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POWER POLITICS

tditor:

Students of the Ameri can po1 i ti ca1
system have evolved a theory known as
pluralism to explain the inner workings
of the polity. This theory holds that
interest groups compete for favot able
policies wjtirin broad-based adminjstrat-
ions, legislative bodies, and parties.
Elections perform the task of ratjfica-
tion and choosing the broad parameters
in which the battles are to be fought.

l.Jhjle jnterest groups have widely
different goa1s, their f.irst instinct js
predictably survival. A classic case is
when the Federal government considered
regulating amateur athletjcs. Two bitter
rivals (the NCAA and AAU) combined for-
ces to defeat the idea in a massive lob-
byi ng effort that k i I I ed the p1 an. I ron-
i cal 1y, i t was thej r bi ckeri ng that had
1ed to Congressional hearings in the be-
gjnnjng. Another example, of longer dur-
ation but less drama, is the alliance of
organized labor and business that fights
env'ironmental 1egis1ation as welI as
free international trade. When jobs or
profits are on the line, politics indeed
does make strange bedfel lows.

Interest groups are so important that
parties will bend over backwards to get
their support. In 1972 the Republ icans
saw for the first time a chance to steal
labor support from the Democrats. The
GOP gave Hoffa a pardon, fajled to put a
right-to-work plank in thejr platform
(the fjist time in years), and derailed
their own bjll for'limitinq strikes (to
the chagrin of several G0P senators).

The strateqy was successful; the AFL-
CI0 fai l ed to endorse lvlcGovern , the
first time in decades labor suppont was
not forthcoming to the Demo hopeful.

A recent ABC documentary study on
land-use legis)ation is quite revealing
of the power of lobbjes. A coalition was
determined to stop a federal bj'l I on
land use. Groups such as the Natjonal
Chamber of Commerce sent letters and me-

mos to their menrbers explaining the leg-
islation alonq with the names of Members
of Congress on the comm'ittee considering
the legislation. The majl was overwhel-
ming and the legislation was ki I led jn
committee. This effort was a coa'l ition
built around a specific issue - by far
the best way to 1obby.

In potentjal flexibility, l ibertari-
ans are in about the best position of
any group to influence legislation. They
can a1ly with the ljberals or conserva-
tives, depending on the issue. The move-
ment may lack money and huge membership,
but it has several advantages, to wit:

I ) Both the I i beral s and conserva-
tives want to appear to represent a con-
sensus. The left will want its allies on
amnesty, the feminists on prostjtution,
the right on minimum-wage laws, business
on regulatory agencies, etc. Ljbertarj-
ans must speak up to be counted on issue
oriented coal itions.

2) Libertarians are not as well known
as other ideologues and thus will not
detract from coal i ti ons. l,ihi I e YSA mi ght
hurt a pro-amnesty group, for example,
the Libertarian Party or the Society for
Ind'ividual Liberty probably would not.

3) By joining other groups, an jndi-
vjdual libertarian may be he'lping elect
himself to office. l4ore often than not
a successful candidate is jn the PTA,
JC's, Rotary, and so forth. Mr. Commun-
i ty types ar e wel l known , and l i ked, by
the el ectorate.

4) Groups of ljbertarjans can often
jnfluence other organizations their way.
Liber tarians have been successful fact-
ions in other orqanizations such as SDS

and YAF. Other groups such as the ACLU,
JC's, and NAivl come to mind. This point
'is so crucial I intend t0 devote an en-
tire ar t'icle to it in the near fulure.

5) Letters are read! Not only in the
newspapers but in poljtical offices. If
not read fu11y they are at least counted
so send ten under different names - v.rho

cares ! Wi shy-washy congressrTren qq!_be
swaved. as ABC found o,t.

6fYou' I I draw and get publ i ci ty.
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Having Libertarians speaking with the
ACLU one day, and the Chamber of Com-
merce the next, will make the movement
something reporters wj l l talk about.

As mentjoned before,ours is a diverse
society, wjth shifting majorities and
power b1ocs. We need to take advantageof these conditions and stop believiig
our high-school civids books. The identl
ification of power blocs is necessary if
we_are to implement an optima I ideologi-
ca I advantage.

