Liberty and Diversity
by Barry V. Smith

This is a variation on a theme I
keep coming back to.

they choose. We don’t necessarily have to accept or celebrate
the diversity; we just have to accommodate it in a way that is
mutually tolerable. If we don’t make the required
accommodations for diversity, we could end up with a
miserable world, and a world in which everyone is, even more
than now, constantly competing to use government to control
everyone else.

People are different, and those
differences often cause conflict.
That conflict can lead everyone to
try to control everyone else. This
cycle is intensified as the world
changes at an increasing pace, and
as, consequently, new and more
conflicts are created. Autonomous
cars and biotechnology, for
example, could lead to antagonisms on all sides. A world of
freedom has to find ways to manage all this turmoil with
minimal regimentation.
To minimize the temptation to regiment, we have to look for
ways to accommodate as many kinds of people as possible,
except for aggressors. The one thing we most have to avoid is
the temptation to try to create a Utopia where everyone,
having been enlightened, thinks the same and lives in the same
ideal way. That mentality was illustrated by one 60s counterculture celebrity who said he wanted to “drag” everyone
“kicking and screaming into the 20th century.” The mentality
reflects in-your-face contempt for those who disagree with the
Utopian ideal, and it encourages a backlash.

We can accommodate in various ways. Sometimes, probably
most of the time, we may have to just tolerate others’ behavior
that we dislike or disapprove of. In other cases, we may have
to make limited voluntary adjustments to our own behavior out
of consideration for others who may believe our behavior
affects them in an especially personal and intense way. For
example, in a recent article Virginia Postrel argued that if
marijuana smokers aren’t more considerate of those who don’t
want to breathe their smoke, they might provoke a backlash.
Or, we may have to go farther, and find ways to design “good
fences”, compartmentalizing society to some extent so that
people can live in their own ways with less impact on others.
Diverse businesses or gated communities that determine what
they will or won’t allow are examples. All of this
accommodation process will remain a fluid work in progress
with constant adjustments. Various kinds of “spontaneous
order” will be part of it, and we might have to create some
new kinds of institutions to help the machinery move more
effectively.

Most generally, we need to realize that people will probably
always be diverse, and that to be free, we must mutually
accommodate that diversity so that people can mostly live as

Page 1

Libertarian Party of Dallas County, Texas
If we don’t do all this privately, we are liable to face more
conflict, misery, backlash, and calls for more government
intervention. The spirit of liberty is a spirit of accommodation
for diversity, a sort of active, innovative tolerance on all sides.
Want to help with local LP activities and marketing?
The Marketing and Outreach Committees are looking for
more warm bodies to help with their efforts to build our
party. There are a lot of ideas to work on, but we need
your help! Click on the link for the committee you're
interested in to e-mail the committee chair.

How Much Is Enough (or Too Much)?
by Curry B. Taylor

And now it's time for... more
math! Please, please, contain
your excitement. I promise, it's
very little math.
Whenever we come across a
difficult issue in discussing
libertarianism, one tool which
can serve as a tool to help think
things through is mathematics.
To that end, I'd like to attempt to
address several old questions
regarding the Second Amendment. For examples, is the
original intent of the Second Amendment still applicable
today? What exactly is an “arm”, in modern terms? Is there a
limit to what or how much of any type of “arm” an individual
can possess and maintain? The strict libertarian answer to the
latter question is no, there is no limit. However, does this
make pragmatic sense? Let's delve into these questions.

