a Master’s
specifically in that, even though I'd worked as
the librarian in a small hospital in Chicago, I
would not be able to get anything other than
some ancillary position in a library that really
wouldn’t pay someone’s living expenses.

What I want is something I can move into
and make a living at right away without com-
mitting to a whole new career. I need flexibil-
ity. But everywhere I look I see only people
who are in a career of long standing or work-
ing with family connections or other special
circumstances, and other people who are living
with family and working at jobs that don’t pay
their expenses. There seem to be no legal entry
level jobs available paying a living wage, and
fields are now defined so narrowly that you're
entry level unless you have very particular ex-
perience. And I don’t think I could make it by
sucking a dick, as Doug Stanhope suggests.

I have, however, found a way I can put my
knowledge to work without any licensing: faith
healing. Because of the still strong protections
the country and its several states have for reli-
gious practice, faith healing is a protected ac-
tivity. New Jersey has a statutory definition of
it that Ralph Fucetola dug up, but New York
does not, and case law seems to imply I would
not be allowed to use diagnostic tools here as
I would in New Jersey. The New Jersey defi-
nition doesn’t allow billing for the service, but
it doesn’t forbid donations (tax free!), so that’s
how I'd operate. The trouble is advertising; I
suppose 1 should make connections through
some church congregations, but for now I'm
just listing at Craigs—and here. I do think
that I have some psychic abilities, but I guess
I'll find out now for sure, for which I intend to
use the runes wunyo, nauzi, elhaz, and ummo.

Meanwhile, please send money! PayPal ac-
cepted. All work considered, legal or not.

Get the freshest political commentary from our
writers every day at the Serf City blog:
serfcity.wordpress.com
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Shooter in

by Jim Lesczynski

Bring a Gun to School Day
by Darian Worden

Arise Press

There is something about a good teen
angst novel that really resonates with me,
even as a 42-year-old. Youd think a quar-
ter of a century since leaving high school
would have given me some detachment,
and it has for the most part. But every
once in awhile, the old feelings of frus-
tration, anger and cynicism come rush-
ing back as vividly as if I were 16 all over
again. Re-reading Catcher in the Rye, for
example, makes me feel like a teenager,
and not in a good way.

Darian Worden’s powerful first novel, Bring
a Gun to School Day, had a similarly disturbing
effect. Erik Shylding, like Holden Caulfield
before him, is the perfect embodiment of the
alienated male teen of his day. Of course, in
Holden Caulfield’s day, a fascination with guns
would have characterized him as a healthy,
normal young man. Times have changed.

Erik Shylding likes guns a lot, which in itself
would be enough to get him branded a weirdo
by his teachers and peers. He also likes hard-

the Rye

core music and black clothing, has the wrong
friends, and goes through his school days sim-
mering with anger. In other words, he “resem-
bles” a typical school shooter, such as the one
who just committed the worst school shooting
ever at the novel’s opening.

The faculty and students at Suburban Re-
gional High School have pegged Erik as a tick-
ing time bomb. In their
infinite collectivist wis-
dom, they deal with
this perceived threat
through a combination
of condescension, os-
tracism and police state
tactics that could only
make matters
and would have seemed
absurdly over-the-top a
generation ago. Today
they seem entirely be-
lievable, if no less out-
rageous.

A lesser writer might
have made Erik just a
misunderstood
fit who's really a sweet-
heart once you get to
know him. To Wor-
den’s credit, Erik is a flawed—if ultimately
sympathetic—protagonist. He really isn’t very

Wworse

mis-

likable, even once you get to know him. Erik
knows he doesn’t fit in, and if it were up to
him, he wouldn’t be in school at all.

Owing to compulsory attendance laws,
however, Erik and his enemies are stuck with
each other. All he wants is to be left alone, but
he is surrounded by those who refuse to do
so. The final straw for Erik is the placement
of Orwellian “school safety” (i.e., anti-self-
defense) posters throughout the halls. He re-
sponds with a poster of his own, announcing
“Bring a Gun to School Day” on April 19th (a
date that resonates with
freedom-minded  peo-
ple). That provocation
quickly the
tension between Erik
and the school faculty

and federal goons who

escalates

have taken over cam-
pus security. Not to give
away too much, but
those readers who pick
up a novella with “Gun”
in the title hoping for
thrills and action won’t
be disappointed.
Nevertheless, Bring a
Gun to School Day isnt
really about guns, nor
is it really about school.
It’s about the self-de-
structive  compulsion
of modern society to forsake freedom for the
illusion of security, to retard the capacity for

critical thought in our youth, and to stamp
out any trace of real individuality wherever
it is found. As a condemnation of the mod-
ern police state and nanny state, it succeeds
brilliantly.

Equally as important, it succeeds as a dra-
ma and a character study. All too often in po-
litical novels, the characters are one-dimen-
sional vessels for the author’s polemics. Erik
Shylding, by contrast, is a fully developed
young man, whom the reader gets too know
uncomfortably well. I wouldnt go so far as
too say there is a little Erik in all of us (some
might say thank goodness for that), but there
is in me, and there is in a lot of former and
current high school outcasts. To paraphrase
Bill Clinton of all people, I feel Erik’s pain.
From the first page, the sense of isolation and
anger is palpable, and it builds like a pressure
cooker until Erik’s inevitable confrontation
with authority.

If the book has any shortcoming, it is
that the supporting characters are not as ful-
ly drawn. We barely get to know Erik’s best
friends David and Henry, and his apparent
love interest Liz even less so. The bureaucrats
and law enforcement officers who are the vil-
lains of the story were so scantily portrayed
that I occasionally had trouble keeping their
characters’ names straight. The one really
fascinating character, aside from Erik, is his
grizzled neighbor Harry, a gun-toting old-
timer who doesn’t suffer fools gladly. I would

(continued on page 11)

by Nic Leobold

the medical establishment could be.

that of my family.

you're desperate for something.

In my long history of doctors’ appointments and medi-
cal treatments, never have I been so offended as when 1
finally found my identity as a libertarian.

