
Malts in the Cafeteria

When I was in 6th grade, three
of my classmates and I ran for
Student Council President.
The entire student body
would vote, and the one of us
with the most votes would be
President, second-most Vice
President, third would be
Secretary and fourth place
Treasurer. Looking back on
that, I suppose the other three
offices were mostly for show.
There was little opportunity for us to manage a lot of cash, or 
write tons of letters. Vice President was only there in case the 
President was sick and unable to fulfill the obligations of the 
office. President was the only job that REALLY mattered, and 
that was the job I wanted.

I hope you’ll believe me when I say I was motivated by only 
the purest intentions — I sincerely wanted to make the school 
a better place. I put a lot of time and thought into my speech 
and carefully selected an outfit to wear. 

I realize now that my ideas for leading the school through the 
1976-77 school year were nothing monumental. I wanted to 
place a Suggestion Box in the library so any student could 
make their ideas known; I wanted to start a student newspaper.
Maybe there was something in the speech about soliciting 
student volunteers to pick up litter from the playground, and 
that the big kids should be deterred from bullying the little 
kids. At the time, it seemed like a solid platform. 

On Election Day, I wore my 
white sweater with a hand-
lettered campaign button 
pinned over my heart. We 
gave our speeches at a 
podium set up at the front of 
the cafeteria. 

Todd, a red-haired, freckled 
boy on whom I’d had a crush
since 4th grade, gave his 

speech first. It (unlike him) was nothing remarkable. Though 

my heart was still loyal and he was definitely the cutest boy in 
our class, he was not, I decided, Presidential material. My best 
friend Debbie gave her speech next. She was a worthier 
opponent, and prettier than me, but still I felt confident, 
thinking I had a real shot at the power seat at Sharonville 
Elementary. I knew Debbie really wanted to be Class 
Secretary, but since there was just the one election, she was 
hoping for third place in the popular vote.

Then it was Chris’ turn. I remember just one sentence from his
speech, but it was the sentence that torpedoed my dreams of 
the Presidency: “Elect me and we will have malts in the 
cafeteria… every day!”

Now, really — frozen chocolate
malts were a coveted treat. They
cost a quarter extra, and the
cafeteria ladies put them on the
lunch menu maybe twice a
month. To blithely suggest that it
was within the Student Council
President’s authority to open the
floodgates and provide unlimited
chocolate malts was…
irresponsible. 

But it didn’t matter, as long as
the voters believed it.

My carefully thought-out speech was lost to the ages. Nothing 
I said would have mattered at that point. Chris had the election
in the bag.

Chicanery! I was indignant, and even though the word 
chicanery wasn’t in my vocabulary at the time, I had just been 
schooled on the concept.

When the votes were tallied, the results were announced over 
the school public address system. Chris had been elected 
President, I was Vice-President, Debbie was Secretary and 
Todd Treasurer.

A month after our inauguration, it became painfully clear that 
Chris could not deliver on his campaign promise, and his 
approval rating plunged. Hobbled by the bureaucracy in the 
cafeteria, he resigned office before he could be impeached. As 
Vice-President, I assumed the President’s duties, and the 
Suggestion Box was installed in the library.
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Malts in the cafeteria. Every time a politician makes a 
promise, that’s what I hear. It’s all just malts in the cafeteria.

Editor's Note: Re-published from the August 2010 Freeman Online with 
permission from the author.

Tracy is an author of dystopian novels for young adults!

You can read about Tracy's books on her website. 

Legislature adjourns! Next up, 
regulations.

Twenty-seven bills amending 113
sections in 33 different Chapters 
of the Texas Election Code have 
been signed into law by the 
Governor. 

The most important one for the 
Texas LP is that candidates for 
state and local offices must now 
be registered to vote in the 

district from which they seek election. Now is the time for 
people considering a run for office to get registered in the 
appropriate district. This can be an issue for college students 
who wish to run in their college town but are registered back 
home. Time to change that registration.

Another bill repealed the requirement for a petition in addition
to a filing fee for statewide Judicial Candidates for primary 
parties. This could be a problem for the Texas LP maintaining 
ballot access. The Democrats in the recent past often could not
get the sufficient signatures needed, that is “50 from each 
court of appeals district,” leaving only a Republican and a 
Libertarian in a race. Now primary party candidates just need 
to pay the filing fee and this may allow the Democrats to run 
candidates in every
race. 2016 may be
another 2002 for the
Texas LP, when last
we lost ballot
access. We will
need strong
statewide Judicial
Candidates.
Statewide judicial
candidates must be
at least 35 years of age and an attorney, before the general 

election date, November 3, 2016. The only non-judicial 
statewide candidate in 2016 will be Railroad Commissioner. 