------ Galen Tyler

A |IORAT1JRIUM ON POLEMIC

Edi tor:

Al1 right. . .one, two, three...THINK! !
WHY colonize space?
During the years, "colonjzers,, (in-

c 1 udi ng mysel f ) have s ai d that. . .
1) IT'S NICE T0 TALK AB0UT. 0h yes,

you know: space, freedom, free-spi ri t,
flying,up-up-away.

2) IT I4AKES A G00D SLOGAN - for what-
ever you want to se11, from togetherness
to politics. Rather like (l), but more
Machiavel I ian. Check under ,,aoi tprop".

3) li,lE WANT TO GET AllIAY FROM THOSI %#I
Misanthropes,sometimes"space neophytes" ;
usual ly more rea'l istic and determined,
but second-order Disney / Goebbel s in
terms of level of argument.

4) I WANT MY VERY Ot,lN SPACE TO EX]STIN. Aha, the techno-anarchist ploy. Atleast, the rhetoric holds up foi a few
hours, especially over hash. you know,
the backyard space-station routine.

5) SPACE IS WHERE FREE SOCIETIES l^IILL
ULTIMATTLY FLOURISH. Enter the frontiers
man. Thinks consistently, but occasion_
al)y confuses short with long run, expe-
diency with compromise, prophecy with
paranoi a.

6) SPACE ]S I'IANKIND'S LAST/BTST HOPE.
This fe'i low thinks "infinity,,. Messian-
ic, vague, rhetorical, anxious - very,
very sincere, but so what?

0h, I near'ly forgot. A few people -
a very few - rea11y want to go to Space.
Not because. It's wheie-TFey-war*T6 be,

because j trs Space.
Face it, compadres.
There IS going to be space coloniza-

tion in the next few decades. Either b.ig
governments or big corporations ( or
"partnerships" of both) wi I I control theinitia'i action. l,/here actual control re-
sides (public or private) wi11 make lit-tle difference to jndividual colonizers;
they will face consliaji-ts, endure priv-
ations, be subject to harsh discipiine.
Whatever personal fneedom js to be wonin Space ( and there is no doubt there
will be_ ) only third- or fourth-genera-
tion colonists wii l truly experieice it.
Even these future generations are not
guaranteed any share of Freedom; theywill get it only if their predecessori
"sacnifice" TtrETr own chances and win
better breaks for their descendants.

Twas ever thus,colonizers. Check the
history of the New World;find out why it
took nearly two centuries of ,,colonia 

l
experience" to gel to 1726. There js no
reason to assume Space will be differ_
ent; foreknowledge may make it easier on
co1onizers, but cannot alter realjties.

So? If we are truly Space colonizers,'let's accept -E-lre fatts - get to Space
however we can, and work in Space for
f reedom. Remember how marry---Inreii cans
came here as jndentured bondsmen, or
slaves ( some think over 75% of pre-'l/50
colonists ). It didn,t stop them.

If we cannot do that ( and there are
many who put a higher priority on Free-
dom here/now than in Space uliimately ),let us stop calling ourselves Space 

-Coi-

onizers. Let us fjght our batiles on
Larth - and leave Space alone, to those
who are truly committed to it as their
uncondi tional goal .

------ Deb K. Das

THE EqTT)R REPIIES; ful. Oa.6 tzemt unblz
tct nahe up lu6 mind. lt AeexLt lihe onl4
Latt .Lttue that he wal nahing a ytX-ea (ott
a. t'moh.a.tnttLun on poletnic', . Xow he *alS,s
out uuth the dUpparc4 o[ a Canet F.Lt-tett
ad, and end.t u1t coning on [ihz So,ruunan.
The d,i,,tLLnc.LLon be,tneen hatuh envi'tttn.
ment ttnd tlave.n4 i,s cIeilL to u,s , a,t i,t
tha-t between MaA.yz-chuAeltA and, ffie Moon.
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RE TO LUTI OIV !
(presented before the ISFSC 0ct. 4, 1975)

A revolution means the forceful overthrow of government. It connotes as well a full
change in the institutions of power and autho[ity, and, more importantly, jn the ac-
cepted ideological justification for the structure of power and authority. In this
way, there is a profound difference between a rebellion and a revolution. A rebel-
lion is a forceful overthrow of offjcials misusing what are thought of as valid and
acceptable inst'itutj0ns of pol./er and authority. Thus, .in rebellion, the focus of at-
tack js not the idea but the "usurper". As amply shown in the history of China, re-
bellions are a tragic waste of human life, since they have led to the reinstitution-
alizatjon of despotic dynastic ru1e"

