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Ydward Clark
2% Sutton Flace So. #2F
NY NY 10022
Fd,
Due to the amonnt of vork I see anead of me in the near i re, in

the rarty, etc., I have cvt short wrk on my h use and will return to NY
about the 27th of July, at «hich time T hope to mect with vou to 1-2m

what's happening with vcu and the HY Party, and to get vour resction to the
enclosed rewrite of my 1reamble and statement of principle proposal, 1 am
very grateful for your invitation to the rlatform committee, ete., -rucially

since, as you rrobably know, - I regard NY as the state and city sh the
Libertarian Farty has the best chance of achieving national receozn :- firat,

and rerhars in a very short time, I have been doing some thinkinz anu [:mcw;rk
i nce our conventinn, esyecially while following the Democratic conv

nveruion,
and I have reached the tentative conclusipon that if the NY Party can ncet the
tost of putting together a rlatform (especially the rreamble) and organis ing
better than did the naticnal convention, and if we can get a few sha= reovle

to work full time, we can give the whole country one hell of a sur: rise in
the mavo al electim, and rerhaps befeore.

wi'l be 2lad to go into the reasons for this in detail when 1 return,
but for now I will mestion a few brief points.

1. The mood of tre country, and of NY city as the epitome of that, bot
on mrticular issues and emotirnally., T can w vch for NY,s&nce cab driving
the best job there is for keeping one's ear to the grass roots. It wa: stat
as we'l as anywhere else.dnring the Demo. conventirn and news “n21V”"" the « =
peorle are disturbed and angry about big, secretive, unres:ons
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irresyonsible government; lies and unfulfillable promises; tax= ‘*.; economic
chaos; and distortions of values; and they want the right t¢ ¢ ° <heir own
%oqﬂoq and 1% This last was stated in virtually t-ose t = '« women's
caucus at the DJemo. conventinn, and though the specific issue s abortion,
vhich i® sti’l very much alive in NY as an issue I think, people!: 7 ngs
are rur ‘g toward those terms to some.degree on every ~sue; ar binking
of it » r¢ and more in those terms. And when you c-nsider~ t-e spectacle of
Larry O'E-ien in the opening sreech (and others at that c.avemtimi i some
degree) admi-ting that lies and unfvlfillable rromices by . -mocrats o e
said) are responsible in great part for the present public meod, and 3ding
with th: convention not to make the same mistakes again, (soc they'li imist us
this y=i1~. (), you can see how serious and how far into the public as
gotten., He and the others on that score gave the Libe tarian iarty o me

outstanding camraign ammunitim , and the course of th. conventicn znd resws
commentary on it was one big illuminatie of that.

Cne more thing on this roint that is of paramownt importance: t
questi n of ethical argument in the political arcna (é.g. distcriiors

values; . ,f rcmember correctly, Hospers made the serious mistale in his
accertance =ch (among other such errors) of saying he would (2~d,I
Tresurie, ov impvlcatﬂon we should) stay away from ethical auestisr= 1r ‘he
campai;sv. ~hen rossible, keeping to strictly political issues. dirnswers o

that wer: ziven long aso by Rand in, ameng other places, the introaucticn and

first sssay of "Capitalism: The Unknown Ideal”.
"By their silence—by their evasion of the clash between cartalism
anc altruism—=it is capitalism's alleged champions who are resyor® ble
Tor the fact that caritalism is being destroyed without a hearing, ...
W thout =ny public knowledge of its principles, its nature,...or its

moral meaning,."
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"Of all the cocial systoms in mantind's history capitalism is the
only system based on an objective theory of values."

"The objective theory of values is the only moral theory incompatible
with mle by force. Caritalism is the onily system based imrlicitly on an
objective theory o° valurs—and ‘the histo~ic tragedy is that this has
never been made exrlicit." (Ttalics mine-rH.)

"No social system {2nd no human inctitution or activity of any kind)
can survive without a moral bhase." {Italics mine,)

"For those who do not vlly understand the role of rhilosophy in
political-economic issues, I offer—as the clearest example of today's
intellectnal state—some further quotatio s [ rom Britannical,..

—Few observers...fi nd favlt with capitalism a- an engine of
rroduction, Critieism usually yroceeds either from moral or

cultural disaprroval of certsin features...e—

"ooothe guiltiest men are those who, lacking the ¢: . »age to
challenge mysticism or altruism, attempt tc byrass the e 5 ot
reason and morality and to defend...=—Caritalicfe-or iny £r 1e
other than rational and moral." (Italics mine, )

I could go on in th v reciad, but that says it, in the context of her

arguments.

