Why Libertarians Need to Show Up at
the Polls in November and Vote for LP
Candidates
by Aubrey L. Eyrolles

With the Libertarian National
Convention behind us and with
Gary Johnson as our nominee
for President, there is some
discord within the Libertarian
Party. Many feel that Johnson is
not principled enough to be our
nominee, a sentiment that
became more common with the
selection of William Weld as the
Vice Presidential nominee.
While many of us will rally
behind the candidates that were
chosen, there is concern among
some that Libertarians will not show up to the polls in
November.
There are two myths that are prevalent among Libertarians
(and even more so among the public at large) when it comes to
voting for Presidential candidates. The first myth is that voting
for the Libertarian candidate is going to be a wasted vote
because there is no way that the Libertarian candidate could
actually win the Presidency. The second myth is that you
should not show up at the polls because it is a corrupt process,
or that your vote, regardless of which party you vote for, does
not matter. It seems that many Libertarians believe in at least
one of these two myths, if not both. I will be addressing both
of these myths and the reasons why you should not use these
myths as your guiding light on whether or not you will vote in
November.
Myth Number One: A vote for the Libertarian Party is a
wasted vote.
If I had a dollar for every time I heard this direct quote from
people, I would be a billionaire by now. I have come to expect
this type of attitude from those in our society who cannot
fathom how this country could function without the two-party
system. However, when I hear this out of the mouth of a
Libertarian, I feel that it is important to explain to them why
this does not make any sense.

The Libertarian Party, while it more than likely will not win
the Presidency in 2016, is still fighting for exposure. We are
fighting to be included in the national debates that take place
between the Democrats and the Republicans. In order to do
that, the Commission on Presidential Debates requires that a
third party candidate polls at 15% in five national surveys that
lead up to the three scheduled Presidential debates. The
Commission also requires that there are a certain number of
states with Libertarians on the ballot. The ballot access is not
an issue in most states, as most states have put Libertarians on
the ballot, but the 15% polling numbers are preventing us from
hitting the big time.

In order to get our polling numbers up, and in order to make
sure this trend continues in the future, Libertarians must make
a strong showing at the voting booths. Revolutions do not
happen overnight. They take years of careful planning and
discord among the general population. Individuals will
eventually act upon their dissatisfaction, but in the intervening
years, those people do search for a better way to operate. The
Libertarian Party is at a crucial point right now. Hillary
Clinton is widely seen as one step away from full on socialist
and Donald Trump is just seen as a joke (albeit a popular joke
for some reason) by most people. The general population is
looking for another option. They are begging for it. Never
before has a third party looked so attractive to the average

Page 1

Libertarian Party of Dallas County, Texas
voter. This election could be truly historical for the Libertarian
Party, so it would be more than a tragedy if the activists of our
party decide to yield to the two old parties and vote for the
lesser of two evils, or not vote at all.
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There are many Libertarian candidates in this upcoming
election who are running for lesser offices than President.
These candidates can be found in our local community and
they need our support. (For instance, Ed Rankin is running for
Congress in District 32.) When you vote for the Libertarian
party, your vote DOES count. Your vote is especially
important if you want to see Libertarians fill local offices in
your city and state, growth areas which we need to target
heavily. The best way to grow Libertarianism is from the
bottom up and these candidates are the ones who suffer when
you do not get yourself to the polls.
If none of these aforementioned reasons persuade you to get
out and vote, then I will leave you with one final reason. The
state of Texas is no longer going to give ballot access to
Libertarians if we do not pull in 5% of the vote in a statewide
race. These races include Railroad Commissioner, State
Supreme Court, and the State Court of Criminal Appeals. The
following candidates are in our statewide races: Mark Miller
(Railroad Commissioner), Kathie Glass (Texas Supreme
Court), Tom Oxford (Texas Supreme Court), Don Fulton
(Texas Supreme Court), Mark Ash (Texas Court of Criminal
Appeals), William Strange (Texas Court of Criminal Appeals),
and Mark Bennett (Texas Court of Criminal Appeals). We
need to get one of these candidates to 5% or we will have an
epic battle going forward to get Libertarians recognized on
ballots once again.