Previously, for the most part I treated my doctors as gods,
fawning on them a respect and reverence usually only re-
served for my favorite celebrity filmmakers and pro athletes I
would meet. Being a new libertarian opened my eyes to how
helpless, exploited and disadvantaged I was as a patient, and
how brutish, obnoxious and vile medical professionals and

When I requested results of my blood tests to be sent to
my house, I was informed by a know-it-all technician that
under state law I didn’t have a right to my results without
my doctor’s permission. Imagine, not being allowed to see
the results of my own blood test. Is a blood test result a mat-
ter of state security or a threat to public health, I wonder? 1
even had to engage in a debate with one doctor on whether
he would order a blood type test on my test form, because
he “didn’t believe in that stuff”, i.e., the relevance of blood
type to nutritional requirements. Doctors have a monopoly
on medical testing, just like their monopoly on every other
type of medical procedure and product. Those they no lon-
ger do, like Tylenol or Ensure, have only been deregulated
for the “collective” good, not for my individual health or

Going to a doctor or dealing with haughty nurses can be
a demeaning experience, especially when you desperately

need medical care. Monopolies are not a good thing when

As a purist libertarian, of course I favor the complete

deregulation and decriminalization and de-scheduling of
ALL drugs and medicines. This is an idea that thoroughly
horrifies most doctors and health professionals. Yet countries
with far more deregulation and legalization like Mexico and
Lebanon function just fine as far as health care goes (as long
as they’re not mired in a U.S.-created war or financial crisis),
and far less people were poisoned in unregulated societies
like Rome than are killed and maimed by doctors and the
medical establishment each year in modern America. Doc-

tors, hospitals and
medicine continue
to be the leading
cause of unnatu-
ral deaths in our
country despite

all the money, sci-
ence and human
capital we pour
into them. Isn’t it
possible that with
such a lousy track
record, perhaps
more freedom and
decision-making
in the hands of the
individual would
be a good idea?

No one likes

this to a whole country.

% )

getting sick, but that doesn’t deter the doctors and scientists
from using us like guinea pigs for their medical and research
whims and experiments. The Tuskegee Airmen scandal was
bad, but it’s much worse when an entire industry is doing

A Sick Joke: The Medical Industry’s Tyranny of New York

I¢’s not clear to me or any other libertarian why we need
medical licensing and regulations in the first place. Doctor-
ing used to be local and a business of referrals from trusted
friends and neighbors. We have a Zagat and Michelin rating
system for restaurants, and there’s absolutely no reason we
couldn’t have one for doctors and hospitals.

But what really irks me is the overarching arrogance of the
people in the medical professions. Doctors think God was
created in their own image. It's not THEIR life we're talking

)

(continued on page 11)

be in a free society. Of course, a “free society” is a joke or
misnomer to the dictators and moral fascists who run our
country; they think we'd all perish without the foresight and

about here. It’s
MY LIFE and
my body they’re
messing with,
and they’re asking
me to pay up my
nose in addition.
When it’s my life,
my body, and my
money, to me
that means it’s
my choice. We
don’t have many
choices under the
current system,
and some options
are completely off
the table. Thats
not how it should
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In Defense of Teachers

by Ryan Tolboom

Children are forced from their homes un-
der threat of violence and corralled in a
central holding area where tools of the
state indoctrinate them with ideas that
have been approved by the government.
This is public education, and I am a pub-
lic school teacher and therefore an instru-
ment of the state. I understand the violent
pretext and despite it all I became a teach-
er because, like most teach-
ers, | want to help kids. Your
average teacher is an ideal-
ist who does not care in the
least about the political con-
ditions that allow them to
work with children.

There are two teacher stereo-
types that are burned into the
public’s consciousness. There is
the lazy, coffee-swilling, news-
paper-reading  teacher who
cares little about the subject
and even less about kids. Then
there is the radically different,
driven reformer who takes a group of aban-
doned and unmotivated students and against
all odds, transforms them into award-winning
scholars. These stereotypes are perpetuated by
books and movies, and as students most of
us have caught glimpses of both sides in the

teachers we've had. The truth is most teach-
ers start their careers wanting to change the
world and reform education. When confront-
ed with the horrors of the system they slow-
ly slide to the other end of the spectrum and
await an early retirement or experience cata-
strophic burnout.

The public education system shifts respon-
sibility from parents to the state. Teachers, as
representatives of the state, have a heavy bur-
den to bear and often are sacrificed by the state
when matters of liability and responsibility are

called into question in the courts. For these
reasons teachers formed unions that have since
risen in power and bloat to become a major
entity in their own right. Ask a teacher how
much time they spend teaching. Their answer
will probably surprise you. A good portion of

time is spent filling out forms, attending meet-
ings, scheduling meetings, learning about state
assessments and proctoring state assessments.
So much bureaucracy
is involved in teach-
ing that many teach-
ers find it hard to be-
lieve they can have any
impact at all on the
students they teach.
The state tries to as-
sess teachers with stan-
dardized tests, a prov-
en poor performance
metric, which makes
teachers
bitter. Finally schools
and the department
of education at both
the state and feder-
al level are notorious

€ven more

for changing their fo-
cus. The volatility of
expectations cause both the teachers and the
students to become confused and ultimate-
ly apathetic. These are the things that turn
bright-eyed, hopeful new teachers into hard-
ened, dejected alcoholics.

So the next time you think back on your
schooling and you remember all the terrible
teachers you had and reflect on how they rep-
resent some of the worst that the state has to
offer, remember this: Most teachers start their

careers wanting to change the world and re-
form education. Under the coffee stains, un-
graded papers and who-gives-a-damn facade
lies an idealist who really does care. If you are
going to complain, you should complain about
the system that forc-
es teachers to try to
sell the same product
to a bunch of people
who may not want it.
You should complain
about the fact that
teachers are rewarded
for longevity and the
ability to put up with
bureaucracy as op-
posed to their ability
to teach. You should
complain about the
fact that IDEA (Indi-
viduals with Disabili-
ties Education Act)
has effectively man-
dated that 80% of
teacher time be spent
on 20% of the students. The one thing you
shouldn’t complain about is the teachers.
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by Bob Armstrong

I saw a quote I really liked—something like, “any course
of study which has ‘science’ in its name most likely isn’t
one.” Ifany reader knows the source, please let me know.
A case in point is political science. I never even thought
of taking such a course when in university; I naively

thought that if one just lived an honest life in our “land

of the free,” the rest would take care of itself.

