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"Believe  what you like  about  'wasting  your 
vote,'  nothing will  ever alter  a fundamental 
assumption  on  the  part  of  Democrats, 
Republicans  –  and  the  vast  bureaucracy 
they've  created  together  –  that  even  the 
slightest  manifestation  of  individuality  (let 
alone individualism) is a threat that must be 
dealt with.
– L. Neil Smith, Tactical Reflections
   www.lneilsmith.com/tactical.html
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Support the Paul Trujillo Campaign
By Joseph Knight [ nm_libertarian@yahoo.com ]

Paul Trujillo is running for REELECTION to the Valencia County (NM) Commission.

He put his political career on the line by switching to the LP while in office and is now 
in a three-way race for  his seat.  HE IS THE ONLY LP MEMBER IN A PARTISAN 
PUBLIC OFFICE IN NEW MEXICO.

Please don't forget him. A hundred bucks – or whatever you can afford to send him – 
would work for liberty in a meaningful way.

You can contact Paul about his campaign, and where to send money, at "Paul Trujillo" 
[ ptrujillo@netscape.com ] or 505-550-2854.

NOTES FROM THE EDITOR
by Mike Blessing [ gunssavelives@comcast.net ]

First, the 2006 general election is upon us.

In most races,  I  plan to cast  a blank,  or  to “vote the air,”  as El Neil  calls  it  in his 
Libertarian Enterprise article  “Repulsive Choices 2006!”  [  www.tinyurl.com/yd9j8u ]. 
Since the Secretary of State's office won't let me put Cthulhu on the ballot as a write-in 
for  most  races,  I'm  stuck  just  not  voting.  There  are  three candidates  that  I  can 
endorse with a clear  conscience – one is Paul  Trujillo  (see above).  One is on the 
Republican ticket for State Representative, and the other is an independent running 
for  District  Judge – see  the KCUF Media  site  [  www.myspace.com/kcufmedia ]  or 
email me privately for details on them, as neither one is an LPNM member.

Every once in a while, someone asks me why I cast so many blanks, and advocate 
that others cast blanks in the races where I'm ineligible to vote. “If you don't vote in 
that race, you won't be represented” is what I hear, “You have to pick one.” If you had 
to pick between Hitler and Stalin, which would be the more moral choice? FDR picked 
Stalin, but that didn't stop FDR from implementing Hitlerian policies, such as turning 
Jewish refugees from the Third Reich back to the camps, or rounding up 110,000 
Japanese Americans and interning them in – dare I say it? – concentration camps.

Now where Joseph Knight mentions New Mexico Liberty's editorial policy as the way 
to go in “Purity vs. Pragmatism” on page 5, I'll remind the readership that I hold that 
Libertarians shouldn't make The State worse as a bare minimum standard – there's no 
reason that once frozen, The State should be kept at the current size. Once people 
see that, Yes, things can get done without government, they just might come around 
to our way of thinking.

So get out there and vote the air!

Another question that Jay and I have been pondering is whether or nor to make New 
Mexico Liberty a fully electronic publication. There's no doubt that it would save the 
LPNM a few FRN's in printing and mailing costs, as well as the time and effort of Ron 
Bjornstad and Bill  Koehler. To date, I've been publishing NML in PDF format using 
Open Office, and it's been working for me. So what do the rest of you think? Bear in 
mind that there's nothing stopping anyone from printing their own copies out, whether 
it's for themselves or for others.



las CALENDAR
See groups.myspace.com/lpnm for details, updates, etc.

SPECIAL EVENTS
Central Committee Meeting – 10 December at Roper's Family 
Restaurant (Wyoming and Central SE) in Albuquerque. Lunch at 
12:00 PM, meeting at 1:00 PM. Contact  Jay Vanersloot  (505-
362-1733)  or  Mike  Blessing  (505-710-5197)  for  directions  or 
details.

State Convention – 13 / 14 / 15 April 2007 in San Juan County. 
All  Libertarian presidential candidates are invited. The keynote 
speaker will be Prometheus Award-winning science-fiction writer 
L. Neil Smith [ www.lneilsmith.org ]

REGULAR EVENTS
Thursday, 2 November  and 16 November – Bernalillo County 
Liberty Forum meets in Albuquerque, 6:00 to 7:00 PM at Fiesta's 
Restaurant  &  Lounge  (Carlisle  &  Montogomery  NE).  Contact 
Mike Blessing, 505-710-5197, for details.

Wednesday,  8  November  –  Interested  Dona  Ana  County 
Libertarians are invited to attend and to contact  Siebert Ickler, 
505-541-9079, for information on location and time.

Saturday, 11 November – San Juan County LP meets at 6PM – 
contact Bob Ziesmer, 505-327-6681, for details. The San Juan 
County LP's Central Committee will meet at 5PM.

Wednesday, 22 November – Sandoval County LP meets at JB’s 
restaurant on 528 near Intel.  Contact Ron Bjornstad, 505-288-
4228, for details.

Saturday, 25 November – The LPDAC will host an information 
table at the Farmer's Market in downtown Las Cruces from 8:30 
AM  to  12:30  PM.  Contact  Siebert  Ickler,  505-541-9079,  for 
details.

TV Shows – Channel 27 in Albuquerque
(not necessarily endorsed by LPNM)

New Mexico's Consumer Advocate
Wednesdays at 8PM

www.myspace.com/kcufmedia

Hemp TV – Tuesdays at 7PM
www.myspace.com/nmhemptv

Patsy Madrid
by Mike Blessing [ gunssavelives@comcast.net ]
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FIELD REPORTS
From County / Campus Chairs

Bernalillo – The BCLP is hosting two meetings per month, as 
well as a weekly hour-long TV show (New Mexico's Consumer 
Advocate)  on  Albuquerque  Comcast  Ch.27.  Show  times  are 
Wednesdays  at  8PM.  For  more  information,  see  the  BCLP 
website  –  www.lpnm.org/bernalillo.  The  Weekly  Sedition 
resumes in January, 2007.

The Weekly Sedition and New Mexico's Consumer Advocate are 
now  available  in  webcast  format.  For  the  viewing  links,  see 
Channel  27  [  www.quote-unquote.org ]  or  the  KCUF  Media 
website [ www.myspace.com/kcufmedia ].

The  Bernalillo  County  LP  is  currently  seeking  one  or  more 
persons to represent the BCLP in front of the Albuquerque City 
Council  and  /  or  Bernalillo  County  Commission  in  the  public-
comment sections of those bodies' meeting agendas.

Jay Vandersloot has been active in staffing tables at gun shows, 
the  latest  being  on  19  August  at  the  State  Fairgrounds  in 
Albuquerque. The next gun show in Albuquerque will be on 9-10 
December, and Jay could use some help.

Paul Gessing and the staff of the Rio Grande Foundation, has 
been  getting  columns  and  letters  to  the  editor  printed  in  the 
Albuquerque Journal on a regular  basis.  Some of  those have 
been printed here in New Mexico Liberty. Others are available at 
he RGF's website – www.riograndefoundation.org

Dona Ana – The LPDAC Central Committee has been having 
monthly  meetings,  as well  as  an information table  at  the Las 
Cruces  Farmer's  Market.  See  the  LPDAC  website  – 
www.lpnm.org/dona-ana – for details.
 