The original intent of the Second Amendment was to keep the
citizens sufficiently armed so that they could defend their

September 2017
country and their way of life from either foreign or domestic
threats. If you wish to dispute that contention, I refer to you
the Federalist and the Anti-Federalist papers, as well as other
historical letters which the Founding Fathers wrote during the
fledgling years of the nation. Further, Americans won our
freedom with their own arms, which allows me to be writing
this article right now, so being able to fight for your freedoms
does seem to be at least somewhat important. The spirit of the
American revolution is to realize that any government which
denies its citizens the right to overturn the government itself,
or does not recognize that firepower may become necessary in
order to produce said overturn, is not a legitimate government
at all in the eyes of the free People.
In addition to this, in the years since the Bill of Rights was
written, the world has seen major countries who do not uphold
the right to bear arms as a fundamental human right become
victims of violent dictators. It is clear that the People will
always need a way to fundamentally abolish a corrupt
government, and most often that means access to adequate
lethal force. (By the way, those individuals that you know who
do not believe that the right to bear arms is essential to basic
freedom and who may wish to disarm the citizenry have a
moral obligation to explain how exactly the people – of any
country – are to preserve their basic individual and human
rights when the next Hitler comes to power by whatever
means that he does.)

Despite all of this, opponents of gun rights (or merely
concerned people) may point out that if everyone is allowed to
bear arms, and “arms” includes nuclear weapons, then nuclear
weapons could be in every backyard in America. Granted, this
is a scary thought, even to me, a very pro-Second Amendment
guy. I don't want to live in a place in which everyone has
direct access to nuclear weapons. Some people have short
fuses. But does that mean that nobody other than the state
nations ought to have nuclear weapons? I think the answer to
that is clearly no. The purpose of the Second Amendment is to
ensure that the People are able to defend themselves
adequately against a dictator, and that ultimately means
against its own military. So how do we resolve this seeming
contradiction?
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I referred to adequate lethal force twice above, but what is
“adequate”? This is where the math comes in. I interpret the
meaning of the Second Amendment, and the intent and
philosophy behind it, to mean that the People should have
sufficient arms to win a war against the strongest of their
possible enemies. To us, this means the United States military.
How much firepower is needed in order to have a fighting
chance against the most advanced military force on the planet?
A lot, no doubt about it. But quantitatively, how much?

Let's assume that all of the People, in aggregate, need a certain
multiplicative factor of arms (of all types) over and above that
of the aggressive, totalitarian force. I'll call this the factor of
safety (f). Let's take the factor of safety to be 2.5. That's not a
completely arbitrary number; it is a common factor of safety
in engineering because it usually ensures safety without
overkill. Of course this number is only a guess, but it's the
only guess I make during my calculation, and you can use
your own guess later if you like.
The people need a factor of safety (f) over and above
everything that the military currently has. So what does the
military currently have? According to Global Firepower and
Wikipedia, here are estimates of the current resources of the
U.S. military. I have chosen only seven categories for brevity,
but this argument extends to all military resources. (It's
difficult to get a hard number for active rifles in the military,
but I've estimated based upon information here.)
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submarines, in order to have good confidence of winning a
war against a tyrant dictator (or preventing a war through
intimidation). For all the above categories, below are hence
the quantities needed for the People, in aggregate.
Minimum Resources
Needed for the American
People

Quantity

Personnel

5,909,188

Nuclear Weapons

10,045

Aircraft

34,405

Combat Tanks

14,710

Armored Vehicles

102,655

Submarines

175

Rifles

25,000,000

This list may not be as far-fetched as it seems at first. Nonmilitary people in the United States easily exceeds six million
people, so that part is easily covered, even if only 10% of
Americans wanted to personally participate in a revolution to
overthrow a dictatorial government. American citizens also
own around 300 million rifles and pistols, which is about one
firearm for every person in the U.S., and that figure dwarfs the
estimate for U.S. military rifles. A handful of U.S. citizens
even currently own tanks and armored vehicles. (Yes, you may
purchase them legally.)
The table of resources above can also be viewed on a per
capita basis. Here is the same table normalized by the present
population of America, which is about 325 million people.
Minimum Resources
Needed for the
American People, per
capita