But, perhaps at least at MIT the tools of science are
taught. David Nolan, MIT, ’66, PolySci, co-founded the
Libertarian Party and created the Nolan Chart (which I dis-
cussed in Serf City volume 2, issue 2), which unfolds a free-
dom-authoritarian dimension from the more simplistic tra-
ditional left-right spectrum. I consider this the first example
I can recall of Political Science being worthy of the term.

I've been thinking of discussing the interesting issues in-
trinsic in the quantization of any continuum. An example is
the splitting of the life cycle (sort of a saw tooth from dust
to dust) into such as the age of consent or adulthood—or
for that matter the “beginning of life” itself. These sorts of
issues are a tiny corner of the branch of mathematics named
topology. I have only a dilettante’s knowledge of the subject,
having only sat in on one topology class near the end of my
decade in grad school. But those basic ideas of sets, relations,
mappings and neighborhoods proved to have immediate
use. Having lost my tenure in grad school, I shortly thereaf-
ter sped up Xerox’s global forecasting data base by a factor of
3,000 using my new understanding that a relation may be de-
fined sim-
ply by a
Booleanar-
ray specify-
ing which

members

of various
sets are “re-
lated” to
each oth-
er. APLs

with roots

in that era
had highly
optimized operations on (bit-packed) Boolean arrays.

It all starts with sets. The political universe is the large but
finite set of the approximately 6.6e9 of us scattered around

the planet. On this, 2 / 6.6¢9 subsets can be defined. That’s a

— The LOjt:o cfl_iberty

Topology of Political Space

lot of potential constituencies. The most basic political sub-
sets are the geographical force monopolies called states.

I've included here what must be considered a loose sketch
of the basic political relationships of an individual in the
U.S. to the subsets which presume power over him. THEM
is the rest of the world. The relation between one individual
and his con-
gressional
representa-
tive and one
of his senators
and the pres-
ident is in-
dicated, and
from the pres-
ident to the
UN. Their de-
cisions affect
him wheth-
er he voted
for them or
not. The UN,
which as with
all  political
entities has a

. 4

towards increasing its power to tax and control, is only indi-

constant bias

rectly selected through the president . This is similar to the
structure of the EU whose structure shares much in com-
mon with the old Soviet Union.

Of course this is only one set of relationships between the
individual and the political entities regulating his life. It’s
common to cover a space with hierarchies of neighborhoods,
and political structures reflect this with a hierarchy of enti-
ties from the precinct, township, county, state and country
or their equivalents common throughout the world.

Many libertarians imagine a world without a body at the
apex. I think that’s a hopeless hope; the question is how to
keep this state of all states toothless. Perhaps the best chance
is to form a competing direct peer-to-peer global internet-
based directly elected forum.

Getting back to the problems intrinsic to quantizing con-
tinua will have to wait till next time. Suffice it to say the
U.S. is particularly screwy with the age for voting at 18 and
having a drink the highest in the world (where not totally
prohibited) at 21.

JOSEPH DOBRIAN

DOBRIAN, FRANCES, BOWIE & LONG
EDITORIAL CONSULTANTS

215 E. 26th St., Suite 3
New York, N.Y. 10010

fax (212) 779-8826
jdobrian@aol.com
www.josephdobrian.com
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Live Free In
Socialist Canada

by Werner Hetzner

I now spend summers in Canada. As a libertarian, sum-
mers in Canada make me feel good. How libertarian can
Canada be? That all depends. Canada has a very different
structure from us. The American Constitution intended
the government to have a short list of specific pow-

ers; everything not mentioned in that list belonged to
the states “or to the people.” In contrast, the Canadian
national Parliament has power “to make laws for the
peace, order and good government of Canada,” except
for “subjects assigned exclusively to the legislatures of the
provinces.” In other words, the provincial governments
have limited powers.

The U.S. Constitution is about separation of powers, while
in Canada the government is about concentration of powers in
Parliament where the Governor General, as the Queen’s rep-
resentative, is the head of state and the Prime Minister of the
party in power in Parliament is the head of the government.

There is also no fixed term of office in government. All bills
to spend public funds or impose taxes must be introduced
by the government, not either House of Parliament. Neither
House can raise the amounts of money involved. The gov-
ernment has power as long as it can keep the support of the
majority in the House of Commons.

An American President can be blocked by Congress for
years on end. A Canadian Prime Minister, blocked by the
House of Commons, must either make way for a new Prime
Minister, or allow the people to elect a new House of Com-
mons that will settle the matter within two or three months.

Such centralization of government power is not a libertar-
ian notion.

Canadians pay more in taxes. Our tax freedom day, the day
of the year when we start to work for ourselves instead of the
government, is around the end of April. In Canada that day
comes about two months later. Canadians have the highest tax
burden of all G-7 countries.

High taxes are not part of a libertarian political platform.
Then, you may ask, what is so libertarian about Canada?

Municipal governments—<ities, towns, villages, counties,
districts, metropolitan regions—are set up by the provincial
legislatures, and have such powers as the legislatures see fit to
give them. There are roughly 4,000 municipal governments in
Canada. These provide such services as water supply, sewage,
garbage disposal, roads, sidewalks, street lighting, building
codes, parks, playgrounds, libraries and so forth.

In Canada I live in a municipality that provides fire

(continued on page 11)
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Why Reverend Wright is Right On

by Isaiah Matos

Unless your head has been in the sand over
the last election cycle, the fiery Reverend
Wright has been lighting up the news net-
works with “sound bites” critical of Amer-
ican policies both foreign and domestic.
The so-called pundits have had no short-
age of claims that Wright’s resurgence on
the national scene will derail Mr. Obama’s
campaign for the democratic nomination
by “scaring” the white working class into
the Clinton camp or become fodder for
the Republican political machine in the
general election. The overriding “issue”
is constantly attributed to race; however,
whether deliberate or not, the real issue is
policy, American policy.