San Juan – The SJCLP continues to sell  tickets for their  rifle 
and pistol  raffle,  the drawing for  which will  be held  on Bill  of 
Rights  Day,  15  December  2006,  as  well  as  regularly  getting 
letters to the editor printed in the  Farmington Daily Times, the 
latest of which, by Derrill Gleim, is reprinted on page .

Sandoval – The LPSC is  having its  monthly  meetings  at  the 
J.B.'s on 528, north of Intel.

On  28  September,  LPSC  Chair  Ron  Bjornstad  addressed  a 
public hearing held by  Governor Richardson's "Task Force on 
the Responsible  Use of  Eminent  Domain”  in  Los Ranchos de 
Albuquerque with the concerns of property owners – see page 4 
for more. 

Valencia  –  Paul  Trujillo  is  currently  serving  as  the  LPNM's 
officeholder, as a Commissioner on the County Commission for 
Distrcit 3.

LPNM'S 2006 CANDIDATES
• Siebert Ickler for U.S. Senate.
• John Pfersich for Commissioner of Public Lands.
• Stan Raczynski for State Treasurer.
• Bill Koehler for U.S. House or Representatives, 

District 1
• Paul Trujillo for Valencia County Commission, 

District 3
• Mike Blessing for Bernalillo County Sheriff
• Jay Vandersloot for Bernalillo County Commission, 

District 5

= + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + =
"To  lay  with  one  hand  the  power  of  the  government  on  the 
property of the citizen, and with the other bestow it upon favored 
individuals . . . is nonetheless robbery because it is done under 
the form of law and is called taxation." 
– United States Supreme Court, 
   Loan Association v. Topeka (1874)



Voice of the Chair
Jay Vandersloot
jayvandersloot@yahoo.com

I plagiarized, condensed, and paraphrased the following from an 
email by Allen Hacker, campaign manager for Michael Badnarik

Politics is a numbers game.  That discussion usually centers on 
votes, percentages, probabilities and possibilities.  Yet there is 
another  number  in  politics:  the  proportionality  of  common 
interests (PCI).  This is an extremely important  number in our 
campaign  and  indeed  all  Libertarian  campaigns,  because  it 
explains  what  otherwise  appears  to  be  a  truly  disturbing 
paradox. 

The  paradox  that  kills  more  libertarian  enthusiasm  than  any 
other  is  an  all-too  prevalent  intolerance  regarding  the 
proportionality of common interests. 

What's the paradox?  That many Libertarians passively support 
non-Libertarian  candidates  by  refusing  to  actively  support  a 
Libertarian candidate because he or she isn't perfect. 

In politics, candidates are supported by people who share more 
common interests with them than with any of their opponents. 
This  explains  why  a  major-party  candidate  can  vote  for  the 
lesser of two evils.  It also explains why that voter won't vote for 
an off-brand candidate in an important  race:  the fear that  the 
greater of the two evils will win if the voter neglects the lesser. 

It also explains why a lot of good libertarian activists and voters 
won't support a lot of good libertarian candidates.

It's  the  wasted-vote  and  lesser-of-evils  taken  to  the  extreme. 
Many Libertarians won't vote for the lesser of evils to save their 
own liberty, even when the lesser evil is a Libertarian candidate. 

Many respond that they cannot support, contribute to or vote for 
the Libertarian candidate because he doesn't  toe their  line on 
immigration,  borders,  the  constitution,  any  number  of  things, 
always one item per complainant.  They usually imply that they'd 
rather not vote at all.

What these people appear not to realize is that every vote they 
don't  cast  for  the  most  libertarian  candidate  is  the  non-
cancellation of a vote that does get cast by someone else for a 
less libertarian candidate in that race.  In a 3-way race such as 
ours, a non-vote by one of us is a two-vote for the megaparty. 
This not only helps the megaparty, it diminishes our vote totals 
and  percentages.   The same thing  is  true with  money:  every 
dollar  not  contributed is  two dollars'  unanswered spending  by 
the other side. 

And  with  money,  it  goes  beyond  our  own votes,  leaving  the 
message  unsent  and  voters  voting  for  greater  evils  because 
they  don't  know  that  we're  (only)  almost  perfect.   A  double 
whammy. 

Make sense?  I hope so. 

How do you rate a liar?  Positive 10 points for being a nice guy 
while doing it? !! 

How do you rate a criminal fascist?  3 points for great hair? 

Bottom line in a comparison is, how do they stack up?  Well, if 
the  Libertarian  candidate  =  only  50  of  a  purist's  100,  the 
Democrat  =10  and  the  Republican  =3;  this  works  out  to 
Libertarian 5:1 over the Democrat and 17:1 over the Republican. 

This doesn't just mean that the Libertarian is better than these 
guys, but also that, even if you can't  fully love the Libertarian, 
they are that much worse than the Libertarian.
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For example, the friend who wrote that he can't support Michael 
Badnarik because Michael's contract with the voters requires a 
couple of ethics  laws to be passed and he doesn't  care what 
kind of laws we're talking about he wants no new laws -- this 
fellow has  stepped  out  of  the  way of  someone  who is  many 
times worse, and who will pass far more and more destructive 
laws than anything Michael could ever contemplate doing.  This 
fellow libertarian has effectively said he'd rather see a felonious 
fascist  or  a  lying  socialist  be  elected  than  a  Libertarian  who 
wants to pass a law requiring legislators to read the bills they're 
voting on. 

I don't mean to be offensive, but this isn't just paradoxical,  it's 
absolutely absurd. 

What's that I hear some of you protesting?  "But the Libertarian 
can't  win,  why  does  it  matter?”   Well,  yes,  you're  right,  the 
Libertarian can't win if we don't tell the voters what's up with their 
megaparty darlings.  And we won't, we can't, without the money 
to project our voice. 

If  the  Libertarian  loses,  it  will  be  because of  the  self-fulfilling 
prophecy  of  those  among  us  who  are  willing  to  let  the 
opposition's voices go unchallenged. 

Does anybody really think that, given a reasonable alternative, 
more than 20% of the voters will vote for a fascist who openly 
violates the laws he has sworn to uphold?  Or that more than 
25% will vote for a proven liar? 

Is  there  anybody here who doesn't  see that  even if  they did, 
20% plus 25% equals only 45%, leaving 55% of the vote for the 
Libertarian?

That's the value of being the reasonable alternative in today's 
political climate. 

That's what your dollars can make happen when you support a 
Libertarian candidate. 

The money you contribute will  be the voice of  the campaign. 
The candidates invest in infrastructure, staff, materials, scripts, 
and research.  We know and can prove what the voters need to 
hear every day until  there is not a hole left  for the megaparty 
losers to hide in.

And don't forget: the more you contribute, the louder the voice 
will be. 

Michael Badnarik’s web site for donations is:

www.badnarik.org/donate.php 
(Select code: Allen's Update #4)

“You raise your voice when you should reinforce your 
argument.”
 — Samuel Johnson, lexicographer

“Never let the fear of striking out get in your way.”
— Babe Ruth, baseball player

You have many rights as an American 
citizen toady.  Pre-Paid Legal can show you 
how to protect your legal rights at a low 
cost.  With Pre-Paid Legal you can prepay 
your most common legal needs, much like 
you prepay your medical needs.  It is 
important to know and exercise your legal 
rights as an American citizen.