Quantity

Personnel

137 non-military Americans for
each U.S. military person

Nuclear Weapons

1 nuclear weapon for every 32,350
Americans

Aircraft

1 aircraft for every 9,450
Americans

U.S. Military Resource

Quantity

Personnel

2,363,675

Nuclear Weapons

4,018

Aircraft

13,762

Combat Tanks

5,884

Armored Vehicles

41,062

Submarines

70

Combat Tanks

1 tank for every 22,100 Americans

Rifles

10,000,000

Armored Vehicles

1 armored vehicle for every 3,170
Americans

Submarines

1 submarine for every 1,875,700
Americans

Rifles

1 rifle for every 13 Americans

So how many of each category would the citizens of a free
country need in order to defend themselves? The answer is
merely f times r, where r is the current quantity of the
resource. So, for example, if the U.S. military has 70
submarines, the people would need 2.5 times 70, or 175

When viewed in this way, defense of the American People
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against even a domestic tyrannical dictator seems more
plausible than many would believe. Remember, this estimate
has a built-in factor of safety to assume a very good chance of
a win. (Winning a guerrilla-style war requires far fewer people
and arms.) With regard to nuclear weapons, this formula also
calls for one nuclear weapon for every group of Americans
about the size of a small town. We might imagine townships
holding and maintaining a single nuclear weapon in the event
of a severe emergency. When looked at in that manner, it
seems more reasonable for Americans to have direct control
over nuclear weapons as a type of “arm” to supplement their
own arsenals.

Further, it is common for libertarians to assume that, should
the overthrow of a tyrannical government become necessary, a
large fraction of the currently serving military would defect to
the side of the war fighting for “true freedom” and would
bring the ships, artillery, and arms that they manage with
them. I don't find this to be a likely scenario. Few nations in
history have had significant fractions of their militaries defect
to the side of the “rebels” during any incursion. Cops also
rarely take the sides of citizens over fellow cops. In the end,
most government personnel always do their best to “follow
orders”. Still, should any sizable fraction of the military
defect, it would make the above numbers even more corporeal.
Practically, if citizens gained military equipment and resources
in the numbers I have outlined here, without or without
blessing from their government, finance would quickly
become a major factor in the ability to purchase and maintain
the resources. Hence, the number of citizens which would
actually be able to own firepower would be naturally limited
due to economics. Still, the People do have wealth, and
purchases can go further when they are made under the
auspices of the free market and not managed by inefficient
government bureaucracies.
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Some may argue about the dangers of mutually assured
destruction when discussing nuclear weapon proliferation, but
I'd like to point out that this threat already exists today
worldwide. There are several regimes for which the United
States isn't too comfortable with them holding nuclear
weapons. But it is the presence of those nuclear weapons and
the threat of mutually assured destruction which really keeps
the peace. Many analysts of superpower diplomacy have
recognized this fact over the years.
In summary, it is a daunting task to prepare the non-military to
overthrow a totalitarian dictatorship, but probably not
impossible. In a moral society, citizens ought to be able to own
resources in every category that the government military does,
and in adequately higher numbers than that government
military, when considered as a whole. Of course, before a
costly and bloody defense of freedom becomes inevitable,
political and social means of recapturing our lost liberties are
at our disposal and should be used as much as possible to
avoid the devastation of war.

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!
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Why Libertarians Should Embrace
Their Infighting
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Several different people, including a French communist, are
credited with having coined the word libertaire or libertarian
to mean a new set of political positions.

by Garry Reed

An article from
LibertarianReality.wordpress
delves into the multitudinous
levels of disillusionment
libertarians have been facing
for decades.

Libertarianism American Style

It begins simply with, “Let’s
face it: the libertarian
movement is in shambles.”
If it’s in shambles it’s
American Libertarians’ own
fault that it’s in shambles. They never should have attempted
to confiscate this Old World European term and try to graft it
onto a modern American concept in the first place. According
to Wikipedia “The first recorded use of the term libertarian
was in 1789, when [English political writer and historian]
William Belsham wrote about libertarianism in the context of
metaphysics.”