When actually listening to the full sermons,
or his recent appearance on Bill Moyers Jour-
nal, the Reverend Wright’s ideas on American
foreign policy sound very familiar to most all
Ron Paul supporters. The argument made pri-
or to and purposely omitted from the now in-
famous “Goddamn America’ sound bite of
Reverend Wright is nearly identical to the re-
marks made by Ron Paul at the South Caroli-
na Republican debate on Fox News:

MR. GOLER: Congressman, you don't think
that changed with the 9/11 attacks, sir?

REP. PAUL: What changed?

MR. GOLER: The
policies.

REP. PAUL: No. Non-intervention was a ma-
jor contributing factor. Have you ever read the

non-interventionist

reasons they attacked us? They attack us be-
cause we've been over there; we've been bomb-
ing Iraq for 10 years. We've been in the Middle
East—I think Reagan was right.

We don’t understand the irrationality of Mid-
dle Eastern politics. So right now we’re build-
ing an embassy in Iraq that’s bigger than the
Vatican. We're building 14 permanent bases.
What would we say here if China was doing
this in our country or in the Gulf of Mexi-
co? We would be objecting. We need to look
at what we do from the perspective of what
would happen if somebody else did it to us.
(Applause.)

MR. GOLER: Are you suggesting we invited
the 9/11 attack, sir?

REP. PAUL: I'm suggesting that we listen to
the people who attacked us and the reason
they did it, and they are delighted that we're
over there because Osama bin Laden has said,
“I am glad you're over on our sand because we
can target you so much easier.” They have al-
ready now since that time—(bell rings)—have
killed 3,400 of our men, and I don’t think it
was necessary.

MR. GIULIANI: Wendell, may I comment
on that? That’s really an extraordinary state-
ment. That’s an extraordinary statement, as
someone who lived through the attack of
September 11, that we invited the attack be-
cause we were attacking Iraq. I don't think I've
heard that before, and I've heard some pretty
absurd explanations for September 11¢h. (Ap-
plause, cheers.)

Vol. 4 Issue 1

And I would ask the congressman to withdraw
that comment and tell us that he didn’t really
mean that. (Applause.)

MR. GOLER: Congressman?

REP. PAUL: I believe very sincerely that the
CIA is correct when they teach and talk about
blowback. When we went into Iran in 1953
and installed the shah,
yes, there was blowback.
A reaction to that was
the taking of our hostag-
es and that persists. And
if we ignore that, we ig-
nore that at our own risk.
If we think that we can
do what we want around
the world and not incite
hatred, then we have a
problem.

They dont come here to
attack us because we're
rich and we're free. They
come and they attack us

A

think if we were—if other foreign countries

because were over there.
I mean, what would we

were doing that to us?

Obviously, despite Mr. Giuliani’s asser-
tion of “I don’t think I've heard that before,”
many Americans have heard and know this to
be true, not only Libertarians, but also Rever-
end Wright's Trinity United Church of Christ
8,000 plus members. The interventionist poli-
cies of both the Democrats and Republicans
in federal government have been the stron-
gest contributing factor of all terrorist activi-
ties against American citizens. This is true of
the government since World War I. The sink-
ing of the Lusitania was not a result of it sail-
ing in international waters, but because it was
loaded with munitions for the allies, enemies
of Germany. Former President Bill Clinton
constantly bombed Iraq whenever he needed
some distraction on the domestic front to keep
the Republicans out of his pants. There are nu-
merous examples of this, and as history shows,
the Reverend Wright is right on.

Still, as pundits continue to label Rever-
end Wright as a militant black and by exten-
sion Senator Obama as such, the presidential
candidate continues to distance himself from
Wright. Why not embrace his roots in the
Reverends church? Why not explain the re-
marks in full context instead of labeling them
as “incendiary” and “divisive?” I have a good
idea why, albeit it being a personal opinion,
but could it be that Senator Obama represents
no “change” at all, and only a continuation of
overspending on overextending our military,
policing the world, and adding to the debt?

Rather than embrace the church leader
who wed him and baptized his children, per-
haps even gaining the support of some Liber-
tarians and keeping the support of the church
he has distanced himself from, shouldn’t the
Senator who loves the word “change” con-
sider a change to our interventionist policies?
All the distancing and disowning of Wright
by Obama only serve to make him a market-
able product, and not a man of principal, as

Ron Paul is. Obama must have paid attention
to the Republican primaries and saw how the
media shunned Ron Paul for speaking truth,
and being the media darling that he is, Obama
could never let the truth of American imperi-
alism and funny money economics escape his

lips in front of the cameras.

The real truth of the matter is that we need
a president of honesty, integrity, and principal,
which none of the candidates have displayed as
of yet. Warlord John McCain is ready stay in
Iraq for a hundred years and to deploy unavail-

able troops into Iran despite seeing the tragic
disease of war first hand. Ironically, McCain
has the backing of the Reverend John Hagee,
who claimed Hurricane Katrina was God’s
punishment for the “homosexual parades” in
New Orleans, and of Pat Robertson, who Mc-
Cain himself dismissed as divisive. Why the
free pass for white ministers who condemn
freedom? Hillary Clinton is too busy ducking
from imagined sniper fire on her ambitious
road to the presidency and still counting the
Florida primary (with only her name on the
ballot) in a way that would make Josef Stalin
proud. Then there is Obama, a man who at the
bare minimum must have been exposed to the
flawed imperialistic foreign policy of the fed-
eral government by his reverend and treats the
criticism of such as an “unfortunate” remark.
None of these three have shown an ounce of
integrity, or concern for the truth as politics
and campaigns become drawn out episodes of
American Idol-esque popularity contest.

The idea of demonizing a man as a dema-
gogue for critiquing the foreign policy of our
federal government only shows what chicanery
modern politics has become. Dr. Ron Paul was
a 72-year-old breath of fresh air in this cam-
paign and as improbable as it will be, I still
hold out hope for him to run for president un-
der our banner. Liberty and the Libertarian
Party are the better choice for 2008, at least
while we still have some semblance of a choice
in America.

You already know the
federal government is
too big and takes too
much of your money.
That's just the beginning
of how big government
hurts you, your family,
and your neighbors.