Call Jay Vandersloot, Independent 
Associate, at 505-362-1733
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A Taxpayer Bill of Rights for New Mexico?
by Paul J. Gessing [ pgessing@riograndefoundation.org ] and 

Harry Messenheimer, Ph.D. [ hmessen@nmia.com ]

New Study Exposes Bloated New Mexico Government and 
Illustrates New Mexico’s Need for Colorado-Style Tax and 

Spending Limits

Spending Limit Led to Higher Living Standards 

If New Mexico were to adopt strict Constitutional limits on taxes 
and  spending,  personal  incomes  in  the  state  could  see 
significant  gains,  so  say  Dr.  Harry  Messenheimer  and  Paul 
Gessing  in  a  new study.  [  For  the  full  study,  go  to  this  PDF 
document on the RGF's site – www.tinyurl.com/ycszen – MWB  ]

In  1992,  Colorado  voters  decided  to  amend  their  state’s 
constitution  to  limit  spending  growth and give themselves  the 
final say over all tax hikes. Since then, the personal incomes of 
Coloradoans have skyrocketed, rising from 17th-highest in the 
country  to  8th-highest  (the  biggest  jump  in  the  nation). 
Unfortunately, the personal incomes of New Mexicans – having 
relied instead on the whims of politicians to “limit”  spending – 
held steady at  a lousy 46th in the nation over the same time 
period.

Commenting  on  Colorado’s  astounding  performance, 
Messenheimer  pointed  out  “Some  people  may  see 
Constitutional  spending  limits  as  an  arcane  budget  policy 
matter,  but the personal income of the average Coloradoan is 
now $10,000 higher than that of the average New Mexican. That 
is enough money to make a real difference in people’s everyday 
lives.”

Gessing noted that “While the problem of overspending and out-
of-control taxation is not always a partisan issue, Governor Gary 
Johnson was clearly dedicated to spending restraint.  Governor 
Richardson,  while  deserving  of  credit  for  reducing  taxes  on 
income and capital gains, has allowed the General Fund to grow 
at the unsustainable pace of 7 percent annually.”

While  New  Mexicans  lag  behind  their  northern  neighbors  in 
personal  income  levels,  we  far  surpass  it  in  state  and  local 
government  employment  and  federal  spending  within  our 
borders.

Unfortunately,  as  Messenheimer  points  out,  “New  Mexico  is 
proof that bigger government comes at the expense of personal 
wealth. If you are happy with New Mexico’s high poverty levels 
and prolific government waste, then you have no reason to want 
a Constitutional amendment to limit spending and taxes. If you 
think  that  New Mexico  can  do  better,  Colorado  is  proof  that 
constitutionally limiting spending and taxes will work.”

Lastly,  Gessing pointed out that,  “Despite the controversy last 
year in Colorado over whether voters would allow politicians to 
spend  more  of  their  money  over  the  next  five  years,  limiting 
politicians  is  a  popular  idea.  Voters  in  Maine,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  and  Oregon  are  considering  adoption  of  similar 
measures this November.

= + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + =
"All  greatness  of  character  is  dependent  on individuality.  The 
man who has no other existence than that which he partakes in 
common with all around him, will never have any other than an 
existence of mediocrity."
– James Fenimore Cooper

Ron Bjornstad Addresses Eminent Domain
by Ron Bjornstad [ rbjornstad@earthlink.net ]

On  Thursday  September  28th,  Governor  Richardson's  "Task 
Force on the Responsible Use of Eminent Domain” held a public 
hearing in Los Ranchos de Albuquerque. Citizens were allowed 
five minutes each to present their views on the use of eminent 
domain by government. Of the more than fifteen individuals who 
spoke,  most  let  the  task  force  have  it  with  both  barrels  and 
received  much  applause  for  their  efforts.  Two speakers,  both 
government  employees,  spoke  of  the  necessity  of  taking 
property  from  its  owners,  they  were  greeted  with  silence. 
Libertarian party member Ron Bjornstad was one of those who 
spoke on behalf of property rights. The text of his presentation 
follows:

In  the  Declaration  of  Independence  this  country¹s  founders 
stated; "We hold these truths to be self evident, that all men are 
created  equal,  that  they  are  endowed  by  their  creator  with 
certain  unalienable  rights...  It  is  to  protect  these  rights  that 
governments  are  instituted  among  men,  deriving  their  just 
powers from the consent of the governed."

If a government does not protect our rights there is no legitimate 
reason for that government to exist. We the people created the 
government, we the people are above the government. Eminent 
domain puts the government above the people. It says that in 
order to give an individual or a group of individuals a particular 
privilege,  the  government  will  violate  the  rights  of  another 
individual or group.

For a government to use its powers to violate the rights of any 
individual,  it  becomes  tyrannical.  Our  founders,  in  that  same 
Declaration of Independence prescribed a solution for tyrannical 
government.  It  says,  "That  when  any  form  of  government 
becomes destructive to these ends, it is the right of the people 
to alter or abolish it ...." In other words, when a government no 
longer respects and protects the rights of the people, but instead 
violates those rights,  it  no longer  serves a legitimate purpose 
and the people should change it so that it will protect their rights.

The fifth Amendment to the Constitution of these united States 
says;  "No person  shall  be deprived  of  life,  liberty  or  property 
without due process of law, nor shall private property be taken 
for public use without just compensation." The term "public use" 
does not mean -- to be given to another individual or group who 
will agree pay higher taxes on that property.

We need not just a state law to prohibit government entities from 
taking private property for such purposes -- laws are too easily 
changed  by  the  next  legislaturs.  We  need  a  tightly  worded 
amendment to our state constitution strictly prohibiting any level 
of government from engaging in such activities and prescribing 
criminal  and  civil  penalties  for  any  governor,  legislator, 
commissioner,  counselor  or  other  government bureaucrat  who 
attempts such a taking of private property anywhere within the 
state of New Mexico.

As the second president of these united States,  John Adams, 
said: "The moment the idea is admitted into society that property 
is not as sacred as the laws of God, and that there is not a force 
of  law  and  public  justice  to  protect  it,  anarchy  and  tyranny 
commence."

= + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + =
"There  is  ultimately  no  difference  between what's  most  moral 
and what's most pragmatic /in the long run/. Those who sacrifice 
moral principles in search of short-term gain will only gain Pyrric 
victories and find that their goals will continually elude them."
– Scott Bieser

Liberty, Opportunity, Prosperity
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Well, what the national LP has thrown away, LPNM can recover 
and fix up. The LPNM Constitution states that “The Platform of 
the national  Libertarian Party is the Platform of LPNM, except 
that LPNM may, at any state convention, delete any plank by a 
two-thirds  vote  of  the  delegates  voting,  or  add  any  plank 
consistent with the Statement of Principles, by a two-thirds vote.” 
I  think we should restore  to the LPNM Platform those  planks 
recently deleted by the national convention, and will ask our next 
state convention to do so. LPNM candidates can already run on 
their  own platforms:  “Candidates  for  public  office  may run  on 
their  own  platforms.  However,  the  Central  Committee  may 
disavow any plank that is contrary to the Statement of Principles 
or LPNM Platform.” I think we could go a step further and have a 
short-term “program.” The most expedient way to do this would 
be  to  collect  current  CenCom  resolutions  into  a  single 
document.  Again,  the  LPNM Constitution  states  “The  Central 
Committee is empowered to issue resolutions expressing party 
positions on various issues throughout the year.” 

