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Supper Club Update

This month’s supper club is on Thursday, 21 June at 7:00 p.m. Our guest speaker will be  Donna Grindey, Lancaster’s City Clerk.

Ms. Grindey will be speaking about local government.  This is a chance to learn how to get something done, or why things are done the way they are.

Ms. Grindey was originally scheduled to speak in May, but an unavoidable family conflict prevented her from coming.  So if you regretted missing her talk last month you now have a second chance.

As usual, we’ll be at the Greenhouse Café in the A.V. Mall.

1233 West Avenue P

Palmdale

661-272-8866

We look forward to seeing you there.  (
Adopt-a-Highway Update

If you’re driving on the 14 freeway, look at those blue adopt-a-highway signs.  You’ll see  around the Soledad Canyon off ramp that the AVLP has adopted a section of road.

We need you!  We will be picking up trash on June 23, at 9:00 a.m.  Volunteers are always appreciated.  We will meet at the south bound Soledad Canyon off ramp.

Please come and help us do our part to keep this valley clean.  (
Bad Month for Libertarians

May was a bad month for libertarians in the state of California.  First the State Supreme Court disallowed jury nullification.  The U.S. Supreme Court disallowed medical marijuana.  But is  it as bad as it looks?

Not really.  Let’s look at each of the cases and see what was really said.

In the jury nullification case the California Supreme Court allowed a judge to remove a juror who stated that he believed the law was wrong.  This happened during jury deliberations, causing a hung jury.  One of the jury told the judge that the jury was hung because one member wouldn’t convict under what he thought was a bad law.  The judge removed  the man and replaced him with an alternate.  The jury then convicted the defendant.

So  according to the state Supreme court, you can’t refuse to convict because you think the law is bad.  But jury nullification still happens.  Look at the O.J. Simpson jury.  No one there stated the law against murder was bad.  Yet jury nullification took place.  The trick is to find a reason other than a bad law for refusing to convict.

If you wish to engage in jury nullification you now must simply be discrete about it.  Don’t criticize the law.  Find a loophole.  Decided there is reasonable doubt.  But always say your support the law.

The U.S. Supreme Court  disallowed the medical marijuana defense.  But only somewhat.  Prop 215 has no weight on Federal prosecution, as the federal law preempts the state law.  But medical marijuana is still legal in California when it comes to state laws.  Since the federal government is responsible for less than 10% of all marijuana prosecutions, this ruling affects a small handful of marijuana case.   California still cannot prosecute  people for using marijuana medically.

So while two disappointing judgements were handed down in May, both  have enough holes in them for Libertarians to struggle through.  Just remember too look for the holes.  (
The Libertarian Agenda

John Van Huizum

Why are certain political parties minority parties that do not seem to have an agenda or platform that is attracting a substantial percentage of the voters?

For example the agendas of Ralph Nader, Pat Buchanan, Harry Brown, the Communists, the Socialists, the natural law party, or the Reform Party? 

Are they too idealistic or too focused too strongly on one particular pet issue to convince people to join them and vote for them? Or are they too dogmatic and too inflexible?

If politics is the art of compromise do their uncompromising beliefs relegate them to relative obscurity?

Why is freedom of choice anathema to a majority of the people, despite the fact that we profess to be the land of the free and the home of the brave?

When freedom of choice with respects abortion, drug use, euthanasia, or prostitution, goes against the religion of many people, these freedoms "absolutely" lead to immoral behavior in the minds of many religious individuals and law and order fanatics.

Freedom of choice leaves them the freedom not to abort, not to use drugs, not to ask for mercy killing, or not to engage in prostitution, so they are free to practice what they feel is moral or ethical, but they want to force others to behave the same way.

When a majority of the people are religious, when a majority feels social security and Medicare are good programs, when a majority feels using drugs is bad, or voluntary assisted suicide goes against  God’s will, a party advocating freedom of choice is going against the prevailing tide.

Instead of pursuing too many issues, the Libertarian party can be very useful in focusing on one issue at a time, like the freedom to use marijuana.