Americans are compassionate.
Whenever someone talks
about reducing government,
voices cry out, “What about
the people being helped by
(you name it) program?”
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regulation.
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Juror Power Blows a Fuse

by Jim Lesczynski

Ever since I became actively involved in
the freedom movement, I've been a fan of
the concept of jury nullification—a.k.a.
juror power or fully informed juries. My
recent unpleasant experience on jury duty
has made me much less of a fan.

The concept is simple but sublime—jurors
have the right and duty to judge the law itself,
as well as the facts of the case. If it’s an unjust
law, or the law is being applied unjustly, vote
to acquit, regardless of the facts of the case or
the judge’s instructions.

It sounds like a radical notion, but it’s a
common law tradition dating back at least a
millennium. Back in jolly old England, jurors
used their inherent power to acquit William
Penn of the crime of preaching a Quaker
sermon. A century later, colonists in New York
refused to find the publisher John Peter Zenger
guilty of libeling the British governor—bla-
tantly ignoring the judge’s instruction that “the
truth is no defense” in cases of libel against the
king’s men. The Zenger case laid the founda-
tion for freedom of the press that would later
be enshrined in the First Amendment.

In the 19th century, juries exercised their
right to judge the law by routinely acquitting
harborers of fugitive slaves. In the 1930s, it
was widespread jury nullification that brought
about the end of alcohol prohibition, once it

became clear most jurors had no more regard
for the 18th Amendment than the defendants.

I've donated money to the Fully Informed
Jury Association, the foremost advocates of
jury rights, and for years I even made a prac-
tice of handing out FIJA brochures in front of
the courts on Jury Rights Day, September 5th,
the anniversary of the Zenger acquittal.

The only thing I had never done was actu-
ally exercise the power of a juror myself. Since
I became aware of juror rights, I have been
called three times for jury duty. The first time,
I rotted in the juror
waiting room for three
days without ever being
called for a case. The sec-
ond time, I was selected
for a jury, but a plea deal
was reached just before
the trial started, and we
never heard the case.

The third time was
just last month, and I
was psyched. I was ready
for jury power action. My greatest hope was
that I would be selected for a nice, unambigu-
ous trial of a victimless crime—prostitution,
drugs, guns, or any of the other libertarian fa-
vorites. This time, I hit paydirt. I was selected
as a juror on a drug case—specifically, the
defendant was accused of possession of heroin
with intent to sell. It was one count, with

“Simply the best libertarian novel to come along in a quarter century or $0.”
- L. Neil Smith
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no aggravating factors like violence. In other
words, it was a jury power activist’s dream.

I’'m not going to get into specifics about
my participation in the jury deliberations or
my vote, for reasons that will become obvious
momentarily. ’'m not dumb enough to set
myself up for perjury or contempt of court
charges. No prosecutors or judges should infer
anything from the following discussion about
my own actions. I hereby deny everything and
admit nothing.

However, I can tell you what you will be in
for if you are ever confronted with a similar

case, and it will be anything but empowering.
It will be exhausting, frustrating, stressful and

v

disillusioning.

The first clue that
this whole juror power
thing is less than adver-
tised will come during
voire dire—French for
jury-stacking, as Vin
Suprynowicz wrote.

If you are planning to
exercise your supposed
rights as a juror, you
had better get a lot of practice lying through
your teeth. I have no idea what the voire dire
(or jury selection) process was like during the
19th or early 20th centuries, but I can only
surmise that judges and prosecutors have got-
ten a lot better at screening out troublemakers.
These guys may be evil, but they’re not idiots.
The techniques have been perfected over
years by the best and brightest legal minds.

Before the questioning even starts, you will be
required to stand and take an oath to answer
all questions truthfully and fully. The judge
will ask you a bunch of very pointed questions
that leave no wiggle room—even Bill Clinton
would have difficulty parsing the very deliber-
ate wording. You will be asked if you have any
moral, ethical, philosophical or other objec-
tions to the law in question. You will asked if
you will put any qualms about the law aside
and simply render a true verdict as to the facts
of the case. You will be asked these questions
20 different ways, by the judge and the pros-
ecutor, while you are under oath.

Now I'm not saying it’s wrong to lie under
oath in such circumstances; it’s an oath they
have absolutely no justification requiring of
you in the first place. If it’s a question of fib-
bing to some guy in a black dress in order to
nullify an evil law that will put a man in jail
for years, the moral course of action should
be obvious.

But most people simply won't have the
stomach for it. There are plenty of decent peo-
ple out there who are appalled by our insane
drug laws, but being decent people and having
never been informed of their rights as jurors, it
would never occur to them to lie under oath.
During voire dire, I watched dozens of good
citizens honestly answer that they have big
problems with drug prohibition, and tell the
judge that their consciences would prohibit
them from ever finding someone guilty of

(continued on page 10)
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The City Drove Us Off the Streets

by Joseph Dobrian

For decades, municipal governments—not just in New
York City—have been trying to get newsracks off the
streets. They create obstructions, it’s argued, getting in
the way of bus stops and fireplugs. They can easily be
pushed into the street or walkways, where they present
safety hazards. They lead to dirt and clutter, as the news-
papers inevitably get scattered about and rude people use
the boxes as garbage cans.

That’s all true enough, but another reason to get rid of news-
boxes—which governments don’t like to admit—is that they’re
sometimes used to disseminate unpopular ideas. Just about ev-
ery time a municipality tries to restrict or prohibit newsbox-
es, the effort is thwarted by the courts on First Amendment
grounds. In 2002, though, New York City carefully crafted
new newsbox regulations that so far have withstood court
challenges from The Village Voice, The New York Press, and
others. These regulations call for steep fines—$250 to $500
per violation—if a newsbox is found too close to a hydrant
or bus stop, or is too far from the curb, or for any number of
other reasons. Sometimes, the violator is given a brief amount
of time to cure the situation; in some cases, however, citations
have been issued before the owner of a newsbox could have
made the necessary adjustment.

I suspect that the City Fathers would rather get rid of news-
boxes entirely. As they can’, they’ll continue to use these fines
as a tax on those who would exercise their First Amendment
rights. After all, why not? If an unpleasant situation can’t be
avoided, it can at least be made profitable.