We  could  also  consider  some  changes  in  nomenclature,  for 
example calling our philosophical document (now the “platform”) 
a manifesto and our lesser-scope document the platform. Two 
different  documents,  different  in  breadth  (but  neither 
inconsistent with the non-aggression principle), is something for 
everybody – whether we want to do radical outreach or practical 
politics.

This brings us to  serious candidates and public-office holders 
who have to function  in the real  world  and work with various 
types of  statist  politicians to accomplish anything.  Some have 
suggested  that  to  actually  hold  office  would  be a  violation  of 
libertarian principles but I reject that. I want to elect Libertarians 
and  I  want  them  to  move  society  in  a  libertarian  direction.  I 
realize  that  we won’t  be successful  by simple  introducing  the 
whole platform as  a single,  sweeping  ordinance.  I  think  Mike 
Blessing has the right approach for elected Libertarians in his 
New Mexico  Liberty editorial  statement:  “New Mexico  Liberty  
holds  that  Libertarian  candidates,  officeholders  or  appointed 
spokespersons at all levels of government or the Party should 
refrain  from advocating  new or  more  restrictive  laws,  new or 
more expensive spending programs, or new or higher taxes. To 
paraphrase  from the medical  profession,  ‘First,  do  no harm.’” 
This  gives  our  officeholders  the  ability  to  decide,  in  their 
particular  situation,  where to  start  dismantling  the  omnipotent 
state, but not to expand it. That works for me!

“Absolute power corrupts absolutely.
Which is a problem.

If you are powerless.”

Drago Musevini, "Manifesto", CY 8433

From Gene Roddenberry's Andromeda, "The Prince"
[ www.andromedatv.com ]

Purity and Pragmatism
Joseph Knight [ nm_libertarian@yahoo.com ]

I think the whole “purity vs. pragmatism” thing is contrived. 
Purity, in the context of its current intra-LP use, is a term used to 
denigrate those of us who adhere to principle. Not that there is 
anything wrong with purity. Most of us would not dilute our wine 
with water. Sure, sometimes a spoonful of sugar helps the 
medicine go down, but by adding sugar, we take nothing away 
from the medicine.

I  am a pragmatist. I believe in and attempt to practice practical 
politics in the real world. What I am not, is a reformer, at least 
not with regard to philosophy. I don’t regard pragmatism as an 
antonym of “purity.” I believe that, like sugar in medicine, we can 
be practical without betraying principle.

I  see  no  conflict  between  the  two,  nor  do  I  see  a  conflict 
between  principle  and  incrementalism  (so  long  as  the 
incremental movement is in the right direction). Nor have I ever 
considered  myself  an  anarchist  since  I  can  envision  a 
government that doesn’t initiate force. I’m a lot more liberal and 
open in the interpretation and application of the non-aggression 
principle  than  many.  If  I  were  playing  “survivor”  with  Steve 
Trinward,  L.  Neil  Smith,  Mary Ruwart,  and  Murray Rothbard’s 
ghost, I’d probably be the first one voted off the island. 

I  adamantly  support  –  indeed,  insist  on  –  retaining  the  non-
aggression principle as our guiding core value. Freedom is the 
absence of  the initiation of  force.  However,  I  also realize that 
there is no magic button to push that would make us all free, all 
at  once.  Freedom  is  the  goal,  incrementalism  is  the  path.  If 
anybody knows of a shorter path, by all means post a sign and 
I’ll take it. 

As a practical matter, I know that electoral politics is quantitative 
by nature – whoever gets the most votes, wins – and that every 
vote  counts  the  same  whether  it  was  cast  in  ignorance, 
motivated  by pure  principle  or  as  a protest  against  the  other 
parties. This raises the question of how we can expand our base 
without sacrificing our principles.  I  think LPNM is on the right 
track  to  the  answer.  We  define  membership  in  two  tiers. 
Anybody can join the LP in New Mexico by simply registering as 
a Libertarian.  But to be a policy maker or spokesperson, one 
must “upgrade” their membership to “caucus” status by signing 
the  non-aggression  pledge  (and  meeting  the  other 
requirements). The former has the potential to expand our base, 
the latter has the potential to protect our basic philosophy.

This brings us to the platform. I was (and remain) opposed to 
the  gutting  of  the  platform.  I  believe  that  we  should  have  a 
bottom-line, principle-based position on every conceivable issue. 
To do otherwise is cowardly, morally deficit, and opens the door 
to the LP being used to advance un-libertarian causes. On the 
other hand, I fully recognize that our positions strike the average 
voter as way too radical and this renders the platform ineffective 
as  an  outreach  tool.  The  solution  is  to  have  positions,  like 
membership, in two tiers: a statement of practical, incremental 
positions  on  key  current  issues  and  a  statement  of 
philosophical, bottom-line positions on all issues.

The national LP has made two attempts to do this. The first was 
to have a “program” on a few issues for outreach and practical 
political purposes and a “platform” as a roadmap to where we 
ultimately  want  to  go.  I  thought  this  worked  well  and  I  am 
disappointed  that  LPUSA doesn’t  do  it  anymore.  The second 
attempt  was  to  require  presidential  candidates  to  submit  a 
“campaign platform” that would focus on current issues and be 
briefer in scope than the party platform. This didn’t work in ’04 
because  Badnarik  simply  submitted  the  LP  Platform  as  his 
campaign platform – and then proceeded to stray from it. 

According to the FTC, in the last five years 27.3 
million people have been victims of identity theft.  The 
number in 2002 alone was 9.9 million.  What if it 
happens to you?  The Identity Theft Shield can help 
lessen your exposure.  To learn how, contact Jay 
Vandersloot, Independent Associate, at 505-362-1733



Wondermark #241 – In which Blood is sucked
by David Malki [ www.wondermark.com ]

Isn't this a bit reminiscent of George W.'s voters, with their rhetoric about how the 
Bushevik depredations upon the economy are all for “the greater good,” whatever 

that's supposed to mean for the moment?

You can fool ENOUGH people
by Kent Van Cleave [ www.kentvancleave.com ]

We Don't Have All the Answers
by Darian Worden [ dw1776@hotmail.com ]

[ www.ncc-1776.org/tle2006/tle391-20061029-04.html ]

From The Libertarian Enterprise [ www.ncc-1776.org ]

Some  people  who  hear  about  libertarianism  don't  seem  to 
understand that we cannot centrally plan liberty. There can be 
no Federal Privatization Committee that decides which products 
of  voluntary  cooperation will  fill  whatever gaps are left  by the 
dismantling of the state.

Of course, some do try directing privatization, often in a direction 
that reaches their cronies' pockets. Sometimes these privatized 
entities handle jobs that wouldn't survive in a free market, and 
therefore handle them just as badly as the government would. A 
Bureau of Oppression can possibly be operated more efficiently 
by a private contractor, but it will not necessarily work out this 
way since the bureau is still operated through coercion, which is 
something government is great at. At other times pseudo-private 
agencies are still controlled by the state, and are therefore really 
arms of the government.

