
The Texas Legislature is in Session! 
Time to be Alert!

The Texas legislature meets in odd-
numbered years in regular session 
for 140 days. During this short 
time, bills are rushed through both 
the Senate and the House, and 
proposed laws are sent to the 
Governor. In 2013, 10,630 bills 
were introduced (7,500 in the 
House and 3,130 in the Senate). 
This year, as of this writing, 1,814 

bills have already been introduced (1,342 in the House and 
472 in the Senate). Obviously, no one person can track all the 
bills, but if you have an interest in a particular area of the law 
– be it Agriculture, Education, Family, Insurance, Labor, 
Occupations, Tax, Water, or any of the other Texas Codes – 
you can look to see what has been proposed in that area and 
whether the proposals are something the Texas LP could, or 
should, support. I am following the Election Code. If you have
particular interests only, you can narrow your search for those 
topics.

The Texas LP might even
ask you to testify on a
particular piece of
legislation. Serious
candidates for legislative
office can use this time to
see the approach taken by
Ds and Rs on particular
issues and be better
prepared to have a
Libertarian solution to
propose in 2016.

Regardless of whether you have time to devote to assist the 
Texas LP legislative review, it behooves you to at least take a 
look at what is available online. Go here and just play around 
with the site to see if you find anything that interests you. You 
can learn how to follow a bill. You can also sign up to get 
alerts when something is going on with bills you wish to 
follow.

The regular legislative
session began January
13, 2015 and ends June
1, 2015. The Governor
has until June 21, 2015
to veto any bills.
Another key date is
March 13, 2015, the
general deadline for
filing bills. Lots of bills
are filed at the last minute, so if you can only devote 
investigation time during spring break, the date may work out 
well for you.

Forget Net Neutrality, Libertarians 
Want Net Freedom

FFTF, Fight For The Future,
is a nonprofit group fighting 
to implement "net 
neutrality" in the name of 
"Activating the internet for 
the public good." To 
accomplish this they want to
take the internet out of the 
hands of big greedy, 
powerful, corrupt 
corporations and put it into 
the hands of big greedy, 
powerful, corrupt 
government.

This is a problem Robert Wenzel wrote about in Economic 
Policy Journal in May and concluded, "The passion of the net 
neut is not amenable to reason and is not meant to be."
At least a few seem to almost comprehend the schizophrenic 
nature of their own goal. A recent fundraising email stated, 
"We’re up against some of the most powerful and politically 
well-connected companies in the world. Companies that are so
close to the government, sometimes it’s hard to tell the two 
apart."

Yet these "net neuts" seem incapable of taking the next logical 
step, that corporations are the creatures of government, that the
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http://www.legis.state.tx.us/Home.aspx
http://www.economicpolicyjournal.com/2014/05/are-net-neutrality-supporters-deeply.html
http://www.examiner.com/government
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http://www.legis.state.tx.us/resources/FollowABill.aspx
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two are in bed together not for the benefit of "the public good"
but for the mutual benefit of the power-mad, wealth-hungry, 
ego-preening ruling class psychopaths that control both.

It's hard to tell the two apart because they are not "apart," they 
are the same. Corporations (i.e., companies that have filed 
incorporation papers in order to get special privileges from the
government) frequently write the very legislation designed to 
"regulate" them. This ensures that they benefit from that 
legislation, specifically contrived to protect their profits by 
severely limiting new competition while frequently 
subsidizing their profits from taxpayer loot, eliminating 
personal liability for owners and investors, and by capping the 
financial liability of their own "legal person" when it acts 
irresponsibly or criminally.

The government operators, aka politicians, benefit from this 
arrangement when the corporate giants launder and recycle the
taxpayer booty, along with a little pre-allocated profit pelf, 
back into the politicians' pockets disguised as campaign 
donations or simply hidden as bribes, kickbacks, payoffs and 
other forms of graft.

This reality makes the FFTF goal a quixotic one. Imagine 

being repeatedly punched in the face by a big vicious bully, 
first with his left fist and then with his right fist. Net Neutrality
is like asking people to do everything within their power to 
shackle the bully's right Corporate Fist behind his back while 
asking him to keep beating them with his left Government 
Fist.

Libertarians want neither government nor its illegitimate 
progeny – corporations – to dictate to them via the internet. 
Again writing on Economic Policy Journal Robert Wenzel 
declared, "Net neutrality is evil government meddling. Let the 
markets rule!"

Editor's Note: Re-published from the Dallas Libertarian Examiner with 
permission from the author.

LPDC Membership Program!

Want to help out the LPDC and at the same time get some
cool libertarian swag? Check out our contributor 
membership program!

Attack of the Killer Anarchists from 
Outer Space

The following speech was
made by Kevin L Frederickson
at the January LPDC General
Meeting.