More and more—and with greater speed under the Giuliani
and Bloomberg mayoralties—the government of New York
City has placed itself in an adversarial position relative to the
citizenry. Despite the window-dressing of free elections, our
government is not a matter of the people regulating and pro-
tecting themselves through representative democracy. Rather,
the government has become a separate entity, a ravening mon-
ster that requires constant feeding—with the mayor, city coun-

cilors, and other elected officials living off it as parasites, like
pilotfish or buffalo birds. Or, more to the point, like fleas on a
giant rat: spreading plague wherever they go.

I don't say that the Libertarian Party is singled out for sup-
pression by the city government. The government is an equal-

opportunity bloodsucker. I'm sure the backers of a left-wing
paper like The Village Voice are just as indignant about these
fines as we are, and the fact that the Voice can better afford to
pay them is no mitigation.

'The city no doubt is happy enough to let us put out our mes-
sage—as long as the government can profit thereby. But the
trifling amount of money they collect from us via fines is far
more significant to us than to the city: a few of those fines could
bankrupt us. Accordingly, it’s likely that we'll have to take our
newsboxes off the streets, and find other (probably much less
efficacious) ways of distributing Serf City.

Other solutions exist, of course. Several Business Improve-
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ment Districts (BIDs) have set up modern, immobile newsbox-
es on curbsides in various neighborhoods; perhaps publishers
of Serf City, The Voice, The Onion, et al. could lobby for more
of this enterprise from the private sector. Perhaps (horrors) the
city government could set up such boxes, and rent them out
for profit. That might not be a great solution from a Libertar-
ian point of view, but at least in that case we'd be paying a set
amount every three or six months, instead of living in fear of
another costly violation.

It’s useless to talk about solutions, though, when the cur-
rent government is so interested in playing “gotcha.” More
and more—and this is true of governments all over the Unit-
ed States, but it seems especially acute in the Apple—govern-
ments operate not for the convenience and protection of the
populace, but as an end in themselves. The means to that end,

of course, are provided by mugging the citizenry. It costs mon-
ey to empower and to glorify, to establish and maintain domi-
nance. We all understand that.

By and large, our elected officials reckon themselves not rep-
resentatives of the people, but as part of the ruling elite. Over
time, they have been taught that their objective is to oppress
and suppress, to forbid, to compel, to devise ever more codes
and rules for the sake of coercion, subjugation, and revenue.
It’s fun to do that. It’s no way to get really rich, but money isn't
the point; power is. And as long as we keep electing the same
gang, or clones thereof, we can expect the same treatment, only
progressively worse.

The only long-term solution is to get rid of office-holders
who are there to push other folks around, and elect those with
a commitment to putting government back in its proper place
and teaching it humility—and then, if it behaves and only as
long as it behaves, allowing it to work for us.

To find out, take t
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How the Liberty Dollar Can Help

New York City
by Nic Leobold

Much is made of how socialistic New
York City is. City government burdens
us with never-ending laws, regula-
tions, harassments and taxes. Many
freedom activists refer to the city as

the DPRNYC--“Democratic People’s
Republic of NYC”. But New York
City also deserves recognition as one
of the freest and more tolerant cities of
the world, one where inhabitants can
satisfy almost any desire for how to live
and pursue happiness.

Inherent in any free system of commerce
and modern life is a form of money, and
New York City like the rest of America is
burdened with the Federal Reserve System’s
fiat Federal Reserve Note currency bills of
debt. New YorK’s finances are thus built
on the same rickety house of cards as the
national and state economies are, currently
crumbling from the
Fed’s 95-year history of
destroying the vener-
able U.S. dollar, which
was the most dynamic
engine of growth and
prosperity and liberty in
the world for more than
a century while on the
gold standard.

Mired in debt as New York City and
State currently are, there is a virtuous and
solid solution to our current financial
shenanigan-laced government: Just as the
Berkshires and Ithaca have adopted their
own local currencies, New York City could
use the Liberty Dollar (www.LibertyDol-
lar.org) platform to convert to a gold- and
silver-based currency. This would restore
discipline, integrity and sanity to our cur-
rent budgetary and fiscal processes.

A gold- and silver-based currency will
not bend to the selfish whims and fancies
of gluttonous politicians, nor humor the
petty dictates of would-be autocrats. Gold
and silver standards keep us out of wars
and repression, both foreign and domestic.
They grow only as fast as a natural mar-
ket provides, preventing overspending,
over-legislating and over-bureaucratizing.
They reward individual liberty rather than
socialized tyranny. New York City as the
capital of the free world deserves a money
system as sterling as its character, diversity
and opportunity. No politician or petty dic-
tator can ruin what our city is, but they can
certainly drag us down as long as we do not
control our own money system.

The Liberty Dollar platform is ideally
suited for our free United States and our
states, communities and localities. The
Liberty Dollar’s inherent inflation-adjust-
ing mechanisms ensure that the Liberty
Dollar money supply rises in value as
inflation rises, preserving value and buy-
ing power for businesses and families and
individuals who use it and hold it. It is a
private and free alternative currency which
can replace Federal Reserve Notes just as
Federal Express replaced the United States
Postal Service even for many governmental
customers. Our government, if indeed it
has any integrity left, should desire the
Liberty Dollar more than anyone else
since its allegiance is supposed to be to
our Constitution. The Constitution clearly
states that our money shall be of silver and
gold. The Founding Mothers and Fathers
of our Republic knew with good reason
that fiat money and a central bank would
be our eventual ruin. Their experience
with the “Continentals” fiat money in the
early days of the Revolu-
tion cemented in their
minds the importance of
a value-based currency.

Liberty Dollars are
easily convertible for
use locally because they
have face values that
exchange one-to-one
with FRN’s. They tend
to remain in the communities where they
are spent, eliminating the expropriation
of our wealth to far-off corporations. And
the Liberty Dollar can be personalized for
individuals, organizations and businesses.
You can create your own money with a
personalized design, and spend it into cir-
culation. Spending real gold and silver is
the greatest favor you can do for those you
trade with, and an economic educational
boon to those who receive real money. The
government of New York City could even
order a personalized Liberty Dollar to
issue for itself, while individuals and busi-
nesses continue to do so in a free market.