In any event, the schemes described in the above paragraph do 
not describe liberty. A more accurate term for them is fascism. 
Unfortunately, the above is often what people think libertarians 
advocate—sometimes  due  to  socialist  smearing,  other  times 
due to the way some libertarians talk. It only makes sense that 
people who think we advocate fascism wouldn't like us.

It  could  be  improper  usage  of  the  word  "we"  that  causes 
confusion. If you say that "We would replace welfare with private 
charity," you are implying that you and your buddies would be 
the ones coming up with charities that will do what the welfare 
system currently does, and you would decide how much people 
are to pay to them. When talking about what libertarians would 
do with the government, it is assumed that libertarians would be 
in control when all this was going on, leading people to think that 
you, as a government official, would be deciding what charities 
would replace the welfare system. Obviously this is not what real 
libertarians  want,  and  a  better  thing  to  say  would  be, 
"Libertarians would remove the government welfare system, and 
people will be free to decide how they want to help others."

[ Continued on Page 7 ]
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[ Continued from Page 6 ]

True liberty requires the absence of state control over anything 
that does not initiate force on another individual. The people will 
decide what will and will not replace government institutions. All 
individuals  will  decide,  through  voluntary  interactions,  what  a 
libertarian country would look like.

Of course, individuals decide what the country looks like now. 
The only difference is that libertarians would take the decision 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  few  ruling  parasites  and  let  it  be 
distributed naturally as talent, money, and chance allow (unlike 
socialists, who steal property from those who don't obey them 
and distribute whatever doesn't end up in their pockets).

Those who don't  believe in  any human ability  except  for their 
own capability to rule would call this unrealistic. "The wealthiest 
will actually decide!" is what they might say. We could point to 
economics,  history,  and  libertarian  philosophy  to  prove  them 
wrong. Or we can just  say "Yeah,  how will  the poor ever get 
ahead  without  all  those  government  regulations  that  destroy 
their  neighborhoods  and  prevent  them  from  competing  with 
established firms?" The laws are made by those with the most 
political influence, often those with the most money. Who do you 
think those laws will benefit most?

Libertarians can afford to be realistic. We can, and we should 
acknowledge  that  nobody  knows  exactly  what  everyone  else 
wants  and  needs,  and  that  anyone  who  claims  he  does  is 
probably more interested in what he wants than what everyone 
else needs. This is an example of why liberty works better than 
central  planning.  Libertarianism is actually built  around human 
nature.  It  does  not  ignore  human  nature,  nor  does  it  try  to 
change it.

Differentiation  is  a  key  to  success.  If  libertarians  are  to  get 
anywhere, people must know that we are not just another bunch 
of losers who want them to believe we hold all of the answers to 
life's problems. Someone will probably cure cancer, but it won't 
be me. Individuals  laboring in liberty have the best  chance of 
achieving anything worth having.

Obviously,  we  should  not  hesitate  to  provide  examples  or  a 
general  idea  of  what  could  replace  certain  things  the 
government does. Otherwise we would look like idiots who don't 
care about the world. But it is important that people know when 
we are only giving examples. We will probably not be the ones 
doing  the  replacing.  That  is  left  up  to  the  unrestrained 
imagination  of  free  people.  Will  I  be  replacing  welfare  with 
private charity? Well, I guess you could say that when I donate 
more instead of having my money stolen by the state, but I don't 
have  plans  to  create  a  charity  organization,  an  education 
system, or a fire department. I have ideas of what such things 
would be like in a truly free society,  but  I  won't  be any more 
important to the decision than the millions of other people who 
decide where to put their money.

Ideologies  often  claim  to  know  what  is  best  for  everyone. 
Libertarians,  who  would  rather  leave  the  choices  up  to  the 
individuals involved, can afford to admit that nobody knows what 
is best for everyone else. It is a distinction we should be proud 
of,  as  it  makes  us  the  only  people  in  politics  with  a  realistic 
outlook on life.

America: From Freedom To Fascism – Now Available
From: Linda C. on the [smith2004-discuss] email list

It looks like Aaron Russo's move America: Freedom To Fascism
is now available online (free) to watch (109 min.):

www.informationclearinghouse.info/article15399.htm

It's also available on dvd for $19.95 if you want to have a copy to 
show to others:

www.freedomtofascism.com

Advocacy group puts federal spending 
search tool online

10 October 2006 – www.tinyurl.com/y9ulkv
By Jenny Mandel [ jmandel@govexec.com ]

Tuesday marked the launch of a new federal spending search 
Web  site,  designed  to  provide  simple,  one-stop  visibility  into 
most contracts and grants issued by federal agencies.

The search tool, located at www.FedSpending.org, was built by 
advocacy group OMB Watch in about six months for a price tag 
of just under $200,000, according to the group. It includes many 
of  the  functionalities  that  Congress  ordered  the  federal 
government  to  develop  under  the  Federal  Funding 
Accountability  and  Transparency  Act,  which  President  Bush 
signed into law last month.

"When you buy something at the store, you get a receipt," said 
OMB  Watch  director  Gary  Bass.  "FedSpending.org  is  that 
receipt for government spending – we can examine it and see 
just what kind of deal we're getting."

The new search  tool,  whose functionality  was  previewed last 
week,  mostly  provides  easier  access  to  data  that  already  is 
available  through the government's  central  contract  and grant 
databases.  FedSpending  uses  data  from  the  Federal 
Procurement  Data System on contracts,  and information  from 
the  Federal  Assistance  Award  Data  System on  grants,  direct 
payments and loans.

The  contracts  data  is  additionally  processed  by  Fairfax,  Va.-
based Eagle Eye Publishers Inc. (which also processes the data 
for Government Executive's annual Top 200 Contractors special 
issue).  That  processing  primarily  matches  contracts  to  the 
congressional  district  where the money is  slated to be spent, 
according to Bass. It also links companies with their subsidiaries 
so  that,  for  instance,  a  search  for  "Halliburton"  would  include 
contracts awarded to its subsidiary Kellogg, Brown & Root.

Bass has said that FedSpending is not intended to compete with 
the  newly  mandated  federal  tool,  but  he  hopes  it  will  set  a 
standard for what the government tries to achieve. For example, 
he said, FedSpending shows what type of competition was used 
for contracts ultimately awarded to each contractor, information 
that is available in government databases but not specified to be 
included in the federal search tool under the new legislation.

Sean  Molton,  OMB  Watch's  director  for  federal  information 
policy,  said that  while the biggest portion of its  functionality is 
complete,  FedSpending remains a work in progress.  Features 
that  he  hopes  to  add  over  the  next  year  or  more  include 
interactive maps, links to census data that would allow spending 
to be viewed on a per capita basis, and searches that facilitate 
side-by-side comparisons of spending in congressional districts.

Building on an existing feature that presents profiles of individual 
contractors  with  an  overview of  what  agencies  they work for, 
their  contracts  and  grants,  competitive  award  overviews  and 
other  company  information,  Molten  said  he  also  hopes  to 
develop analogous agency profiles.