Libertarianism For Beginners
YOUR LIBERTARIAN OPINIONIZER’S PICK: While
the book’s author insists on describing Libertarianism as
“first and foremost a political philosophy” those who
embrace the Modern American Libertarian Movement and
its Non-Aggression Principle against coercion, intimidation
and fraud understand that libertarianism goes far beyond
politics, reaching into every aspect of human interaction.
However, one reviewer raved “Incredibly helpful in
understanding the basics and differences between various
forms of Libertarianism” which would make it a good
“Square One” for many beginners. Infighting is a brain
stimulant. Infighting is good!
Buy Now

Infighting is inevitable with individualism
He used it in an essay when he asked, “where is the difference
between the Libertarian, who says that the mind chuses the
motive; and the necessarian, who asserts that motive
determines the mind…” (capital L Libertarian in original).
From there “libertarian” variously came to mean an advocate
or defender of liberty, an admirer of French liberty under
Napoleon Bonaparte (!), and in the 1890s a euphemism for
anarchism after the French banned anarchist publications.

Yet even though throughout much of the world “libertarian”
typically means “socialist” or some other form of collectivism,
in the United States it came to mean a continuation of classical
liberalism, laissez-faire capitalism and “socially liberal and
economically conservative.”
The Libertarian political party was founded in the United
States in 1971. The Libertarian name was chosen because
(quoting Wikipedia again) “The Libertarian Party viewed the
dominant Republican and Democratic parties as having
diverged from what they viewed as the libertarian principles of
the American Founding Fathers.”
The LibertarianReality article rightly complains that self-
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identified libertarians appear all over the
political/philosophical map in the US today, disagreeing with
nearly every meaning, definition, description, principle,
concept and usage from anarchist to minarchist to voluntaryist
to mutualist to agorist to anarcho-capitalist to free marketeer
to post-statist.
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determine who is a “real” libertarian before they themselves
define who “real” libertarians are.

Learning Libertarianism

Then add to that list that libertarians vehemently disagree
whether America’s Founding Fathers were really “libertarian”
or not.
And worse: They even accept, reject or modify the NonAggression Principle (aka Anti-Coercion/Non-Initiation-ofForce/Zero-Aggression Principle/Axiom/Maxim/Ethical
Stance) against aggression, intimidation and fraud to such a
degree that it becomes stripped of any cohesive meaning. This
leaves collectivistic anti-individualist freedom-hating enemies
able to counter with Orwellianesque Newspeak in which
aggression is self-defense, intimidation is persuasion and fraud
is honesty right alongside war is peace, freedom is slavery,
libertarian is authoritarian and property is theft.
Little wonder the article ends with “This gives good reason for
disillusionment.” And that was written in 2011. It’s only
become worse in the years since then.
However, contrary to the LibertarianReality article the
freedom movement’s infighting is no reason to become
disillusioned. It’s specifically a reason to remain optimistic.
Inspired even. But more on that later. Let’s have a little fun
first.
Back in 2006 your Libertarian Opinionizer was writing on his
own website under the name of The Loose Cannon Libertarian
concerning this very subject. The purpose of the article wasn’t
meant to solve or clarify the problem but to explicitly,
brazenly, savagely satirize the living bejesus out of it. That
article is herewith reprinted below for these reasons:

1. It shows just how long the problem of
infighting has persisted
2. It shows, despite outdated terminology –
“flame war” seldom appears in print these
days – how accurately the problem had
already been identified
3. It shows that when a writer gets lazy he
can easily go back into his misspent younger
years and plagiarize himself.
The word “Litmus” is used in the title not only for its
alliterative attributes but also as an inverse homage to articles
in which libertarians preach against libertarian litmus tests to