As to regulations, I would suspect the Texas Secretary of State
(SOS) will propose regulations that will affect the Texas LP 
such as trying to make the life of the SOS office easier by 
having us conform with the primary party requirements. We 
might see such with the ability to access the SOS website to 
provide for certification of nominees by posting on the SOS 
website rather than sending in writing. Such ability has been 
granted to the Primary Parties but not to the Convention 
Parties. Watching the weekly Texas Register for proposed 
regulations from now until the 2016 election is important.

In addition to the SOS, the Texas Ethics Commission (TEC) 
may propose regulations that will affect the Texas LP, our 
candidates, or supporters of our candidates. The TEC has been
active. They have proposed that the definition of “In 
connection with a campaign” Ch 20.1(21) be amended. 
Originally that proposed amendment appeared in the May 8, 
2015 issue of the Texas Register. That proposal was 
withdrawn and another proposed rule appeared in the July 3, 
2015 Texas Register. Want to help the Texas LP monitor 
proposed amendments and perhaps even prepare comments? 
Contact the Texas LP chair at chair@LPTexas.org.

Other tidbits from the 2015 legislative session include the fact 
that May elections will now be on the 1st Saturday in May 
rather than the 2nd. The date for certification of presidential 
electors has been moved. 
SB 1073 will create
confusion regarding the
necessary recipient of the
names of Convention
Parties' nominees, once
they are ready to be sent
in. Texas LP County
Chairs should be prepared
to hear “we don't do that anymore.” The SOS needs to make 
clear to the County authorities that Convention Parties will 
still be sending in the names of their nominees as they have in 
the past.

Note that while it will be 
months before the Texas 
Statutes website is 
updated with all the 
amendments, they have 
put some notes within the
statutes referencing new 
legislation that will 
change the particular 
Chapter.

Obviously, there is much 
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for the Texas LP to do between now and the 2016 election. 
Can you help? Can you be a candidate? If not, can you be an 
active member of a campaign? How about being the person in 
the back room providing technical support, or perhaps 
advising candidates, helping them remember the dates for 
filing Ethics reports? No contribution is too small. Lots of 
small contributions result in larger successes.

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!

Some Historical Observations on Rights 
in the U.S. Constitution

I’ve recently become aware of
some interesting facts surrounding
the development of the U.S.
Constitution and the Bill of Rights
that have practical implications for
the present. Leonard Levy might
be best known to libertarians for
his book License to Steal, on civil
asset forfeiture. Among many
other books, he also wrote Origins
of the Bill of Rights (Yale
University Press, 1999). In this
book, he traces the development of the U.S. Bill of Rights 
from the Magna Carta through the colonial era to the passage 
of the Bill of Rights.

This process was not neat and 
careful. For one thing, it occurred 
very gradually, without a clear end 
in sight, through small changes in 
legislation and court decisions. Yet 
the accumulated impact was 
enormous. This suggests we need 
to be alert to small changes being 
proposed for or against us, and to 
try to influence them. We also need
to be ready to seize opportunities to
creatively develop situations to our
advantage.

For another thing, the whole process was riddled with legal 
fictions. Actually it wasn’t really that formal: it was more 
likely just manipulation, trickery, or even outright mistakes. 

For example, the writ of habeas corpus was hallowed and 
received widespread support over the years in part because of 
the traditional view that it was derived from the Magna Carta, 
but in fact it was not. Freedom might benefit from some 
strategic inaccuracies of this nature. Insistence on too much 
accuracy and precision could be counter-productive. Of 
course, if the legal system works in this way, that can cause 
problems. For one thing, both sides can use the method. We 
need to be on the lookout in case the opposition does this. The 
process is similar to setting new precedents through activist 
interpretation.

Last, it’s surprising how often that creation of 
legislation and constitutions at both the state and national 
levels has been haphazard, careless, and thrown together at the
last minute without much thought, frequently leaving obvious 
rights, such as freedom of speech, out of bills of rights without
any apparent reason. This shows once more that we need to 
examine the details of proposed laws.

In addition to these generalizations about the 
development of law relating to rights, the book offers 
interesting facts about the specific development of the U. S. 
Bill of Rights. Of course the Framers didn’t include a Bill of 
Rights in the Constitution. There could have been a number of
reasons for this, but the main reason seems to be that they just 
weren’t interested. They didn’t even discuss it much. Anti-
Federalist activists used the omission as an issue to help them 
defeat ratification of the Constitution, but they didn’t seem to 
really care about the Bill of Rights or the rights of individuals 
in general. They mostly were concerned about defeating the 
proposed constitution to preserve the power of the states, and 
criticizing the absence of a Bill of Rights was a means for 
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doing this. The true push for a Bill of Rights came through the
outrage and activism of ordinary people. Responding to this, 
delegates to some state ratifying conventions ratified, but at 
the same time urged the addition of a Bill of Rights later. 
Some prominent Anti-Federalists were afraid the movement to
add a Bill of Rights would lead to the ratification of the 
Constitution – and it did. For further information on the role of
ordinary citizens in securing protection of rights see Woody 
Holton, Unruly Americans and the Origins of the Constitution 
(Hill and Wang, 2007). I guess the lesson here is that we 
should be skeptical of trusting elites too much, and that we 
should be ready to rally public opinion when we can.

