
Refuting Arguments Against 
Libertarians Voting

I have heard three major 
arguments against the act of 
voting, even for explicitly 
and uncompromisingly 
libertarian candidates. I offer 
these rebuttals.

Argument A: "Voting 
is immoral, as it gives 
sanction to the system."

Rebuttals:

1. You have just received a visit from thugs representing the 
neighborhood gang, who told you that if you do not pay a 
certain amount each week, your business would be 
firebombed. You hire a private investigator, who infiltrates the 
mob, brings them down, and saves you from their extortion.

Have you, or the investigator, "given sanction" to the mob? Of 
course not. And voting for libertarian candidates (and/or being 
one yourself) who will infiltrate the ultimate gang -- The State 
-- does not give sanction to the system.

2. Majority rule does not justify violating rights and, therefore, 
is not a valid way to decide what government will do. 
However, the mere fact that an individual holds any given 
public office -- even if one believes, as I do, that such offices 
should not exist -- does not in and of itself violate rights. 
Therefore, the use of majority (or plurality) decision to 
determine who will hold any given office is morally 
acceptable.

Argument B: ”Don't vote -- it only encourages 
them."

This makes for a cute bumper sticker, but that's about
all.

Rebuttals:

1. When have you ever heard a politician, or establishment 

pundit, point to a *high* voter turnout as a sign of 
contentment? You haven't. Low voter turnouts, however, are 
often cited as evidence the public is happy with the statist quo.

2. If statists want 
libertarians to vote, why 
do they make it so hard 
for the Libertarian Party 
to even get on the ballot? 

3. Most laws and 
regulations supposedly 
designed to make 
registration and voting 
easier do *not* facilitate 
either process for 
legitimate voters, but 
rather for voters not 
eligible (Said ineligibility could be for a variety of reasons, 
such as having died years before.) Reforms which might 
encourage more eligible voters to go to the polls, such as 
weekend elections or longer voting hours on Election Day, are 
rarely even proposed, let alone adopted.

Argument C: "Your vote doesn't matter."

Rebuttal:

The odds that a single vote will determine who
finishes first in an election are indeed tiny. But
politicians and their handlers read the election
returns. If they think changing a policy -- or
policies -- will bring them more votes at the next
election, they'll make that change (or those changes).

This is especially true when a third place finisher
garners a number of votes greater than the number
separating the winner from the runner-up.

So, libertarians: vote! In good conscience, go vote!

Dallas County is taking over Texas!

Two former LPDC activists have moved away and have 
become County Chairs: Zachary Smith in Taylor County, 
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and Cory Lane in Wise County. Way to go, guys!

North Texas Sheriffs Won't Enforce 
Unconstitutional Gun Laws

Collin County Sheriff Terry G. Box lit a 
firestorm of controversy when he 
publicly announced that he would not 
enforce unconstitutional gun laws in his 
jurisdiction.

He is certainly not alone.

As of January 31 the Constitutional Sheriffs and Peace 
Officers Association reported that there were "229 Sheriffs 
Saying 'NO' to Obama Gun Control" along with two state 
sheriff's associations.

The Lone Star State boasts 11 of these rights-advocating 
sheriffs with three serving the North Texas Metroplex counties 
of Collin, Ellis and Johnson and another one in nearby Hill 
County.

(The numbers keep growing. Between that date and posting 
this article the numbers have risen to 256 county sheriffs that 
now include 15 Texas counties along with six state sheriff's 
associations nationwide. [Editor's Note: As of February 4th, there were 

267 total and 18 from Texas.])

Sheriff Box posted this statement on his Facebook page on 
January 22:

Collin County Sheriff 
Won't Enforce Gun Laws 
That He Says Violate 
Constitution NBC 5 
Dallas-Ft Worth.

"Neither I nor any of my deputies will participate 
in the enforcement of laws that violate our 
precious Constitutional rights, including our 
Second Amendment right to keep and bear arms."

While defended by those who understand the US Constitution 
and the citizen's relationship to it, others have reviled Box in 
the online "Comments" sections of the area's news media.

A small sampling includes calling Box "an ignorant fool" 
(Dallas Morning News); "Another paranoid right wing 
whacko sheriff" and "a damn old stupid fool" (WFAA.com); 
and "Just another pompous drama queen nutcase" 
(nbcdfw.com).