The Libertarian's Legitimate Litmus Lessons
In the not-distant past I've tried to help Liberals become better
liberals by offering them a study outline I called "The
Collectivist's Culturally Correct Curriculum." Then, after
noting that a public outcry for a similar benefit for
conservatives failed to materialize, I made available a very
sensible learning guide entitled "The Conservative's Socially
Suitable Syllabus."
Since that offering bombed as well, it's only natural that I
press forward with my current contribution to the culture,
"The Libertarian's Legitimate Litmus Lessons."
(Caveat: This is an in-joke. If you're not a libertarian, you
won't get it. If you're a libertarian but don't have a sense of
humor, you shouldn't read it. If you disagree with me, don't
bother sending me nasty emails because libertarians never
agree with each other anyway.)
Libertarian Evolution – Traces the evolutionary
development of a typical member of the modern American
freedom movement from simple individualist to science
fiction fan to Objectivist to libertarian to Libertarian Party
member to anarchist to Anarcho-Capitalist to radical
Rothbardian-Konkinite Anarcho-Transhumanistic Punk/Rock
Minimalist to simple individualist. Presentation includes
illustrative slides of the socio-politico periodic table and
timeline charts.
Renaming The Libertarian Party – A one-semester
overview of the ongoing efforts by timid Libertarian Party
members to find a non-threatening appellation for their
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political organization. Suggestions include such hopeful
banalities as The Freedom Party, The Freedom and
Responsibility Party, The Free Will Party (not to be confused
with The Free Willy Party), The Liberty Party, The Liberty
Penguin Party, and The Softsoap Party, the latter name
designed to smuggle such scary concepts as personal
sovereignty into the minds of the general populace in the hope
that they will adopt the ideas without even knowing it.
Prerequisites: Renaming Liberal to Classical Liberal;
Renaming Socialist to Progressive to Mainstream; Renaming
Imperialism to Republican Party.
Studies in Libertarian Psychology – Explores the euphoriato-disillusionment phenomenon experienced by most
libertarians when they think they see "libertarian" printed in
their local newspapers, only to discover that it was actually
civil libertarian, librarian, Liberian, Iberian, or LeBaron, an
automobile manufactured by the Company Formerly Known
as Chrysler. Course also touches on the similar delusional
reading of antichrist, anachronist, and archivist for "anarchist."
Contrarian Conceptualizations of Austrian Economics –
Course focuses on the fallacies of economic fallacies when
considered from the viewpoint of the fallacy's beneficiaries.
Students will study: the Amalgamated Glaziers Union
lobbying efforts against the Broken Window Fallacy; the
benefit of perpetual warfare to Military-Industrial Complex
shareholders such as shut-ins and widows living on fixed
incomes; the Federation of Soup Kitchen Recipient's
opposition to the Free Lunch Fallacy; and, Federal
Government Economists United Against Economic Fallacies.
Prerequisite: Repealing the Law of Unintended Consequences
101.
Libertarian Political Science – This lecture series covers a
wide range of how-to topics in the art of political persuasion.
Presentations include Techniques of Stupefying Speechifying:
("The cult of the omnipotent state exerts coercion on the fruits
of my labor"); How to be a Fringe Candidate and Embarrass
the Party: ("Join me in the fight against hollow earth black
helicopter assassination conspiracies"); Campaigning on a
Shoestring ("Meet the Candidate Petition Signing and Bake
Sale Event"); and The Fusion of Purity and Pragmatism ("I
advocate the immediate abolition of mostly all bad taxes to be
phased in gradually!") Students will write their own libertarian
campaign platforms identifying themselves either as
"Independent" or "Republican."
Randian Behaviorial Anthropology – Investigates the
difference between being an Objectivist and being an
Aynrandian. Course underscores how Objectivism requires
one to think for oneself while Aynrandianism requires one to
think like Ayn Rand. Classroom discussion will center on how
"A is A" is a fundamental Objectivist philosophical axiom but
"I don't like Moll Flanders because Ayn Rand said she didn't

September 2017
like Moll Flanders" is quintessential Aynrandian CopyCatechism. Also: how an Objectivist is an egoist but how "I'm
superior to you because I read the John Galt speech in Atlas
Shrugged three times" is just snotty. Includes group discussion
topic, "Can you have a sense of humor and still be considered
an Objectivist?"
Libertarian Punditry – Acquiring the skills required to
become a practicing blogger or columnist with a libertarian
perspective. First Semester: Understanding how "Libertarian
Opinion Writing" and "Flame War" are equivalent concepts.
Second Semester: Application of writing techniques which
enable the student to intelligently and wittily ridicule
Republicans, Democrats, Socialists, Collectivists, Marxists,
and Green Environmentalists. Extra Credit: Choose a niche
ideology and then ridicule minarchists, anarchists,
Objectivists, Libertarian Party activists, Goldwater
Conservatives and/or Austrian economists.
Essays on Being Both Objectivist and Libertarian –
Canceled due to virtual campus flame wars.