Rights weren’t as secure in early America as most 
people think. The road was rocky and winding, with many 
roadblocks deliberately put in place, many unintended 
consequences, and many happy accidents. This could be 
discouraging since it shows our historical foundations really 
aren’t that solid – yet we have made progress in spite of it all. 
It puts our current problems into perspective, and might even 
be cause for optimism.

Mental Levers that Move the 
Libertarian World

Archimedes famously 
declared, "Give me a lever 
long enough and a fulcrum 
on which to place it, and I 
shall move the world." Now 
the question is whether 
"mental levers" are long 
enough – or effective or 
persuasive or insightful 
enough – to move the world 
of our minds.

Archimedes' fulcrum is 
defined by the Free Dictionary as "the point or support on 
which a lever pivots" but the same dictionary also aptly 
defines a fulcrum for a mental level: "An agent through which 
vital powers are exercised."

In the case of mental levers the fulcrum/agent is The Zero 
Aggression Project (ZAP).

"The Zero Aggression Project," announced ZAP President Jim 
Babka, "has added a major tool to its website – Mental Levers.
These short articles answer questions about libertarianism. We
call them levers because levers are tools that allow you to 
accomplish more work with less effort."

ZAP co-creator Perry Willis adds, "Libertarians use ideas in 
exactly this way – as levers. We have dozens of facts, 
principles, and examples that we use repeatedly, on a wide 
range of issues." But what exactly are mental levers and how 
do they work?

The Zero Aggression Principle against coercion, intimidation 
and fraud is the mental lever for libertarians. The fulcrum 
could be any issue. The fulcrum and mental lever act together 
as a question and answer. Voluntaryist-libertarians use The 
Principle as their lever to judge all questions "yes" or "no." 
For every issue one should ask "Does the proposed policy (in 
politics, society, law, economics, etc.) require a threat of force 
to make innocent people act against their own conscience or 
preference?" If the answer is "yes" decent people should 
oppose politicians, bureaucrats, police or anyone else 
imposing such policies on anyone. Try it yourself:

Should some people be forced against their will for any reason
to bake wedding cakes for other people? Should some people 
be forced against their will to redistribute the money they've 
legitimately earned to others who have not earned it? Should 
childless people
be forced against
their will to
educate other
people's
children, or
healthy people
forced to cure
sick people, or
the rich forced
to support the
poor?

Or shouldn't all people be encouraged to act together in 
mutually voluntary ways to help one another?
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Libertarian Girl launched July 23, 2015. The more
libertarian, voluntaryist, Zero Aggression Principle

voices the better.

An even better way to understand mental levers is to apply the
levers to yourself. Should you be coerced, intimidated or 
defrauded into fighting in a war you believe is immoral; to be 
forced to support a particular position on abortion, on 
handguns, on immigration, on foreign policy, on religious 
practices, that you personally believe to be wrong because 
they go against your closely-held moral principles?

To libertarians, anyone who sanctions coercion against others, 
even when they try to wash the blood from their own hands by
asking government to do the dirty work for them, are 
underserving of sympathy when coercion inevitably becomes 
blowback against them. After all, they supported the source of 
the aggression; they got what they deserved.

Mental levers teach us that left vs. right commentary is 
irrelevant; only authoritarian vs. libertarian issues matter.

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

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
◦ August 11th, 7:00 PM – 9:00 PM

2nd Tuesday of Every Month
◦ Sambuca - Uptown

2120 McKinney 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

Page 5

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/223162967/
http://www.meetup.com/Dallas-Libertarians/events/223162967/
http://www.meetup.com/Dallas-Libertarians/events/223162967/
http://www.meetup.com/Dallas-Libertarians/events/223162967/
http://maps.google.com/maps?f=q&hl=en&q=5321+E+Mockingbird+Ln,+Dallas,+TX,+75206,+us
http://www.examiner.com/libertarian-in-dallas
http://www.examiner.com/topic/commentary
http://www.examiner.com/government
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yCGUzVIlRWU


Libertarian Party of Dallas County, Texas August 2015

This side of the page intentionally left blank as we wait for
you to join us in the libertarian revolution.
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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
Marshall Beerwinkle (m_beerwinkle@yahoo.com)
Kevin Frederickson (dallaslibertarian@gmail.com)
Dianne Mueller (dianne@lpdallas.org)
Yvette Shaw (redettevy@yahoo.com)

Working Committee Leaders
Marketing – <currently vacant>
Outreach – <currently vacant>
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.

Hey you!

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