Myth Number Two: I should not vote because the process is
corrupt and my vote doesn’t count.
I will admit that I was in this second group for a very long
time. I did not vote in 2004 or 2008 (or any of the midterm
elections between 2002 and 2012). I thought that if I was
going to vote for either the Democrats of Republicans it did
not really matter because they were both essentially the same
and my one vote was not going to count anyway. I will be
honest here and say that I still stand by this opinion when it
comes to voting for one of the two old party candidates, but if
you are going to vote Libertarian, this point of view is
troublesome. You absolutely should be voting if you are a
Libertarian and you should be voting for Libertarian
candidates.
In this election, the Libertarian Party is fully capable of
capturing 5% of the vote, a percentage that would then
establish them as a viable political party on the national stage.
There is a potential for us to be more easily included in
Presidential debates in future election cycles. The higher the
percentage of the vote we get, the more attention the party and
its platforms will receive from voters and the media. As we all
know, the media controls much of what the average voter sees,
so it is imperative that the LP make a solid showing in this
election. We need to change the narrative about the LP and
help show its legitimacy as a strong political party.

Do the right thing in November, fellow Libertarians. Get out
to your local polling place and vote for the Libertarian
candidates. The liberty movement and the future of the
country depends on it.
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Join an LP Campaign Staff!!!
All LP candidates for 2016 are now known, so it's time to
volunteer for a campaign staff! Lots of candidates which
will be on the ballot in Dallas have a good staff so far, but
many others need more volunteers, including you!
Gary Johnson, President of the United States
Mark Miller, Texas Railroad Commissioner
Ken Ashby, U.S. House of Representatives, Dist 5
Mike Kolls, U.S. House of Representatives, Dist 24
Mark Boler, U.S. House of Representatives, Dist 26
Jarrett Woods, U.S. House of Representatives, Dist 30
Ed Rankin, U.S. House of Representatives, Dist 32
Kathie Glass, Texas Supreme Court Justice, Place 3
Tom Oxford, Texas Supreme Court Justice, Place 5
Don Fulton, Texas Supreme Court Justice, Place 9
Mark Ash, Texas Judge, Court of Criminal Appeals, Pl 2
Bill Strange, Texas Judge, Court of Criminal Appeals, Pl 5
Mark Bennett, Texas Judge, Court of Criminal Appeals, Pl
6
Heather Marcus, Texas State Representative, Dist 100
Scott Smith, Texas State Representative, Dist 108
Anthony Holan, Texas State Representative, Dist 114
David Morris, Dallas County Sheriff
Jim Birchfield, Dallas County Tax Assessor Collector
See all of our Texas LP candidates here!