Amazin' Book

Confusion Conclusion
Now for that earlier reason for not being disillusioned by
libertarianism’s infighting, but for remaining optimistic and
even inspired by it. To explain that requires more selfplagiarism, from a time when The Libertarian Opinionizer was
writing as the Libertarian News Examiner. Here’s the gist:

“Those libertarians who constantly call for
their fellow libertarians to stop fighting
amongst themselves and work together are
wrong. The infighting, bickering and
nitpicking is absolutely essential. Libertarians
should keep refining, defining, redefining,
disagreeing, deviating and diverging:
libertarian vs voluntaryist vs minarchist vs
agorist vs objectivist vs an-cap vs free
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marketeer vs post-statist vs the next new
twist that comes down the non-aggression
road.
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Libertarian Infighting, From 2014 and Still
Counting

“Why? Look to the left; there's the liberal
graveyard. On the right is the conservative
cemetery. These are the burial grounds for
ideologies and philosophies and failed values
that are dead and dying. If libertarianism ever
becomes dogma it will end up in its own
boneyard.”
That constant commentary is a sign of a young viable, vital,
vibrant, vigorous, virtuous philosophy. Infighting is
libertarianism’s strength, not its weakness. Infighting is a brain
stimulant. Infighting is good!
Libertarianism, after all, is an individualist idea, not a
groupthink thing. Ideas come from free minds, not from The
Ultimate Collectivism of Star Trek’s “Borg.” Once the last
free-thinking being is conquered and absorbed there is no
future, only stagnation.

Free vs Borg

Editor's note: Re-published from the Libertarian Opinionizer
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!
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!

Upcoming Meetings
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•

Trivia night at Trinity Hall
◦ Every Sunday Night, 7:30 PM
◦ Trinity Hall Irish Pub & Restaurant
5321 E Mockingbird Ln, Dallas, TX

•

LPDC General Meeting
◦ September 12th, 7:00 PM – 9:00 PM
◦ Sambuca Uptown
2120 McKinney Ave, Dallas, TX

•

Alan Ross Pride Freedom Festival -- LP Booth
◦ September 16th, 11:00 AM – 7:00 PM
◦ Reverchon Park
◦ 3505 Maple Ave, Dallas, TX 75219

•

LPDC Quarterly Executive Committee Meeting
◦ September 17th, 4:00 PM – 6:00 PM
◦ California Pizza Kitchen
8411 Preston Road, Berkshire Court, Dallas, TX
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Up-to-date meeting announcements and details can always be
found on meetup.com or Facebook.

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
◦ The Law, Claude-Frédéric Bastiat
◦ 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
◦ The Libertarian Party of Texas
◦ The National Libertarian Party
◦ Students for Liberty
◦ Free Talk Live
◦ The Cato Institute
◦ Molinari Institute
◦ Objectivism In-Brief
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LPDC Officer List
Chair – Paul Petersen
Vice-Chair – Curry B. Taylor
Secretary – Jim Birchfield
Treasurer – Curry B. Taylor
LPDC At-Large Directors
Eddie Allen
Marshall Beerwinkle
Aubrey Eyrolles
Tatiana Farrow
Eugene J. Flynn
Kevin Frederickson
Justin Long
Elle Rosen
Barry Smith
Working Committee Leaders
Marketing – Aubrey Eyrolles
Outreach – <currently vacant>
Fundraising – <currently vacant>
Candidate Recruitment – Barry Smith
Webmaster – Elle Rosen

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