On this day in history -
January 13, 1833 - president
Andrew Jackson wrote a letter
in opposition to the principle
of nullification. Defenders of that principle argued that if the 
federal government tried to impose a law that was unjust, 
arbitrary, tyrannical, or all of the above, the states had a right 
to nullify it; and that without nullification, there would be no 
way to prevent them from imposing unjust laws on the states, 
or the people, without their consent.

Thomas Jefferson wrote in the Declaration of Independence 
that governments derive their just powers from the "consent of
the governed". Political philosophers had already been 
debating this idea for over a hundred years. One of the 
arguments against consent theory was that it leads inevitably 
to anarchy. And if there was one thing political theorists at the 
time could agree on, it was that anarchy was bad.
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When government becomes your online gatekeeper Net
Neutrality becomes Net Neutering (click to view video)

http://lpdallas.org/lpdc-memberships/
http://lpdallas.org/lpdc-memberships/
http://www.examiner.com/libertarian-in-dallas
http://www.economicpolicyjournal.com/2014/01/on-net-neutrality.html
http://www.examiner.com/topic/libertarians
http://www.cato-unbound.org/2008/11/10/roderick-t-long/corporations-versus-market-or-whip-conflation-now
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oTshrURtcjU
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It was assumed that without government, there could be no 
law; and that without law, there could only be chaos. In the 
words of Thomas Hobbes, "a war of all against all". So 
according to this theory, if our government were abolished 
today, we would all immediately put aside whatever we're 
doing at the moment, and do the one thing we most want to 
do, the one thing we all really want to do - which is, of course,
to kill each other.

People seem to fear the idea of anarchy, and those of us who 
defend it (such as myself, for example). Our way of thinking is
alien to them; so alien, they practically think of us as aliens - 
from outer space! That's not good. Aliens are scary; they want 
to exterminate the human race. At least according to most of 
the movies I've seen.

But this all serves rather well the interests of government. 
They would like you to believe that they are your protectors 
and that we anarchists are your enemies; that we wish to 
abolish not only government, but even law and justice; that 
we're actually in favor of worldwide death and destruction - 
murder and mayhem. This may be true of some anarchists. But
our government would like you to think we're all the same, 
that we're all killer anarchists - from outer space!

The state may pretend to be the 
great defender of law and justice; 
it may pretend to protect us from 
crime and so on. But the truth is 
quite the opposite. In his book 
Our Enemy, The State, Albert Jay 
Nock wrote that the state has 
never shown "any disposition to 
suppress crime, but only to 
safeguard its own monopoly of 
crime". The power of the state 
rests ultimately on taxation, which
of course is robbery. So, rather 

than defending law and justice; rather than protecting us from 
crime, the state is the greatest criminal of all. It's closer to the 
truth to say that anarchists are defenders of justice, precisely 
because we oppose statism and coercive government.

There are some who acknowledge this criminal nature of the 
state and nevertheless defend it. They claim it does more good
than bad; that the ends justify the means; that it's a necessary 
evil, and that the only alternative is anarchy and lawlessness, 
which according to them is much worse. They claim there are 
some things government must do, because only government 
can do them.

Economist Frederic
Bastiat wrote about the
seen and the unseen, and
the difference between
good and bad
economists. When
considering the
consequences of
government
intervention, and the
effects of a particular
law, the bad economist
only takes into account
the visible effects of that
law. The good
economist, on the other
hand, recognizes there
are things that would have happened, had that law never been 
enacted, had that law never existed; things which did not 
happen, because of that law.

To illustrate, suppose Karl Marx's dream came true. The whole
world is completely socialist. Everything is owned by the 
government; everyone works for the government; everything 
you have is made by the government - even the food you eat. 
Further suppose this is the only system anyone has ever 
known. No one has ever seen the free market in operation. In 
such a world, very few could even imagine the free market 
doing or providing anything. Most people would naturally 
assume that we need government to do everything, even to 
feed us; and that if not for them, we would all starve to death. 

Why do some people fail to take these unseen effects into 
account? I'm happy to give them the benefit of the doubt, and 
grant that it's not willful ignorance, but merely a lack of 
imagination. Normally it wouldn't matter either way. However,
some people are absolutely determined to impose their views 
on the rest of us by force, against our will, without our 
consent. But obviously, just because someone has no 
imagination, it doesn't give them the right to force their views 
on the rest of us.
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You may be a super genius: like Wile E. Coyote. You may 
have a fantastically spectacular idea. But someone else might 
not recognize your super-geniusness. They might not 
recognize the fantasticity, or for that matter the spectacularity, 
of your idea. You may be utterly convinced that you're a 
hundred percent right, and they're a hundred percent wrong. 
Nevertheless, you don't have a right to force your views on 
them.