by Barry V. Smith

We’re each involved with the
libertarian movement for a
somewhat different reason. These
are my main reasons. This
probably won’t be a mainstream
view, but I think it’s worth
throwing into the marketplace of
ideas. I don’t like the term “soft
liberty” to describe this concept,
but I can’t think of a better one.
Surely the core belief of libertarians must be that liberty
should be a foundation of our lives, not just a side issue. We
come to this conclusion in different ways, and we work out the
details differently. I define libertarianism broadly here as a
commitment to liberty as a foundation of life. I then elaborate
on my version of this.
Historically, libertarianism has also been associated with a
variety of beliefs besides a commitment to liberty. These
include elaborate varieties of market theory, various aspects of
what might be called liberal views of personal morality,
Objectivism, enthusiasm for technology, the embracing of
change, and others. These are compatible with a commitment
to liberty, but they aren’t requirements for a commitment to
liberty. I'll address some of these more abstract examples of
associated libertarian beliefs at the end of this article.
A common way to justify a
right to individual liberty
(first proposed by John
Locke, as far as I know) is
through the idea of selfownership. Everyone has
property in his own person,
and therefore no one else
has a right to control that
person (with possible
exceptions such as selfdefense). I don’t find this
very convincing or useful.
It doesn’t make much sense
until we first answer the
question, “Why should any
person have a right to
anything, including the
ownership of himself?”
Further, just who or what
does the owning of that
person? The only answer that makes any sense to me is that
the person himself does the owning, and this person has a right
among other possible rights because each individual person
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(even a not-so-good person) has inherent value. Each person
has inherent worth because he is a conscious, thinking,
feeling, acting, and valuing being. All value comes from such
beings.
However, to the extent that a person is not free to think, feel,
value, and act – that is, when he is controlled by someone else
– the individual becomes more a puppet than a person. The
boundary that essentially and necessarily defines a person is
lost. The integrity of the person is hence also lost. And that is
my main reason for being committed to liberty: liberty is
inherently necessary for
being a person rather
than something less. I
think that’s important.
This may seem abstract
and murky, in contrast to
Locke’s satisfyingly
concrete notion of
liberty as the person’s
right to use himself as
property. However, that
apparently more
practical argument
ignores the vital
question of why anyone
should have a right to
property in himself, to
John Locke
liberty, or to anything
else.
Of course, there are other important reasons to value liberty. It
may produce prosperity and progress, and I think it usually
does. It may bring peace, and I think it usually does. It may
bring happiness, and I think it usually does. I’m sure there are
other practical benefits to liberty. The practical, means-toother-ends benefits would be reason enough to pursue liberty.
However, I think the most fundamental argument for liberty is
the non-material, abstract, “soft” argument that liberty is an
essential part of being an individual human being, and that this
would be reason enough to seek liberty even without the
practical benefits. Furthermore, unlike a practical,
instrumental justification for liberty, it is not dependent on
changes in concrete facts from year to year (such as a war, a
recession, or a new technology). Ironically, the soft argument
is the most solid and durable foundation for a world of liberty.

Soft liberty has implications. Most basically, it is
individualism. It regards the integrity of individuals as the
bottom line. Collectives and institutions have value only
because of their effect on particular individuals. Therefore,
one implication of soft liberty is that, once accepted as a first
principle, it can be used to critique market theory. One
disturbing aspect of some varieties of market theory is that
they seem to prioritize market institutions and theoretical
assumptions above individuals, in the interest of some
collective outcome. To address this seemingly cart-before-thehorse paradox, libertarians will want to describe market
institutions that function differently than these.
A soft liberty perspective could also have implications for
other ideas which have also been associated historically with
libertarianism. Soft liberty might therefore seem to conflict
with some aspects of market theory and other historically
libertarian perspectives. However, I don’t think soft liberty is
too far outside the mainstream. In a poll that was cited by Ray
Kessler in a recent monthly meeting of the Libertarian Party of
Dallas County, it was discovered that a distinctive
characteristic of many libertarians is that they value liberty as
an end in itself, and not just as a practical means to other ends.

Editor's comment: Want to write about libertarianism, but
aren't ready for major publications? Want to test your articles
first among friends? Submit your articles bimonthly to the
LPDC newsletter! It's painless, I promise!
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!

Libertarians Have the Answer to the
Bathroom Battles
by Garry Reed
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Rockwall was just the latest
North Texas city to engage in
the public bathroom battles
over the issue of "transgender
rights." After getting no
support the Mayor flushed
his plans for an ordinance
that "would have required
people to use the restroom
according to their birth sex."
(Dallas Morning News)
In November Dallas passed
an ordinance allowing transgender people to use the amenities
of the opposite sex by adding "gender identity" to its existing
anti-discrimination law that already included race, sex, and
sexual orientation.
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Problem 2: Enforcement – With all of these variables how
can any public bathroom bill actually be enforced? Will every
public restroom have a Sexuality Sentry or Gender Gendarme
posted at the door? Must everyone show their "Toilet Papers"
– birth certificate, doctor's note, psychologist's evaluation –
before a Genital Judge will allow them in? Will strip searches
by the Potty Police be required to see what exactly people are
concealed-carrying between their legs?
Problem 3: Rights – People who strongly and obsessively
identify with groupism rather than individualism won't like
this but there is no such thing as "transgender rights" or
"transsexual rights" or "heteroflexible rights" or "androgynous
rights" or any of the other 80-plus categories. There are no
such things as "group rights." There are only individual rights.