But a majority of North Texans, 
and Texans overall, would 
appear to agree with Box if the 
state's lawmakers are any 
indication.

Down in Austin the 2013 
Legislative Session is in 
progress and several handgun-
related issues will be up for 
discussion, including open 
carry, teacher carry, student carry and nullification of 
unconstitutional gun laws addressed by Box's statement.

Among the House and Senate bills already filed are:

HB 553 is the "Second Amendment Preservation Act" 
(nullification bill),

HB 700 would allow Concealed Handgun License (CHL) 
holders to carry openly,

HB 706 and SB 182 would allow CHL holders to carry on the 
premises of institutions of higher education by students, staff, 
and faculty (See Empty Holster Protest),

And still to come is Dallas Rep Jason Villalba's "Protection of 
Texas Children Act" that would put armed "school marshals" 
in Texas public schools, effectively ending schools as "gun 
free zones."

Since the Libertarian Party has always supported equal rights 
for gun owners, there's little doubt that the Texas LP will be 
championing these bills in Austin.

Editor's Note: Re-published from the Dallas Libertarian Examiner 
(www.examiner.com/libertarian-in-dallas) with permission from the author.
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How To Serve America

In the Damon Knight 
short story To Serve Man 
(which also inspired a 
Twilight Zone episode) 
earth is visited by an alien 
race known as the 
'Kanamit' who share their 
advanced knowledge with 
mankind. As a result, 
conditions improve 
tremendously. Crime and 
disease are reduced to a 
minimum; poverty, 
hunger, and war are brought to an end. 

The humans get hold of a book written in the Kanamit 
language. Experts attempt to decipher it. They quickly 
discover the title: 'How To Serve Man', but the rest proves 
more difficult. People naturally assume the book contains the 
instructions that the aliens have been using to assist humanity. 
Later the true meaning of the title is revealed: it's a 
COOKBOOK.

Politicians would 
like us to think 
that they 
represent us, that 
they act in our 
interest -- that 
they serve us. 
And they must 
manufacture 
numerous myths 
to convince us of 
it. Among these 
myths is the idea 

that our government 'serves' us by waging endless wars, in 
order to save us from evil dictators and the like.

Coercive government is by its very nature the enemy of the 
people, so the people's antipathy toward it is quite 
understandable. War, in effect, redirects this antipathy away 
from one's own government, and toward the other nation. So, 
although in theory the purpose of the warfare state is to save 
us from power-hungry despots around the world, in practice 
the actual effect is to save our own power-hungry despots -- 
from us.

War distracts people from government's abuses of power at 
home. In Shakespeare's Henry IV, the dying king instructs his 
heir to 'busy giddy minds with foreign quarrels' in order to 

divert attention away from domestic troubles.

War also gives politicians an excuse to give themselves yet 
more power. As Robert Higgs explains in Crisis and 
Leviathan, government power always expands in wartime. 
And when the war is over, government never returns to its pre-
war level.

Our government's imperialist policies inevitably provoke acts 
of terrorism, which in turn provide the perfect excuse to create 
oppressive tools at home such as the Patriot Act and the TSA. 
Their reasoning seems to be: Terrorists attack us because we're 
free; therefore, if we give up our freedom, terrorists will stop 
attacking us.

Makes perfect sense, right?

These proto-police-state policies teach us to obey authority 
automatically, without question -- without thinking. They turn 
people into mindless slaves. We're supposed to believe our 
government is 'serving' us by saving us from terrorists. But in 
reality, by implementing these policies, our government is - as 
with war - saving itself from the people.

People assume the purpose of the welfare state is to save us 
from poverty. This erroneous assumption results from an 
extremely superficial view of government.

The architect of the modern welfare state was also the 
architect of the German empire -- the ultra-conservative Otto 
Von Bismarck, chancellor of Germany from 1867 to 1890. He 
had good reason to fear a socialist uprising, and he created the 
welfare state in order to forestall revolution. Our politicians 
today support the welfare state for exactly the same reason as 
Bismarck: to purchase political loyalty.

So, rather than saving us from poverty, the chief consequence 
of the welfare state is, once again, to save the politicians from 
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us.