The  federal  contracts  database  administered  by  the  General 
Services  Administration,  called  FPDS-Next  Generation,  has 
been criticized for not being user-friendly, despite the fact that it 
is free and publicly available.

Designer  and  web  developer  Kathy  Cashel,  who  designed 
FedSpending, said she "tried to approach [the information] the 
way a normal mortal would approach it, not a database person." 
That  approach  created  a  color-coded  system  that  presents 
information  through clicks  and  drill-down links,  minimizing  the 
prior  knowledge  a  user  needs  in  order  to  get  results.  An 
advanced search feature allows more complex queries.

[ Rest of article snipped – MWB ]
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LPNM VACANCIES
Central Committee (3)

At-Large Representative, Seat B
District 1 Representative, Seat A
District 2 Representative, Seat B

County Contacts (21)
Catron / Chaves / Cibola / Curry

De Baca / Eddy / Grant / Guadalupe
Harding / Hidalgo / McKinley / Mora

Luna / Quay / Rio Arriba 
San Miguel / Sierra / Socorro / Taos 

Torrance / Union

College Contacts (3)
Eastern New Mexico University 

(Portales)

New Mexico State University
(Las Cruces)

Western New Mexico University
(Silver City)

Contact the state chair if you're 
interested in filling a slot. 

If you don't, who will?
INTERNET RESOURCES

Official Website
www.lpnm.org

Mailing lists on lpnm.org
www.tinyurl.com/hogsn

LPNM Discussion
groups.yahoo.com/lpnm-discuss

New Mexico Liberty
groups.yahoo.com/group/nmliberty

LPNM Activists
www.tinyurl.com/z7ug5

LPNM Business List 
groups.yahoo.com/group/lpnm-biz

(Caucus membership required)

Myspace.com 
groups.myspace.com/lpnm

The SW Region LNC list
www.tinyurl.com/e8khh 

= + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + =
It's amazing what one has to believe to 

believe in gun control
by Michael Z. Williamson
www.tinyurl.com/88mu3

That "Weapons of Mass Destruction" in 
Iraq refers to an intact, armed nuke with 
a delivery system, but in the US refers 
to common self-loading rifles.

COUNTY CHAIRS
Bernalillo
Mike Blessing, 505-710-5197 
gunssavelives@comcast.net
www.lpnm.org/bernalillo

Dona Ana
Siebert Ickler, 505-541-9079
flicklers@peoplepc.com
www.lpnm.org/dona-ana

San Juan
Bob Ziesmer, 505-327-6681 
nm_bob@hotmail.com

Sandoval
Ron Bjornstad, 505-288-4228
rbjornstad@earthlink.net

Valencia
Abran Gabaldon, 505-864-6870
abran_d@yahoo.com

COUNTY CONTACTS
(Unorganized Counties)

Colfax
Richard Moore, 505-377-6849
myliberty@mail.com

Lea
Christina Groth, 505-397-9366

Lincoln
Richard Obergfell, 505-378-8025 
lplcnm@valornet.com

Los Alamos
Allen Cogbill, 505-662-7833 
acogbill@geopotential.com

Otero
Kathleen Hodgkinson
505-437-6042 
hodgkinson@cybermesa.com

Roosevelt 
Ken Sanders, 505-749-2085

Santa Fe
Susan Ruch, 505-466-4706 
suelib1@hotmail.com

= + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + =
"Yes, we've disagreed, even fought, 
but  I  would  rather  have  someone 
who opposes  me  out  of  an honest 
belief  in  the rightness  of  his  cause 
than someone who is always on my 
side  because  it  was  expected  and 
required."
– Delenn,
   "Rumors, Bargains and Lies"
   Babylon 5, Season 4

LPNM CENTRAL COMMITTEE
Chair
Jay Vandersloot, 505-362-1733
jayvandersloot@yahoo.com

Vice Chair
Bruce Bush, 505-256-0810
bruce1776@msn.com

Secretary
Mike Blessing, 505-710-5197
gunssavelives@comcast.net

Treasurer 
Richard Obergfell, 505-378-8025
lplcnm@valornet.com

At-Large Representative, Seat A
Ron Bjornstad, 505-891-4541
rbjornstad@earthlink.net

At-Large Representative, Seat B
VACANT

District 1 Representative, Seat A
VACANT

District 1 Representative, Seat B
John Pfersich,
505-301-2601 / neoconssuck@att.net

District 2 Representative, Seat A
Paul Trujillo, 505-550-2854
ptrujillo@netscape.com

District 2 Representative, Seat B
VACANT

District 3 Representative, Seat A
Bob Ziesmer, 505-327-6681
nm_bob@hotmail.com

District 3 Representative, Seat B
Joseph Knight, 505-330-7713
nm_libertarian@yahoo.com

Press Secretary
Bill Koehler, 505-264-0835
bkoehler8@comcast.net

CAMPUS GROUPS
New Mexico Tech
Lucas Uecker
505-301-7980 / luecker@nmt.edu

University of New Mexico
John Pfersich (Acting)
505-301-2601 / neoconssuck@att.net

= + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + = + =
"'Price Gouging' is a concept that only a 
politician,  journalist  or  other  short-
sighted economic illiterate could coin."
Rex Curry
“Beware  of  altruism.  It  is  based  on  self-
deception, the root of all evil.”
– Robert A. Heinlein, 
   Time Enough For Love (1973)



AUTHORIZATION FOR AUTOMATED TRANSFERS
(DEBITS AND CREDITS)

Charter Bank:

I authorize Charter Bank to initiate an electronic transfer via the Automated Clearing House (ACH) as noted below:

Customer Name (on account, please print):  _________________________________________________________________

DEBIT (charge) Financial Institution Name:  _________________________________________________________________

City:  ________________________________________ State:  ____________ Zip:  ___________

Routing Number / ABA:  ________/________/________ Account Number:  _____________________
(Please include a deposit slip or voided check)

CREDIT (deposit)  Charter Bank,  to the account of LIBERTARIAN PARTY OF NEW MEXICO,  account number  0092040302

$______  LPNM General Fund     $______  Chair's Contingency Fund     $______  Major Player Fund     $______  Win One Fund

TOTAL AMOUNT of electronic transfer $_________  MONTHLY on the  _________  day of each month starting  ____/____/____

I understand this authority is to remain in full force and effect until Charter Bank has received notification from me regarding termination 
in such time and in such manner as to afford Charter Bank a reasonable opportunity to act on it.  I also understand this transfer is not 
immediate and could take up to two business days.

Signature:  _________________________________  Date:  ____________  Social Security Number:  ___________________

BANK USE ONLY Bank Employee:  ______________________________________________  Date:  ____________________

Authorization processed by:  ____________________________________________________  Date:  ____________________

MONTHLY CREDIT CARD PLEDGE

I authorize the Treasurer of the Libertarian Party of New Mexico to charge my credit card MONTHLY as indicated below:

CARD TYPE (circle one):     VISA     /     MASTERCARD     /     AMERICAN EXPRESS     /     DISCOVER

Number:  __ __ __ __-__ __ __ __-__ __ __ __-__ __ __ __  Expires:  ____/____

$_______  on the  _______  day of each month beginning on  ____/____/____  to be used as follows:

$______  LPNM General Fund     $______  Chair's Contingency Fund     $______  Major Player Fund     $______  Win One Fund

I understand that this agreement remains in effect until I notify the Treasurer of the Libertarian Party of New Mexico, in writing, to 
cancel or alter this agreement.