In terms of the prasent political arena, everyone elire iy atbempting
to justify their rosi tion to = me degree by arguments of ethics and va’ £S,
or something that rasses for that, Why not us? We had damned well better!
Folitics is the only fornm for us now to defend our rrinciples in full =ms
before an electorate, to win them over, The best example I “ave seen of this
recently was a question rut by a "ranelist" at. the end of SBuckley's "Firing
Iine" program i th the Galbraith clan on the hot seats just before the Demo
convention. The man's name was Yillard, from 3roward (2) U, iis question, in
rararhrase, was:'Isn't there a contradiction between the traditional rights
to life, liberty, and property, on one hand, and these new "rishts" to 2
living, job, home, etc. (the Hoosevelt list5 on the other, ‘hich must be
provided by someone (gov't) at someone's expense (the taxpavers').. Ca= you
(JK Galvraith) rrovide an ethical resolution of this contradiction’' Jf ® urse
he couldn't! In fact, Galbraith and Buckley were reduced %o - mumbling,
bumbling, cvasive agreement on this question, to the effect . .av thos: wno
rroduce ought to provide for those w o don't, but it's a question of how
much rowe - Zovernment $hould exercise in doing it. The logic of the ethical
argument was too much for either of them, and if Hillard had had the crance
(it was t' e last minute of the show) and skill, he could have =ut the
supreme 1ie to noth of them.right there. (I'm syre, from his terminology,
that he w-s familiar with Objectivism.) The closest anyone came to an. answer
was Galbraith's assertion that there is no contradiction, really, it's
Just a matter of necessity (I think that was the implication that came through
his twisted grammar). My little (16 yr. old) sister had asked = few weeks
earlier for tre definitive principles of mnservatives and liberals, and who
their chief srokesmen were; she got it right there, and understood verv well.
She 'mows next to nothing about rolitics yet,..
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~'il toncrn on this again in reference to the preamble, Back to brevity,

T )
2. 1S Sues

* There is not one single Issue before the public today that
cammot 5e answered and resolved with concise and irrefutable logic (and an
arreal tc the values people are seeking—people are hungry for values in this
country, as thev say) by a skillfull Libertarian speaker in the political
forum. The Demos and ‘epublic-ns have, at this roint, themselves brought nearly
every issue to a crisis in the public forum for us--how nice of them! And in
doing so *hey have painted themselves into a politiesal corner. In this sense
may I quote a spokesman for the oppositions "Seize the time!" Now is the
rerfect time, . 5
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3. Orcanization. The current #1 political cliche is how superb
organization brought McGovern from a virtual snknown to national prominence
and control of the Demo party in =ik months., Tt wasn't just organization,
of conrse—he read the pnlse of the country vrrv well, too, as rer above—
but that w-s the primary and indispensable asnect of h1° ® ccess so far,

For us, I am thinking of the success of tho national convcntion, )uch
as 1t was. In my mind, the major barrier to getting Iibertarian ideas and
motivation across to tho reneral public has always been the problem of getting
enough peorle together who have a sufficient grasp of rrinciples—combined
with the motivation and talent for sustained oreanizaticnal work and the
capacity to come together on specific issues on the basis of consistent
argument of princirle in long and cool deliberationes~ to make a political
party of this nature function, and to carry it into the national forum. The
reason I was caught so by ¢ urrvive by the advent of the party, was my
belief, based on the intellectual conflicts I have seen among Iibertarians,
that the rossibility of getting enough of those poople together was at ] Pﬂst
five, rerhaps ten years away; I was out of touch on that score. The nxtlhh 11
convontwon showed it can be done (in spite of the fores ign policy problem,
vhich should be easily solved by a position paper based on the development of
prrinciples which I attempted to introduce on the floor,.and a few other sueh
rroblems), In that sense, our hardest problem is already resolved, or w111
be when the NY Farty puts together a consistent rlatform and qudq a few

major cindidates who can put together the orzanizations to carry it to the
rublic—i.e., effective speakers and managers. I assime from what vou've
said that we have some good candidates already,

Eﬁﬁﬂﬁh on that for now, A few remarks on the enclosure, and I'" 1 quit,
“hen I had to defend my draft at the crnv““tlon on such yrainfully short
notice (I have very little exrerience as a syeaker), and a draft wiich as

itself written and submitted on short nctlce, I c~u1d on]y approach the
rroblem in general terms of the function of the document— as the s-atement

which must embody every principle necessary to justify and le~c us %o each
tlank of 2 rlatform; as the foundation from which every educ:ticnal and
campaign =ffort can be conducted in direct dialog wWith the <leatorate as
well as by "ramrhleteering"; as a statement which defines trz essence of t

rarty itself, as a movement and a political body, not only in terms of
rhilosorhical rrinciple, but of purpose and intent in historical context; and
with a form and style simple and direct, but forceful—in s- wort, as a
complete but concise declaration, a manlfesto. But most important of all,

as I rarticularly emphasized then, is that if the people who move the }:rty
ever lose sight of any of these basic principles which must be included in
the document, or of their inseparability and logical consis stency, then we are
as bound to lose in the political arena and as an intellectual movement in
the present historical context, as all those who have preceded us; we woul
then never serarate ourselves as a rarty from the pragmatic politics of this
age.

That neither "ospers' draft nor mine satisfied these basic rocuirements
(though I believe mine did'better) is arparent on closer examinat<on 'znd
comparison with my rewritten draft), and was well demonstrated by the Toreion
policy debacle at the convention, Phe primary cause of that was not the late
hour nor Iack of time; it was that the necessary princirles were not consistently
held before s, ei ther in the preamble or in general.