Some people oppose certain government policies because they 
don't achieve their purpose. But those who value liberty 
oppose those policies because they do exactly what they are 
designed to do, and that is to maintain and extend the power of 
government.

Contrary to 
popular belief, 
politicians are 
not so different 
from human 
beings. They, 
too, can 
invariably be 
expected to act 
in their own 
interests. Our 
'public servants' 
may not actually 
get their 
instructions 
from a book 

entitled How To Serve America, but if they did...it would be a 
COOKBOOK.

LPDC member honored as Volunteer of the Year!

Dallas County LP Chair for Precinct 3009, Eugene J. 
Flynn, was honored on December 15, 2012 as the Texas 
LP volunteer of the year.

Thanks for all your hard work and dedication to our 
cause, Eugene!

Libertarians v. libertarians: The 
Problem of Purity

I was first inspired to begin writing 
this over a year ago when I read 
the blog post entitled Libertarians: 
the problems of purity. This article 
is over a year in the making, not 
because of its depth or greatness 
(hardly), but because of the 
challenge for the author of 
expressing my beliefs in a way that 
is comprehensible to others.

My plea is this – Libertarians (note 

uppercase L which indicates party affiliation) need to stop 
putting purity tests on libertarians (note lowercase l which 
indicates philosophical affiliation). My primary source for this 
plea is the World’s Smallest Political Quiz (aka the Advocate’s 
Quiz, aka the Nolan Chart).

Let’s take the following as an example. Ms. Apple is a school 
teacher who is intensely against adult possession and use of 
drugs including marijuana and even alcohol. She thinks that 
prostitution should remain illegal, but has no problem with 
homosexual marriage. She also is intensely pro First 
Amendment, against a draft, and detests the idea of a National 
ID card.

In addition, Ms. Apple thinks the “government safety net” 
should definitely remain in place. To enable this, she believes 
spending and taxes could be cut, but not drastically. She favors 
ending all forms of welfare, save the safety net, and is a 
proponent of free trade.

According to the Nolan Chart, Ms. Apple scores as a 
libertarian, falling just above the centrist line at a score of 
70/70.

Now here's the problem.

Mr. Myself is an apex libertarian scoring 100/100 on the 
Nolan Chart. He is very proud of his "credentials," but the 
truth is he has arrived at his positions over time. In fact, he 
started out very near where Ms. Apple is today.

The problem as I see it is when Mr. Myself encounters Ms. 
Apple online during a Facebook debate on marijuana 
legalization. It is likely Mr. Myself will attempt to persuade 
Ms. Apple to see it his way, citing innumerable statistics and 
Reason Magazine articles. After some time, it is likely 
reductio ad hitlerum will lead to Mr. Myself to believe that 
Ms. Apple is Dr. Mengele reincarnate, and Ms. Apple will 
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view Myself as Bill Murray’s groundskeeper character of Carl 
Spackler in Caddyshack.

 

I have seen this played out (and yes, even played my part in) 
countless conversations both online and in person, and it 
always leads to one fewer Libertarian. We need to stop the 
madness.

My suggested remedy comes from Edwin Friedman, author of 
one of my all-time favorite books, A Failure of Nerve. In the 
preface is this gem, Friedman writes, "The colossal 
misunderstanding of our time is the assumption that insight 
will work with people who are unmotivated to change." For 
more on this visit a previous   Kless     blog   post about this quo  te  .

Friedman’s prescription is simply this – If you care about the 
prospective relationship and want to advance your cause, 
figure out how to remain connected to the other person and let 
them know you are there to support them.

Yep, that is it. No cajoling, no more statistics, no more 
Reason.com posts. Just remain available in what he calls a 
non-anxious presence mode.

If the Libertarian Party is to advance we need more leaders 
who embrace this mode of thinking. We have to stop 
ostracizing people, especially those with whom we agree on so 
much.

Who will join me?

Quaker Confusions

America has several 
denominations of people that 
are pacifist, or nearly so, but 
the most well-known for that 
aspect of their creed is the 
Quakers.

A steadfast refusal to use 
violence (at least directly, a 
distinction I'll clarify in a 
moment) makes even more 
inspiring the Quaker 
participation in The 
Underground Railroad. This state of affairs meant that, should 
any of the many Quakers who participated in that glorious 
endeavor ever be attacked by slave-hunters, their creed would 
have prohibited them from defending themselves – quite a 
precarious thought considering that many slave-hunters were 
little better than mad dogs.