NAME (on card, please print):  ______________________________________________________

SIGNATURE:  _______________________________________________  DATE  ____/____/____

FEDERAL INFO REQUIREMENTS, DISCLAIMERS, ETC.

Federal law requires political committees to report the name, mailing address, occupation and employer for each individual whose 
contributions aggregate in excess of $200 in a calendar year.  Political contributions are not tax deductible.  Your contribution may be 
used to fund federal election activity.

Name:  ______________________________________________________________________

Address:  ____________________________________________________________________

City:  ________________________________________  State:  ___________  Zip:  _________

Phone  (h):  ______________________  (w):  ______________________  E-mail:  ________________________________

Employer:  _______________________________________  Occupation:  _______________________________________

This form is for monthly pledges only.  Please pay dues separately.  Complete either the AUTOMATED TRANSFER section or the 
CREDIT CARD section, and the INFO section.  Mail the entire form to the address below.  PLEASE NOTE:  LPNM receives 100% of 
your pledge when you use AUTOMATED TRANSFER, but pays substantial fees on CREDIT CARD pledges.  Thank You !!

LPNM, 918 IVORY RD SE, RIO RANCHO NM 87124
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ADMINISTRIVIA
Mike Blessing, Editor [ gunssavelives@comcast.net ]

If you have news, interesting stories, op-ed pieces, a letter to the 
editor,  or  timely  information  that  you  think  belongs  in  the 
newsletter, please send it along. I can be contacted at 505-710-
5197,  or  just  send  it  to  email  address 
gunssavelives@comcast.net.

When sending your submission as an MS Word (or Open Office 
Text)  file,  send  it  single-spaced  in  9-pt  Arial  –  like  this  is. 
Margins should be half-inch (0.5”) around, with no headers or 
footers. If you send it in a text-only format, make it clear to me if 
you want anything  in  bold  type,  underlined,  in  italics,  struck-
through, different colors, etc. I’m not telepathic here, so help me 
out.

Graphics  (pictures,  cartoons,  etc.)  –  send  the  highest  quality 
graphics you can – email them to me at the address above, and 
I’ll do what I can to get them in the next issue. In particular, what 
I want are pictures of YOU the LPNM members, either at LPNM-
sponsored events or at other peoples' events.

Submission deadline for each issue – midnight, third Tuesday of 
the month.

Articles
As for writing your article, It should be concise (no longer than a 
full page) and topical. A bit of humor helps, especially for op-ed 
pieces.

What I'm really looking for in the way of articles is what's going 
on  in  the  LPNM –  what  YOU the  membership  are  up  to  in 
spreading  the  message.  For  example,  an  article  about  the 
stupidity, insanity and evil of the UN might get put in, depending 
on  available  space  and  the  quality  of  the  article.  A  group  of 
LPNM members counter-protesting the raising of a UN flag by 
the  city  council  WILL  get  put  in,  and  probably  will  get  first 
priority.

Letters to the Editor
The editor  will  publish letters  on a space-available  basis.  The 
same standards apply for letters that apply for articles – keep 
them concise and topical. The editor will NOT publish letters in 
response  to  other  letters  –  New  Mexico  Liberty is  NOT  a 
message board  –  use  the message section  of  NML's  Yahoo! 
group for that purpose. Or post your traffic to the LPNM's other 
email lists – LPNM-discuss or LPNM-forum.

Editorial Viewpoint
The basis for libertarian thought is the Zero Aggression Principle 
[ZAP] –

A libertarian is someone who believes that  no human 
being  has  the  right  –  under  any circumstances  –  to 
initiate force  against  another human  being,  nor  to 
threaten, incite or delegate its initiation.

New  Mexico  Liberty holds  that  Libertarian  candidates, 
officeholders  or  appointed  spokespersons  at  all  levels  of 
government or the Party should refrain from advocating new or 
more  restrictive  laws,  new  or  more  expensive  spending 
programs,  or  new  or  higher  taxes.  To  paraphrase  from  the 
medical profession, “First, do no harm.”

Copyright
Copyright  © 2006  Libertarian  Party  of  New Mexico.  All  rights 
reserved.

Permission is explicitly  granted for subscribers to recopy  New 
Mexico Liberty for non-commercial purposes, specifically as use 
as an outreach tool, provided that New Mexico Liberty is copied 
in its entirety. Use your imagination here.

Subscriptions and Correspondence
www.lpnm.org/newsletter

www.myspace.com/nmliberty 
groups.yahoo.com/group/nmliberty/join

To subscribe, send a blank email to 
nmliberty-subscribe@yahoogroups.com

To UNsubscribe: send a blank email message to:
nmliberty-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com

For a print subscription, contact Ron Bjornstad for details.

Finally,  New Mexico Liberty will be posted to the web, in  PDF 
format,  both to the Archives section of the page on lpnm.org, 
and to the Files section of the Yahoo group I’ve set up for it:

groups.yahoo.com/group/nmliberty

If you are moving or change your mailing address, please use 
the enclosed envelope to let us know, so we can keep your New 
Mexico Liberty coming to you.

Advertising in New Mexico Liberty

Current rates for year-long spots
Full page Ø60.00
Half page Ø30.00
Quarter page Ø15.00
Business card Ø  8.00

Rates are subject to change at the discretion of the editor. The 
editor  will  do his  best  to  make any such  changes  only when 
absolutely necessary.

Inserts – For an insert into the PDF version that goes out over 
the  internet,  contact  the  editor  at  email  address  nmliberty-
owner@yahoogroups.com. For  an insert  into  the print  edition, 
contact  Ron  Bjornstad  at  email  address 
rbjornstad@earthlink.net or phone number 505-288-4228.

Ø – The symbol for Federal Reserve Note(s), as used by Boston 
T.  Party  in  his  books.  In  plain-text  message  traffic  (such  as 
email),  the  acronym  “FRN”  will  be  used  by  the  editor.  See 
www.javelinpress.com for  more  information.  Also  see  the 
Wikipedia  page  for  “Federal  Reserve  Note”  – 
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_Reserve_Note

Submissions Policy
The editor reserves the right to refuse service to anyone for any 
reason. The editor will most often be willing to explain any such 
reasons.  Appeals  of  the  editor's  refusal  to  post  an 
advertisement,  article,  letter  to editor,  or anything else can be 
made  to  the  LPNM's State  Chair,   Central  Committee  and/or 
Judicial Council.

LPNM OFFICIAL MAILING ADDRESS 
AND PHONE NUMBER

918 Ivory Road SE
Rio Rancho, NM 87124

505-288-4228

If the date on your mailing label is before 10/01/06, it's time 
to renew your LPNM membership.
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THE UNANIMOUS CONSENT CHALLENGE
CASH Ø10,000 PRIZE

To the  first  person  to  write  a  logical  and  documented  essay 
showing  one  of  the  following  to  be  compatible  with  the 
Declaration of Independence:

Sherman Anti-Trust Act of 1890
Pure Food and Drug Act of 1906

Federal Communications Act of 1934
National Firearms Act of 1934

Banking Act of 1935
The Internal Revenue Code

Controlled Substances Act of 1970
RICO Act of 1970

Federal Elections Act of 1970
Plumbing Products Efficiency Act of 1992

Anti-Money Laundering Act of 1992
USA PATRIOT Act of 2001

Bipartisan Campaign Reform Act of 2002

To claim your prize, contact 
Mike Blessing at 505-710-5197 
or gunssavelives@comcast.net.