To advocate abolishing the income tax or social security is overreaching, in my opinion.  (
What Can the Feds Enforce?

If you ever drive on Edwards Air Force Base you should know about Greg Morgan.  Mr. Morgan is currently involved in a court battle over the Federal Government’s ability to enforce state laws.

Greg Morgan received a ticket last year for having an expired registration.  He was fined $25.  It turns out the only reason the federal government can enforce a state law is an old, 170 year old law that allows the federal government to enforce "prohibitory" laws, but not "regulatory” laws.  The registration violation is a regulatory law and thus cannot be enforced be the Security Police on Edwards AFB.

The original prosecutor agreed with Greg and was willing to throw the case out.  But another prosecutor took over and decided to fight.  Greg Morgan lost.  So he appealed.  The judge listening to the case issued an oral ruling siding with Mr. Morgan.  Then, when he issued his written ruling, he sided with the government.  Apparently Morgan was correct about the 170 year old law, but after some work, the Judge found a different law allowing the feds to enforce a car registration.

Greg Morgan is appealing to the U.S. Court of Appeals. Morgan says he's simply against the military enforcing civilian laws.

"Likewise, I wouldn't want the Kern County sheriff fighting wars for me," he added.

"One of the reasons for the (American) Revolution was that King George's army thought themselves above civilian laws, as the Air Force does today," Morgan wrote in a statement Wednesday. "King George's position was proven wrong and so will the Air Force's."  (
“Beauty” Ordinance Causes Blight

Anyone who has driven past 10th Street West and Avenue K in Lancaster has seen the deserted Sears building on the corner.  What most don’t know is why nothing has been done about it in all the years of abandonment.

It all comes down to the conditions, covenants and restrictions passed for that property 44 years ago.  CC&R’s, as they are commonly known are passed to ensure that a property or area maintains a certain look.  They are basically “beauty” ordinances, enforcing things like sidewalks, parking, and “blocking the view.”  CC&R’s are decided on by private citizens and enforced by the government.

The building can be torn down, but a new structure would have to follow the CC&R.  It can’t be too tall as it could block the view.  The parking is carefully regulated.  Sidewalk placement is described minutely.  All of this is prohibitive regulation that makes interested parties decide not to build at that location.

To eliminate this, the city has to undertake eminent domain.  Why?  Because the CC&R is a private agreement, owned by a private citizen.  So, although the city must enforce the CC&R, they cannot change it without purchasing it from the current “owner.”

It gets even better.  The city is justifying using eminent domain, stating that restrictions on the property are causing blight.  They are willing to pay $10,000 to buy back control of the CC&R.  The current owner, however, wants close to a million dollars for it.

Just remember this.  The CC&R is much like Palmdale’s lawn ordinance.   The difference is that Palmdale’s law ordinance was enacted by the city council, while the CC&R was created by private citizens.  

An effort to make things “pretty” is now blamed for blight.  And it could cost taxpayers close to a million dollars to settle.  Perhaps the government shouldn’t be trying to define what is or is not beautiful?  (
Financial Gain and Financial Loss

Jason Gonella

Once when I was young, I was quite proud of myself for having found a penny.  I announced this fact to a friend, who then told me I had just lost money.

I was stumped as to how that could be, since I was now a penny richer.

The explanation turned out that the time it took me to pick up the penny was such that in that time I was making less than minimum wage. 

Putting aside the mathematical question of how long it takes to earn a penny under minimum wage, this reveals an interesting viewpoint.  According to some, if you earn less than a certain amount, you are actually losing money.

I remained unconvinced.  After all, I was still a penny richer.

A simple fact is that an increase, no matter how large or small, is an increase, and a decrease, no matter how large or small, is a decrease.  If someone loses less money than they thought they would, they still lost money.  If someone makes less money than they though they would, they still made money.

This is in direct contrast to the view many have in politics.  According to our politicians, if the budget increases at a lower level than was originally anticipated, it is called a cut.  Never mind that the amount of money is now greater than it was before, it is considered a cut.  If whatever program is in discussion was truly cut, it would need to lose personnel and services in order to save money, but instead it has money to expand its activities and services.  If the budget was neither increased nor decreased, it would have to do the same in the new year as it did in the previous, putting aside the complications of inflation for the moment.