Liberty Dollar was raided in Novem-
ber by the Secret Service and FBI and all
their metals and computers seized, but
since then they have decentralized their
operations and introduced more features
to distinguish their money as a unique
private product. I encourage all New York
City libertarians and like-minded people
to support and join Liberty Dollar, profit
from and enjoy our distinctive product,
and take a practical and effective stand
against the oppressions and evils of the
Welfare-Warfare State.

Advertise In
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Juror Power Blows a Fuse
(continued from page 8)

breaking a drug law. The judge thanked them
for their candor, excused them, and sent them
back to the juror pool room to wait for a nice,
uncontroversial civil case.

The FIJA website and literature say that
you can survive voire dire without perjuring
yourself simply by answering carefully and
succinctly. I no longer believe that. The judges’
and prosecutors’ standard questions are too
artfully crafted. If you are a jury rights activist
and a libertarian, I don’t see how you can sur-
vive voire dire to serve on a drug case without
committing multiple acts of perjury.

If you do make it through voire dire and get
to hear the case, you will find yourself in a real
bind once you get to deliberations. You will be
faced with two choices: One, you can tell your
fellow jurors how you were just kidding about
promising to follow the law and the judge’s
instructions, and that you intend to follow your
conscience and acquit regardless of the facts of
the case. One of your fellow jurors will then
promptly squeal on you to the judge, and you'll
find yourself removed from the case in favor of
one of the alternates. You'll also find yourself
facing perjury and contempt of court charges,
as happened to jury rights and drug reform
activist Laura Kriho.

Your other alternative is to continue to lie
through your teeth, only now it’s face-to-face
with 11 of your fellow citizens in close quar-
ters. If the prosecution has a solid case, you
can either acknowledge the obvious facts and
vote guilty—defeating the whole point of your
prior perjury—or you can try vainly to get the
other 11 jurors to doubt the facts. In the case
on which I served, the prosecutor had such a
slam-dunk, the public defender merely offered
a lame cross-examination of the prosecution
witnesses and then rested his case without even
bringing a defense.

Your anxiety will grow as you grasp for any
slivers of doubt about the defendant’s guilt.
Keep in mind that each and every potential ju-
ror who might have been an ally was removed
during voire dire. The only jurors remaining
besides yourself are those who have sworn in
advance to convict. Also keep in mind that
nobody really wants to be there; all they have
to do is turn in a unanimous guilty verdict
and they can go home. The only thing stop-
ping them is one idiot (you) who seems to be
devoid of any common sense.

If you have balls of steel and a will of iron,
you might even drag the ordeal out several
hours or an entire day. Eventually you and
your fellow jurors will come to agree on at least
one thing—further deliberation is futile. The
foreman will send a note to the judge that the
jury is unable to reach a unanimous verdict,
and you'll console yourself that at least you've
caused a mistrial. The judge will call the jury
back into the courtroom, smile, and instruct
you to return first thing in the morning to
resume deliberations.

On day two of deliberations, your anxiety
and your fellow jurors’ loathing of you will be
palpable. You will regret ever getting yourself
into this mess. The foreman will glumly start
to rehash the case, and everyone will pretend
to deliberate, wondering how long the lone
idiot can hold out. You'll wonder how much

longer you can continue to hold 11 basically
decent (albeit unlibertarian) people hostage,
torturing them, keeping them from their liveli-
hoods and their families.

Eventually either you or the judge will cave
in, probably you. The judge can continue to
tend to the other 70 cases on his docket, and
it’s not much skin off his nose to yell at the
jury and
send them
back for
delibera-
tions every
time they
send out

another
pathetic
note. You'll also realize that even if you channel
your inner sadomasochist for however many
days it takes to cause a mistrial, all you will
have accomplished is to delay the inevitable.
Because when they retry the case, they won't
end up with a one-in-a-million juror who not
only understands his or her rights, but who

has the mental and emotional endurance to lie
through voire dire and days of deliberations.
They'll get 12 people who have sworn to fol-
low the law and the judge’s instructions, who
will see a slam-dunk case for the prosecution
and immediately return a guilty verdict. Your
ordeal will have been for naught.

In theory, I still think jury nullification can
be a powerful weapon in the fight for liberty.
But a few things will have to happen before
that weapon can truly be effective.

First, many more citizens need to buy into
the juror rights concept. Many juror power ad-
vocates will tell you that the beauty of it is that
you can make a difference all by yourself. That
is simply not true. Judges do not easily declare
a mistrial, and it is the rare person—even
among hardcore freedom activists—who has
the fortitude to go the distance. And the odds
are overwhelming that the retrial will result in
a conviction if there arent more fully informed
jurors in the jury pool.

Second, true jury nullification—i.e., an
outright acquittal—is only likely to hap-
pen when there are not only a lot more fully
informed jurors, but also overwhelming
public opposition to a law. Drug prohibition
is increasingly unpopular, but still probably
nowhere near as unpopular as was alcohol
prohibition. Think about the odds of twelve
jurors unanimously voting not guilty regard-
less of the facts of the case. For a law to be
that unpopular, one wonders how it could
remain the law for long.

Third, and I believe most importantly, the
voire dire process needs major reform. If it real-
ly is our 1,000-year-old right and duty to judge
the law as well as the facts of the case, then it is
unconscionable that modern judges universally
abridge that right. My understanding is that
some state constitutions actually acknowledge
the right of juries to judge the law, but for all
I know the judges ignore those constitutional
provisions (the same way they ignore the rights
protected by the U.S. Constitution). Either by
legislation or litigation, judges must be forced
to respect the rights of jurors.

Until these things happen, being a fully
informed juror means being informed that you
are essentially powerless.
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Shooter In The Rye

(continued from page 4)

have loved to have spent more time getting to
know him.

Bring a Gun to School Day is a novella, so
the author didn’t have the luxury of leisurely
digressions into the lives of secondary charac-
ters. It is first and foremost Erik’s story, told
mostly from his point of view, and that alone
is reading time well spent. This is an important
debut work by a talented storyteller and social
commentator. | enthusiastically recommend it
to teen misfits of all ages.

The Medical Industry’s Tyranny
(continued from page 4)
wisdom of their supposed brilliance.