These shortcomings must be resolved in the NY preamblé to give us our
best chance-—indeed, any chance at all,

Once again, itand makes the necessary arguments—implicitly or exrlicitly—
in the book from W ich I auoted above. I went back and consulted t! :582aVS
quoted, rJus "Man's Richts" and "The Nature of Government", and reviewed the
difficuvlties of the national convention, plus my "grass roots" intuition, and
worked out the enclosed rewrite, I will write a word for word analysis and
justification soon,'if it seems needed in NY, but in any event for consideration
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by the national party and other state parties before the next convention; but
I include a few thoughts here for you (and anyone else you think it advisable
to show this letter to).

The form is essential to a clear and convincing statemm t (again keeping
in mind the function of the document as the standard of judgment) : a logical
rrogressien from metarhysics (man's nature as a reasoning individual), to
eristomology (reason and sovereipn judgmcnt), to ethics (riqhts). Having
stated the necessary basis for rolitics, we arrive at povernment and
economics, Only then does a statemmt of our purpose and intent as a rolitical
body, and of the nature of what or whom we oprose, carry full force and
clear meaning.

Objections will no doubt arise, as at the natirnal convention, to going
into metaphysics; I refer you again to my previous arpuments, with tho addition
of the examrle set by the Declaration of Independence, It was necessary there
and worked beautifully; this document is of the same nature, and three lines
devoted to it should not tax the concentration of anyone who would listen to
us anyway. Without it, the issue of rights being absclute and inalienable,
and of what rights are, becomes subject to arbitrary decision a la 3Buckley=
Galbraith, On this point I absolutely oprose Hospers, who objected to tra
"by nature" argument and based his draft on the simple statement that tha
individual does have the right to dominion over his life, etc., which falls
short even of the Declaration. .

The elucidation of "right to 1ife, liberty, and rroperty" in the secend
raragraph ("to speak and act," etc.) is necessary to clear away the conceptual
fog surrounding the prrcise meaning of these traditional, taken-for-granted
words, and to put the necessary limits on the sophistry of reople like Buckley.
The reference to the sovereign judgment of the individual is again the
keystone of this elucidation of rights: they have no meaning without that concept.
The right of contract follows naturally enouvgh.

The third paragrarh is the eritical point in the whole Yrogression., The
"initiation" clauses are the link, on one hand, between the metarhysical
concept of the necessity for sovereignty of a reasoning individual, and the
ethical concept of rights (sovereignty can only be, and always is, inhibited
rhysically—therefore rights can only be violated, and always are, by the
advent of force in human relations); and, on the other hand, between ethics
(rights) and rolitics (government and economic systems). The right to defend
can only be understood on the basis of the metaphysical argument, but then
leads directly to the nature and limits of government.

The "inseparable" clause is again essential for reasons already given,
as well as to tie up the argument on rights and to saq elch the sophists.

(Having just taken a few minutes' break, during wich I endured another
quarter hour of Buckley vs. Galbraith at Miami, I am drawn tc the conclusion
that the sole essential difference between the tw is that ore is a fluent
and sophisticated hypocrite, thile the other is a § mple bumbling one. Gro .n...)

The word "necessary" in the fi fth raragraph derives from "the necessi-y
for objective law...", which is the definitive quality of governments, as
orrosed to gangs which are directed by will (whim is Rand's word) instead of
law, "Necoassary™ also imrlie. that government must fulfi 11 this © nction in
every case, while "sole légitimate" implies it must not go beyond this funct-on
in any case; hence, "equal protection of rights under law", That this function
can be carried out only"within defined territorial limits" —i.e. in territay
where no other government instituted according to the aforementioned purpocse
and right of self-defense exercises its function-—is the recognition of the
rizht to institute government as stated, and that an institution is not a
sovernment if it is not sovereign in the exercise of its legitimate function
within a territory; the extention of the finction of one government beyond its
defined limits, into the territory 'of another, would be a wviolation of the
right to government of the citizens of the latter.
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I know that these last roints will stir great contention from the
anarchist types, but that question must be laid to rest as soon as possible;
otherwise, we will have no party. Either there is a necessity for objective
law within a given territory, and therefore a right to institute government
for that purrose within that territory, or not. If not, a given act in a
given context may be an offense in one time and place, and not in another;
there will be no law, logically defineable as suchj; and will then determines
defensive use of force instead of law (povernment by men, not law, to reverse
the phrase). In that case there is no basis for a political party-that advocates
particular laws, and candidates to codify and administer them.

I have touched on these points as being most in contention, or least
thought about to date, but nonetheless essential to a consistent, functional
document, I believe that every principle necessary to deal with any issue
is now stated therein, in the simrlest and most convincing form possible
to such a document (length), and with logical development and consistent
tems. That in itself, in my esthetic book, is most of the stylistic strensth,
but I exrect to fi nd © me improvements there as I think about it further, and
I'm sure others will also, This thing of "his or her", for instance...but it
is necesrary to make that explicit, somehow.

The last paragraph (summation of purpose and historical context) I leave
to your own appraisal.

Thank you for bearing with mey; I hope you W 11 agree on the importance
of the cuestions I have raised,
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