To listen to politicians discuss the matter, to not increase the budget at all, or to increase it at the same rate as inflation alone is considered a draconian cut.  That was the rhetoric of the Democratic Party during the 1995 budget debates.  Increases that were greater than inflation, but less than the amount desired by the Democratic congressmen were called slashing and Draconian.  The Republican majority was accused of slashing the budget.  Such propaganda sounds far more extreme than the actual events relate.

The budget isn’t the only area in which mathematical illiteracy strikes people.  Consider the gap in incomes between the rich and the poor.  It is commonly said that the rich are getting richer faster than the poor are getting richer.  This is said as a complaint, ignoring the encouraging news that the poor are getting richer.  To illustrate mathematically, if you increase one million dollars by five percent, and increase one thousand dollars by five percent, the rich have increased by a greater amount than the poor have.  To illustrate further, if one million dollars is increased by one percent, and one thousand dollars is increased by ten percent, again, the rich have increased by a larger amount, even though the poor have increased by a greater percentage.  This is the myth of the rich getting richer faster than the poor are getting richer.  At this differing percentage rate, eventually the poor will catch up, but the fact that they are increasing at a lower lump sum rate is considered unfair.  Measure methods are the chief variance used by those who have different fundamental ideologies, but do not cause these different ideologies.  Instead the ideologies cause the usage of the differing methods.

One must consider also the continuing debate over the minimum wage.  The argument is that by making  less than what some consider to be what they should earn, they are losing money.  The truth is that those earning minimum wage are only losing money only if they spend more than they earn.  There are other arguments, such as the scarcity of those who are actually earning minimum wage, but those are to the side of this main point.  However much those with low incomes make, they are receiving their pay, and as such, are making money, not losing it.

Again, the conflict is between objective standards and expected standards.  What it comes down to is a matter of trying to determine what the outcome should be.  What should be is an important ideal, but there are two opinions on how to achieve it.  Some people believe it should be worked for, and others believe it should be mandated.  Those who believe in mandating outcomes believe in practices like minimum wage and higher taxes on those who make more money.  Those who do not are the advocates of Laissez Faire Capitalism.  Such advocates believe that if there is an increase, then there is an increase, and if there is a decrease there is a decrease.

Looking back, I still believe that I was a penny richer that day, no matter how quickly or slowly that penny became mine, nor how much more I may have been pleased to find something larger.  (
Libertarians Around Town

In an effort to become more visible, the Antelope Valley Libertarian Party will be hosting a booth at some local events.  In September we will be having an informational campaign at the A.V. Gun Show on Sept 21-23.

If you want to stop in and see us, please do so!  If you would like to help man the booth, that would be great.  If you’re interested in helping out, please contact Deanna at (661) 943-4408.  (
Initiatives to be Aware of

There are sixteen initiatives currently in circulation in California.  Some of these initiatives are worth looking at.

Overriding Federal Law. Petition to Secretary of State. Removal of Aborting Equipment. 

Circulation Deadline: 06/25/01 Signatures Required: 419,260 

Proposes that any bill passed to law by majority vote in one state shall override any existing contradictory law in Congress. Requires petition to Secretary of State to submit to voters any law passed by a majority vote in any state. Amends statute to provide that the People of California                       find aborting equipment still exists and must be removed. 

What does this mean?  Well it prohibits any state laws “aborting” other state laws.  It allows anything passed in another state to be enacted in California.  This is dangerous as different state’s have laws that contradict other state’s.  While is would allow some interesting laws in (such as the Taxpayer’s Bill of rights in Colorado) it also opens the state up for disastrous laws, such as North Carolina allowing Social Workers to invade a house without a warrant.  

Race, Ethnicity, Color or National Origin Classification. Initiative Constitutional Amendment.  