But what brilliance? In so many ways,
ours is not a healthy society, so something

must not be working very well. The verdict is
out, and our medical system is a failure; not
because we don’t have brilliant knowledge and
potential in medicine but because we don’t
have freedom and free markets for it. And
because we don’t fully acknowledge that this is
purely an issue of self-ownership.

We are not cattle and rodents for doctors
to dictate to. We are individuals who should
have every right and freedom to any treat-
ment and medicine or drug we deem to be in
our self-interest. The Medical State is an utter
failure as we all become sicker each year, while
our money is plundered by a ravenous hoard
of charlatans. Clearly doctors and the medical
industry are fooling a great many people in
this country. But my question is, how can
these eminently intelligent medical profes-
sionals live with themselves and what they
do to others, innocent people who are sick,
vulnerable and needy?

Live Free in Socialist Canada
(continued from page 6)

protection, water and garbage removal. It
provides nothing else. There is no govern-
ment agency as we know it. Fire protection

is contracted out (outsourced) to another
municipal government. So is garbage removal.
The community water system is operated by
volunteers. This is all arranged by the Local
Service District, a kind of board of directors
for the community comprised of volunteers.
The “Chairman” of this Local Social Service
District is a fisherman. He also monitors and
ensures the water quality. When a water line
breaks, village volunteers do the repairs. Taxes

are collected and checks for expenses are is-
sued by a woman who works in a fish factory.
Property taxes for my house are about $150
Canadian dollars a year. This is half of the
standard tax because I'm a part-time resident.
The tax is the same for everyone in the mu-
nicipality. There is no property “assessment.”

The people there have an amazing sense of
community. The Local Social Service Dis-
trict also holds an annual community dinner
which is operated by volunteers and well
attended—much like a church dinner. When
somebody needs something, somebody else
seems to show up to help out.

How much more libertarian can it get?

Learn To Play Bridge!
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Bloomberg, Serial Killer
(continued from page 1)

other words, 1,500 individuals die each year
for lack of a gun—which makes officials like
Bloomberg serial killers.

Mayors and other big city types hate the
very idea of an armed citizenry because it
makes their administrations look bad. From
World War Two onward, violent crime in
America’s biggest cities rocketed upward, un-
til it was predicted that something like one in
three or four individuals would eventually be-
come victims sometime in their lives.

Billions of dollars and millions of man-
hours were thrown at the problem, and it
only seemed to make things worse—although
whenever a statistical blip occurred, and crime
dropped by one or two or three percent, the
bigwigs, stuffed shirts, and police brass slapped
each other on the back and took credit for it,
as if it actually meant something.

Then came a genuine revolution, sparked,
I think, by movies like Death Wish (ironical-
ly, the Brian Garfield novel on which it was
based was written from the opposite motive,
as a cautionary tale against “vigilantism”) and
Dirty Harry. In spite of heartfelt pleas and dire
threats from the police and others, ordinary
people started arming themselves. Desperate
to retain some appearance of control, state
legislatures began changing carry laws—Flor-
ida was the first—making it microscopically
easier for folks to defend themselves, and vio-
lent crime began to plummet over the next 20
years or so, in double digits.

Even more significantly, the state of Ver-
mont, which requires no such licensing or
permit, enjoys the lowest violent crime rate in
the nation.

Despite that lesson—or more probably be-
cause of it and the way it makes them look—
cities like New York, Chicago and Denver,
and their mayors, Bloomberg, Richard Daley
and John Hickenlooper, cling to long-outdat-
ed notions about individual weapons owner-
ship and self-defense. Denver has gone as far
as declaring that because its a “home rule”
city, the Bill of Rights doesn’t apply within the
city limits—and an impossibly idiotic or cor-
rupt state supreme court has agreed.

In many ways these places are not the so-
phisticated, cosmopolitan hubs of Western
Civilization they advertise themselves to be.
They’re smug, self-satisfied, backward, provin-

cial potholes in the road, much more compa-
rable to Oxford, Mississippi, Selma, Alabama,
and other towns that fought against civil rights
for black people in the 1950s, and their may-
ors are like the cliche overweight sheriffs and
police chiefs with mirrored sunglasses stand-
ing in the way of moral and legal progress.

Nearly everywhere else in America, in ru-
ral areas and more and more small cities, the
horrendous mid-20th century crime problem
has been solved by the proper application of
modern technology and the Second Amend-
ment. Is it going to take a new generation of
Freedom Riders—or the domestic equivalent
of the Nuremberg War Crimes trials—to drag
the big cities and their authorities into the
21st century?

Will they ever be punished for their many
crimes? Of course they will, because we de-
mand it and will never rest until justice has
been served.

PS. We have just learned that a U.S. fed-
eral court of appeals has shoved a thumb in
Michael Bloomberg’s eye by ruling that a law-
suit he had mounted against the nation’s gun
manufacturers violates the 2005 Lawful Com-
merce in Arms Act—designed to prevent this
very kind of lawsuit.

Congratulations, court—too bad, Bloomie!

Letters
(continued from page 2)

A study of scholastic achievement of home
schooled children by Lawrence M. Rudner
at the University of Maryland found: “eighth
graders who are home schooled perform
approximately four grades above the national
average, on standardized testing, they average
in the 87th percentile while public school
peers average in the 61st percentile, and on
the 1999’s SAT, they scored 67 points above
the national average of 1,016”.

In spite of this report, the California
Court of Appeals has outlawed home school-
ing. The message is clear: “Parents do not
have a constitutional right to home school
their children”. Home schooling is no longer
an option for parents who might disagree
with the state-developed, state-sponsored cur-
riculum and teaching methods.

What we desperately need is separation of
schools and state.

Ed Konecnik
Flushing, NY
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JOIN THE MANHATTAN LIBERTARIAN PARTY
Be a part of the freedom revolution!

Join online at www.ManhattanLP.org
or mail this form along with your check to:

Manhattan Libertarian Party, Name
c/o0 Mark Axinn Address
175 East 73rd Street tity State Zip
New York, NY 10021
Home Phone Work Phone

E-mail address

Basic membership: $15 Additional donation: Political contributions
are not tax deductible.

Total Payment enclosed:

No, | don’t want to join at this time, but please add me to your announcement list.