Furthermore, if it's such a great idea, there's no need for force. 
You're perfectly free to persuade them that it's a good idea. If 
it is, other people will recognize it. Of course, they're just as 
free to disagree; they have the right to ignore your advice. And
the consequences of depriving them of that right are far more 
dangerous than the consequences of respecting it. H.L. 
Mencken said it best: "The kind of man who demands that 
government enforce his ideas is always the kind whose ideas 
are idiotic."

When a question is being debated, it presupposes that the 
question can potentially be resolved by rational debate. But if 
you're debating someone, and they pull out a gun and point it 
at your head, and say "Sorry, debate's over, we're gonna do it 
my way", I'm pretty sure there's an unwritten rule that says 
they forfeit the debate; that they automatically lose. But that is
the very essence of statism. George Washington supposedly 
once remarked that government "is not reason, it is not 
eloquence, it is force." The doctrine of statism has absolutely 
nothing to do with rational debate. This would seem to 
automatically invalidate any argument in favor of statism; to 
render null and void any argument in favor of coercive 
government.

Let's say I do something that's against the law (hypothetically 
speaking, of course). For example, let's say I use a drug that 
happens to be illegal (once again, purely hypothetical 
situation). The government - the bureaucrat, the politician, the 
policeman - is not the least bit interested in debating the law 
with me. And that is precisely because he knows he doesn't 
have a case; if he did, there would be no need for force. He is 
interested only in punishing me; and in the words of William 
Godwin, author of Political Justice, "He pretends to punish 
me because his argument is strong, but he really punishes me 
because his argument is weak."

So the question is, if statism
rests on force, why do people
bother debating it? Why do
they spend so much time and
effort arguing in favor of it?
The only plausible reason is
to perpetuate the idea that
statism really is the outcome
of rational debate; and that
our government, for example,
really does rest on consent.
This, of course, is an illusion.
Then again, the very power of
the state itself is an illusion. It
only has the power that we
the people allow it to have.
And when the illusion is
shattered, the power of the
state will shatter along with it. In the words of the great 16th 
century French libertarian philosopher, Etienne de la Boetie, 
who wrote the Discourse on Voluntary Servitude, "Resolve to 
serve no more, and at once you are free."

Freedom Under Increasing Pressure

I think freedom will come under 
steadily increasing pressure for the
foreseeable future, and libertarians
will have to match that increased 
pressure with increased effort. 
There are a number reasons for the
upcoming threat.

First, there is a growing obsession 
with safety and security at any 
price. This is a clear impression 
I’ve gleaned in recent years. Even 
when there is little evidence of 

increased danger, many people are treating children almost as 
prisoners, refusing even to let them walk to a park, for 
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example. There are increasing efforts to protect us from 
ourselves; many people support massive surveillance and 
searches of ordinary people. And many more people (many of 
my students, for example) openly say that whenever there’s a 
conflict, safety should take precedence over everything else. 
They want to do whatever it takes to be as safe as possible. 
The change in attitudes over the course of my lifetime is 
striking. I’m not sure what the reason for this is. There have 
been traumatic events and threats in recent years, but there 
have always been traumatic events and threats. Perhaps the 
media are mainly responsible because they sensationalize 
these events and give the impression that they are more 
common than they actually are.

Second, we are becoming more crowded as a consequence of 
growing population and more urbanization. As we become 
more crowded, we bump into each other more, and more 
people will call for restrictions on their neighbors.

Third, as knowledge grows and technology expands, we will 
discover (and maybe even create) more threats to health, to 
safety, and to other interests. Many people will then be 
tempted to call for more regulation of individuals and 
businesses to alleviate those threats.

Fourth, growing knowledge and technology will uncover and 
create more ways to alleviate existing threats. They will make 
us healthier. They will improve our productivity and our 
abilities to do all sorts of things. They will even manipulate 
our attitudes and behavior to make us more pleasant, 
convenient, useful, and unthreatening to the people around us, 
as well as to make us happier in our own lives. There will be 
efforts to force everyone to absorb and embrace these amazing
benefits in order to make the world a better place. For 
example, I foresee the day when, in a reversal of policy, 
reformers will want to force everyone to use performance 
enhancing drugs.

In fact, in recent decades there have arisen whole new 
disciplines and professions, planning and policy analysis, that 
have the job of redesigning the world (and redesigning us) to 
accelerate the march to Utopia. Policy wonks are greatly 

motivated: they have interesting and empowering work, and 
they can remake the world to their own specifications. They 
want to find the best way to do everything and then to force 
everyone to do it. They can do good on a massive scale. The 
lure is seductive. I know the appeal. I once wanted to be a 
wonk. The wonks are further enabled by millions of ordinary 
people who seem increasingly intolerant of everything they 
see as imperfect, and who insist on doing whatever it takes to 
solve every problem large and small, to fix everything, and to 
make the world what it “should” be. They can’t understand 
why anyone would question that.