There are at least four problems that have to be addressed in
determining who has the right to use which public facility
before the issue can be resolved:
Problem 1: who is what? – Most people think there are only
two genders, male and female. They're wrong. Today there are
two different major demarcations – gender (identity) and sex
(anatomy) – with over 80 definitions, sub-definitions and other
considerations involving those.
A Wikipedia template of Gender and sexual identities shows
"Gender Identities" which breaks down into three categories –
"Gender," "Third Sex/Third Gender" and "Other" – with 47
sub-categories; "Sexual Orientation Identities" with three
categories of "Gender Binary," "Non-Binary" and "Other" and
their 28 sub-categories; and a third "See Also" category with
11 other aspects of gender issues and orientations.

Dave uses LOGIC (gasp!) and vulgar verbiage (gasp!)
to explain the transgender potty dispute (gasp!)
Problem 4: Public vs. Private – This is the heart of the
libertarian solution. Since all states, all governments, all
"Public" entities are based on coercion, intimidation and fraud
libertarians would simply apply the non-aggression principle
against coercion, intimidation and fraud. The result would be:
1. All property in a free, voluntary, laissez-faire libertarian
society will be privately owned.
2. People with toilet facilities on their private properties have
the absolute right to create and enforce any restroom rules
they choose.
3. People who accept the rules can use the facilities while
those who don't are free to go elsewhere, and are also free to
boycott, publicize, vilify, verbally condemn, advocate against,
and seek to change the rules.

Garry Reed/free image sources

4. Problem solved. No coercion, no intimidation, no fraud, no
violence, no imposing the will of some on others. "Go" where
you're welcomed.
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Editor's note: Re-published from the Dallas Libertarian
Examiner with permission from the author. Editor's comment:
This article was among the half-dozen very good choices from
Garry's regular assortment of blog submissions. Check out his
blog; you'll become a fan!

Upcoming Meetings
•

•

•

Trivia night at Trinity Hall
◦ Every Sunday Night, 7:30 PM
◦ Trinity Hall Irish Pub & Restaurant
5321 E Mockingbird Ln, Dallas, TX
Marketing Committee Meeting
◦ June 12th, 3:00 PM – 4:00 PM
◦ Teleconference
Phone: (712) 770-4010
Access Code: Contact Michelle or Curry
General Meeting
◦ June 14th, 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/DallasLibertarians/)
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◦ 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

LPDC Officer List
Chair – Paul Petersen (chair@lpdallas.org)
Vice-Chair – Curry B. Taylor (vicechair@lpdallas.org)
Secretary – Jim Birchfield (secretary@lpdallas.org)
Treasurer – Curry B. Taylor (treasurer@lpdallas.org)
LPDC At-Large Directors
Eugene J. Flynn (eugene@lpdallas.org)
Kevin Frederickson (dallaslibertarian@gmail.com)
Joseph Kimrey (joseph@lpdallas.org)
Justin Long (justin@lpdallas.org)
Dianne Mueller (dianne@lpdallas.org)
Barry Smith (barry@lpdallas.org)
Working Committee Leaders
Marketing – Michelle Williams (reginaeq1@gmail.com)
Outreach – <currently vacant>
Fundraising – <currently vacant>
Candidate Recruitment – Barry Smith (barry@lpdallas.org)
Webmaster – Jordan Wagnon (wagnon.jordan@gmail.com)

Libertarian References
•

Books
◦ Good to be King, Michael Badnarik
◦ Why Government Doesn't Work, Harry Browne
◦ Atlas Shrugged, Ayn Rand
◦ The Libertarian Mind, 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 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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