Circulation Deadline: 08/31/01 Signatures Required: 670,816 

Effective January 1, 2005 prohibits state, local governments from using race, ethnicity, color or national origin to classify current or prospective students, contractors, or employees in public education, contracting or employment operations. Does not prohibit classification by sex.                     Prohibition also covers persons subject to other operations of government unless Legislature finds compelling state interest, authorizes by two-thirds of each house, and Governor approves. "Classifying" defined as separating, sorting, or organizing persons or personal data.            Exemptions include: law enforcement descriptions; prisoner and undercover assignments; action taken to maintain federal funding.

This is an interesting initiative which is trying to bring into being a colorless society.  One where people are “judged by the content of their character, not by the color of their skin.”  (Dr. Martin Luther King)   Of course, expect minority groups to depict this as racist, rather than truly color blind.

Keep your eyes out for people trying to get signatures on petitions.  And remember to read what you’re signing!  (
Initiative Suggestion

Richard Rider

I suggest that the CA LP should formally support a newly proposed statutory initiative calling for due process in Child Protective Service (CPS) procedures for taking away kids from parents.  The CPS abuses in this area are often worse than asset forfeiture, involving the breakup of families on scant evidence with no due process.  The initiative is NOW circulating, has some funding and is professionally gathering signatures.

Information on this initiative can be found at http://www.coalitiontopreservefamilies.org/

Initiatives are a fertile battleground for us in California -- and this year we have almost no candidate races in which to involve activists.  This call for such novel concepts as a jury trial and other due process procedures is duck soup for us Libertarians.  (
Antelope Valley Libertarian Party Membership, Donation, and Volunteer Form

I wish to become a member of the Libertarian Party. I understand that I will be joining the local, state, and national levels of the LP, all for one of the four annual membership rates or the lifetime rate indicated below, and I will receive the Antelope Valley Libertarian (local newsletter), LPC Monthly (state newsletter), and LP News (national monthly newspaper). I choose the following membership category:

___Basic ($25)  ___Sustaining ($100)  ___Sponsor ($250)  ___Patron ($500)  ___Life Member ($1,000)

(Note: Joining the LP does not automatically make your voter registration Libertarian.) The Libertarian Party is the party of principle. To publicly affirm what we believe–and to ensure that our party never strays from our principles–we ask our members to proudly sign this statement:

I hereby certify that I do not believe in or advocate the initiation of force as a means of achieving political or social goals.   

Signature (required only for membership): ___________________________________________________

I wish to make a separate donation of $__________ to the Antelope Valley Libertarian Party. (Membership dues go primarily to the national and state organizations.)  Nonmembers who donate at least $15 will receive a one-year subscription to the Antelope Valley Libertarian.

I wish to volunteer to help with: ___________________________________________________________.

 (Please specify if you prefer to help with campaigns, computers, event plans, information tables, mailings, newsletters, phone calls, speeches, etc.)

Name: _______________________________________________________________________________

Address: _____________________________________________________________________________

Phone(s): __________________________________ E-mail: ___________________________________

Total enclosed: $______________

 Please make your check payable to the Antelope Valley Libertarian Party (AVLP) and mail it with this form to P.O. 3475, Quartz Hill, CA 93586-3475


Upcoming Events


June 21, 6:30 p.m. – June Business Meeting


June 21, 7:00 p.m. – June Supper Club, Donna Grindey, Lancaster City Clerk speaking


June 23, 9:00 a.m. – Adopt-a-Highway Cleanup


July 19, 6:30 p.m. – July Business Meeting


July 19, 7:00 p.m. July Supper Club
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Attention Second Amendment Lovers


Want to go shooting with like-minded people?


Call Deanna


(661) 943-4408





When Washington and Jefferson were alive, Checkers was the game of choice


Is it yours?


Join the Libertarian Checkers club to find out


Call John:


(661) 942-5512





Newsletter Deadline


The deadline for newsletter submissions is June 25th.  If you have anything you want included in July’s Newsletter, please contact Deanna Peugeot at: � HYPERLINK mailto:dpeugeot@avlp.org ��dpeugeot@avlp.org� or





Antelope Valley Libertarian Party


P.O. Box 3475


Quartz Hill CA 93586-3475


661- 943-5649 (fax)
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