Along with the desire to control everyone will come more 
technologies – mechanical, electronic, chemical, 
organizational, and behavioral – that will make surveillance 
and control easier and more effective. The combination of will
and ability will be powerful.

Libertarians will be hard pressed to resist all this. We’ll have 
to show that liberty is more likely than regimentation to solve 
problems and bring happiness. In fact, we might be able to use
advancing knowledge and technology to make all the other 
goals more compatible with liberty. I’m also certain that we’ll 
have to convince others that liberty is an essential end in itself,
a component of, and not mere a means to, a life worth living. 
In the middle of a storm of threats from all directions, I doubt 
if much liberty can survive unless there is an explicit 
commitment to that principle as a foundation of life. That is 
why the Libertarian Party or its equivalent will always be 
indispensable. 

Here is also a book recommendation: In @ War, Shane Harris 
discusses cyber-warfare and the “military-internet complex”. 
Harris chronicles government intrusion into our lives in 
response to yet another threat, and concludes that private 
companies have been at least as effective as government in 
defending against cyber-attack. The book is well researched, 
and has enough detail to be a reference book.
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Upcoming Meetings

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

5321 E Mockingbird Ln, Dallas, TX

• Li  bertarian Party of Dallas Coun  ty General 
Meeting
◦ February 10th, 7:00 PM – 9:00 PM

2nd Tuesday of Every Month
◦ Sambuca - Uptown

2120 McKinny Ave., Dallas, TX

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
◦ Economics in One Lesson, Henry Hazlitt
◦ Healing Our World, Dr. Mary Ruwart

• 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
◦ Students for Liberty

studentsforliberty.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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Hey you!

Are you done reading this newsletter? Get one of your friends or
family members to read it!

LPDC Officer List
Chair – Paul Petersen (chair@lpdallas.org)
Vice-Chair – Curry B. Taylor (vicechair@lpdallas.org)
Secretary – Eugene Flynn (secretary@lpdallas.org)
Treasurer – Curry B. Taylor (treasurer@lpdallas.org)

LPDC At-Large Directors
Jim Birchfield (listjims@yahoo.com)
Marshall Beerwinkle (m_beerwinkle@yahoo.com)
Kevin Frederickson (dallaslibertarian@gmail.com)
Ed Maddox (ed@lpdallas.org)
Dianne Mueller (dianne@lpdallas.org)
Yvette Shaw (redettevy@yahoo.com)

Working Committee Leaders
Marketing – Dianne Mueller (dianne@lpdallas.org)
Outreach – Dianne Mueller (dianne@lpdallas.org)
Fundraising – <currently vacant>
Webmaster – Jordan Wagnon (wagnon.jordan@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.

mailto:wagnon.jordan@gmail.com
http://www.lp.org/
http://lpdallas.org/
mailto:dianne@lpdallas.org
mailto:dianne@lpdallas.org
mailto:redettevy@yahoo.com
mailto:dianne@lpdallas.org
mailto:ed@lpdallas.org
mailto:dallaslibertarian@gmail.com
mailto:m_beerwinkle@yahoo.com
mailto:listjims@yahoo.com
mailto:treasurer@lpdallas.org
mailto:secretary@lpdallas.org
mailto:vicechair@lpdallas.org
mailto:chair@lpdallas.org
http://mol.redbarn.org/objectivism/writing/InBrief/
http://praxeology.net/molinari.htm
http://www.cato.org/
http://www.freetalklive.com/
http://studentsforliberty.org/
http://www.lp.org/
http://lptexas.org/
http://lpdallas.org/
http://www.meetup.com/Dallas-Libertarians/
http://www.meetup.com/Dallas-Libertarians/
http://maps.google.com/maps?f=q&hl=en&q=2120+McKinney+Ave,+Dallas,+TX,+75201,+us
http://www.meetup.com/Dallas-Libertarians/events/220315013/
http://www.meetup.com/Dallas-Libertarians/events/220315013/
http://www.meetup.com/Dallas-Libertarians/events/220315013/
http://www.meetup.com/Dallas-Libertarians/events/220315013/
http://maps.google.com/maps?f=q&hl=en&q=5321+E+Mockingbird+Ln,+Dallas,+TX,+75206,+us

	The Texas Legislature is in Session! Time to be Alert!
	Forget Net Neutrality, Libertarians Want Net Freedom
	Attack of the Killer Anarchists from Outer Space
	Freedom Under Increasing Pressure
	Upcoming Meetings