The Unanimous Consent Challenge is available online at the 
KCUF Media site – www.tinyurl.com/hn982

REMEMBER –
by Mike Blessing [ gunssavelives@comcast.net ]

As a juror, you have the right and duty to vote your conscience 
not only on the facts of the case – did the accused do what s/he 
is accused of – but also on the law itself –

• Is it a good law?
• Is the law being properly applied?
• Does the punishment asked for fit the crime?

Using jury nullification,  just  one percent of the population that 
disagrees with a bad law (victim disarmament, Drug Prohibition, 
the tax code, etc., etc.) can start getting these bad laws knocked 
off the books.

See www.fija.org for more information. 

See also  You & The Police, by Boston T. Party, available  at 
Javelin Press [ www.javelinpress.com ].

Closed Borders – www.tinyurl.com/yfzlwp
by John Trever of the Albuquerque Journal

The Simon Jester Project
www.simonjester.org

What is the Simon Jester Project?

If you haven't read the classic SF novel,  The Moon is a Harsh 
Mistress, by Robert A. Heinlein,  the whole Simon Jester thing 
may  be  confusing  you.  Simon  Jester  was  the  "imaginary" 
creation of  a group of  Loonies fomenting rebellion.  He was a 
little devil who tormented the Lunar government with catchy little 
jokes,  ditties,  poems,  slogans,  and  cartoons.  Later,  Simon 
expanded into the poltergeist business by playing practical jokes 
on gov-goons and bureaucrats. He always signed his work with 
a little cartoon image of a grinning devil.

"Simon" was a game everyone could play, anyone who wanted 
to  bug  the  ruling  authoritarians,  that  is.  Any  pissed-off  miner 
could scribble a bit of seditious graffiti on a wall and attribute it 
to  "Simon"  with  the  easily  scrawled  logo.  To  the  Authority,  it 
seemed that Simon Jester was everywhere, all the time.

We need Simon Jester now.

A  "meme"  is  an  idea,  a  thought;  hopefully  a  seed  that  will 
germinate in the recipient's mind and grow into a whole garden 
of  worthwhile  ideas.  In  theory,  one  exposes  people  to  short, 
memorable phrases or images which stick with them; rather like 
the tune you can't get out of your head. In this case, the "tune" is 
akin  to  Yankee  Doodle  Dandy  and  is  meant  to  generate 
thoughts on liberty.

Planting those mental seeds is what the Simon Jester Project is 
all about. To get you started, we've provided a few basic files.

Surely this is enough to get us started.

Enough plotting; let's get out and do something!

What to Do With This Stuff 

Okay. We've told you who Simon Jester is. We've given you a 
bunch of files for posters, stickers, flyers, et cetera. 

So what the devil (pun intended <grin>) are you supposed to do 
with this stuff? 

Assuming you read  The Moon is a Harsh Mistress, you should 
already have a pretty good idea. But here some specifics you 
might try: 
• Flyers can go on bulletin boards, car windshields in parking 

lots, or simply be handed out.
• The same goes for folded pamphlets, or you might put some 

in the form slots on bank tables and the counters at the post 
office.

• Stickers can go anywhere: Service counters at DMV, the post 
office,  post  drop  boxes,  windows  and  doors.  But  if  you're 
considering  putting  them on private property,  also consider 
whether the owner might not appreciate it.

• Business cards can be handed out, left on magazine piles in 
waiting  rooms,  set  on  counters,  stuck  under  windshield 
wipers, or even flung out high windows. Try including one in 
all your bill payment envelopes.

• The Cthulhu election posters  can go up anywhere you see 
other campaign signs posted. Try putting them up in your car 
windows, too. If you stake out a polling station like the other 
campaign aides, come election time, the Cthulhu posters go 
great  with  the  Democracy  Explained  flyers  to  get  voters' 
attention.

• Stickers can also go on packages and envelopes. Kinda like 
Easter Seals, but a lot more fun.
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Libertarian Party of New Mexico Enrollment / Renewal Coupon
Please print in all areas

Name                                                                         Address                                                                                 

City                                                                              State  Zip                   Phone                                                

Email                                                   Employer                                            Occupation                                        

[  ] I am registered to vote as a Libertarian and wish to [   ] join [   ] renew as a caucus member. 
Enclosed is $25 annual dues payable to “LPNM.” (Sorry, we cannot accept corporate checks.) I will 
get the state newsletter  “New Mexico Liberty”  and will have delegate status at state conventions.  I 
understand that the LP News is NOT at this time included in my membership.

[   ]  I  am not  registered  as Libertarian  in  the State  of  New Mexico  or I  do not  wish to  sign the 
statement opposing the initiation of force to achieve social or political goals at this time. Enclosed is 
$25.00 annual-dues payable to “Libertarian Party.” (Sorry, we cannot accept corporate checks.)  I 
will get the state newsletter “New Mexico Liberty” and will have no other benefits. I understand that 
the LP News is NOT at this time included in my membership.

I oppose the initiation of force to achieve social or political goals. 

Signed                                                                                   

[   ] Enclosed is my donation of $              for use as indicated:

[   ] LPNM General Fund [   ] Chair’s Contingency Fund [   ] Major Player Fund [   ] Win One Fund

Please make donation check payable to “LPNM.” (Sorry, we cannot accept corporate checks.)

Credit Card Info: Type                    Number                                                                     
Exp.Date                    Amount                      

Signed                                                                                   

Government mandated notices: 

• The US Postal Service requires us to notify you that the annual New Mexico Liberty subscription 
cost is included in your LPNM membership dues of $25.00.

• The Internal Revenue Service requires us to print “political contributions are not tax deductible” on 
all fundraising appeals. 

• The Federal Election Commission requires us to ask for the employer and occupation of  each 
individual whose contributions aggregate in excess of $200 in a calendar year.

The preceding notices alone should be enough reason to join the Libertarian Party, the only political 
party working to increase your freedom.

COPY OR PRINT, FILL OUT, AND SEND TO:
918 IVORY RD SE

RIO RANCHO NM 87124
New Mexico Liberty – November 2006 – Page 12


	by Ron Bjornstad [ rbjornstad@earthlink.net ]
	On Thursday September 28th, Governor Richardson's "Task Force on the Responsible Use of Eminent Domain” held a public hearing in Los Ranchos de Albuquerque. Citizens were allowed five minutes each to present their views on the use of eminent domain by government. Of the more than fifteen individuals who spoke, most let the task force have it with both barrels and received much applause for their efforts. Two speakers, both government employees, spoke of the necessity of taking property from its owners, they were greeted with silence. Libertarian party member Ron Bjornstad was one of those who spoke on behalf of property rights. The text of his presentation follows:
	Purity and Pragmatism