But what is puzzling about some (definitely not all!) Quakers 
is that they not only tolerate, but, in many cases, encourage, 
force -- that is, force used by a government to promote ends 
they find desirable. Morally/ethically speaking, of course, 
there is no distinction between coercive force employed by 
politicians versus by private citizens. Moreover, there is no 
moral/ethical distinction between violating human rights for 
noble goals and engaging in such violations for odious 
purposes.
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To give a concrete example, what moral difference is there 
among the Barbary Pirates demanding “tribute money” to 
operate in “their” territory, the Mafia demanding “protection 
money” to operate in “its” territory, and The State demanding 
“sales tax” to operate in “its” territory? Another example: what 
moral difference is there between a mugger using force to 
compel a person to finance the mugger's distaste for work and 
a tax collector's use of force to compel a person to finance a 
hospital? The philosophy of “the ends justify the means” is the 
ultimate amorality.

No Quaker -- indeed, no consistent pacifist of any variety -- 
should vote for any candidate willing to abridge rights, 
regardless of the ends toward which such abuses are aimed.

That, of course, would disqualify virtually every candidate 
nominated by either of the two major tax-subsidized political 
parties. Although the Democrats and Republicans have 
agendas which somewhat differ, their method is the same, and 
it involves the initiation of force against individuals or groups 
(as opposed to defensive or retaliatory force).

If an individual forswears using a tactic directly, is it not 
inconsistent to accept -- or worse, vote for -- the use of that 
same tactic by politicians and bureaucrats? (I will not invoke 
the term “hypocritical” as many such individuals have never 
pondered the contradiction.)

For human rights,

Jeff Daiell

Upcoming Meetings

• Trivia night at Trinity Hall   
◦ Every Sunday Night, 7:30 PM
◦ Trinity Hall Irish Pub & Restaurant   

5321 E Mockingbird Ln, Dallas, TX

• LPDC Marketing Committee Meeting  
◦ February 16th, 5:00 PM
◦ Panera Bread  

7839 Park Ln, Dallas, TX 75231

Up-to-date meeting announcements and details can always be 
found on meetup.com. (www.meetup.com/Dallas-
Libertarians/)

Libertarian References

• Books
◦ Good to be King, Michael Badnarik

◦ Why Government Doesn't Work, Harry Browne
◦ Atlas Shrugged, Ayn Rand
◦ Libertarianism: A Primer, David Boaz

• Videos
◦ Neitzsche and the Nazis, Stephen Hicks
◦ Bullsh*t!, Penn & Teller
◦ Free to Choose, Milton Friedman
◦ America: Freedom to Fascism, Aaron Russo

• Websites
◦ The Libertarian Party of Dallas County

lpdallas.org
◦ The Libertarian Party of Texas

lptexas.org
◦ The National Libertarian Party

www.lp.org
◦ Free Talk Live

www.freetalklive.com
◦ The Cato Institute

www.cato.org
◦ Molinari Institute

praxeology.net/molinari.htm
◦ Objectivism In-Brief

mol.redbarn.org/objectivism/writing/InBrief
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LPDC Officer List
Chair – Paul Petersen (chair@lpdallas.org)
Vice-Chair – Curry Taylor (vicechair@lpdallas.org)
Secretary – Jordan Wagnon (secretary@lpdallas.org)
Treasurer – Paul Osborn (treasurer@lpdallas.org)

LPDC At-Large Directors
Marshall Beerwinkle (m_beerwinkle@yahoo.com)
Kevin Frederickson (dallaslibertarian@gmail.com)
Marcus Huffer (marcus.huffer@gmail.com)
Dave Mason (david.mason@verizonwireless.com)

Working Committee Leaders
Marketing – Kevin Frederickson (dallaslibertarian@gmail.com)
Events – Kevin Frederickson (dallaslibertarian@gmail.com)

The LPDC is a local branch of the Libertarian Party based in Dallas 
County, Texas. Find out more about the LPDC at http://lpdallas.org. 
The Libertarian Party is the third largest political party in the United 
States, and was established in 1971 to promote more freedom and 
less intrusive government in all aspects of life. Find out more about 
the LP at http://www.lp.org.
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