All revo'lutions lead to the loss of power and authority by a particular "class" of
individuals. The word class best describes the grouping of persons ruling as well
as those challenging their power. Aside from the obvious fact that those two clas-
ses must by reason of thejr mutual antagonism hold much in cornmon among their res-
pective groupings, thejr antagonjsm tends to heighten their internal allegiance.
Those in power and their alljes have a vested jnterest in remaining in power. In
turn, those who are being oppressed have a vested interest, once they perceive it,'in the overthrow of the ruling class. Unfortunately, all too often the revolting
class adopts the ethjc of the oppressor, with a vengeance. As the cycle of "revolu-
tion" intensifies, the beseiged ruling elite cluster in desperate defiance. As the
counterattack of the ruling elite increases in savagery, the revolutionarjes become
more aljenated and determined. The ent'ine populat'ion becomes polarized, For those
who have nothing or'ljttle to lose, nevolutjon is always a good gamble, sjnce a
state apparatus with total power can only decline in power as the mass of jndividu-
als are compelled by te growing battle to take sides. In a state which has total
power and authority, the individual must consider all citjzens of the state as co-
;elligerenL neutrals who are giving economic and political support to his oppress-
ors. When the state goes unchallenged, evenyone may be considered to support the
status quo. As the revolution prognesses, more become explicitly opposed to the
state. And, as the struggle.increases, more persons attempt to d.isassociate them-
selves from the state. Thus, jt should be evident that the decjsjon to revolt js jn
d'irect relation to the growth of state power. (This is not, of course, an attempt to
posit some naive theory of spontaneous uprising. The USSR is theoretjcally ripe for
'revolutjon; however, considerable work is required to create a widespread awareness
of th i s amonq the popul ati on. )

Revolution can take many forms. 1t does not require terrorism against the life and
property of innocent bystanders. The use of terrorjsm by leftist movements has been
done to djscredit the power and authorjty of the state. This is in keeping with the
goal of al1 left-wing movements, which is the ruthless and unprincipled acquisition
of power and authority.

The overthrow of state power can be accomplished without the init.iation of force.
llowever, it does require the ability and willingness to employ organized retaljatory
force against the occupation forces of the state.
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As rebeilion is tragic for its fai lure to replace the fundamental 'jdea" lendlng
validity to the exjating institutjons of power and authorjty, a movement which at-
tempts to d.jsarm the state merely with ideas is at least equally tragic. How can

the peaceful surrender of power and authority be expected from those who have never
hesitated to employ force when it sujted their ends? Even more, how does one expect
non-productive parasites wjth no consjstent ethic to hand over stolen property - and

in eifect, thei r only means for sustaining themselves? This is certainly nothl'ng
more than self-deluslon on the part of libertarians. 0n1y in a few of the socjal
democracies can libertarians hope for any possibjljty of a relatively peaceful sur-
render of power. One can hardly expect millions of bureaucratjc functionaires and

their dependents to revel at the idea of surrendering their prerogatives'

The method of libertarjan revolution must be based on the principle of non-injtja-
tion of force. Thjs does not mean tlrat, once military hostiljties have been initjat-
ed against libertarjan forces, or in fact against anyone who seeks aid from the LRM'

(ina"whom the LRM chooses to defend), then effective countermeasures, requiring the
irrest or destruction of the aggressors, constjtute the injtiation of vioience. They

do not. They mean, in actual piactice (as well as in principle). that libertarians
have chosen io live as libertarjans. The fact that powerful and organized aggres-
sors are a grave threat to the LRl4 does not in anyway reduce the ethical validity of
its actions or principles.

Starting with the basjc premise of rational self-jnterest, an indjvidual has no ob-

iigatioi to sacrifice his or her personal sovereignty to any other- individual or
gr5up ot indjviduals who asserts its authority to override his will by the threat
6t tb..u. No jndividual is ethically required to be a slave. In fact, it is in the
fundamental self-interest of any individual who desires to live in keeping with his
voljtional human character to r'esist, with all his means, the imposition of enslave-
ment. Liberty requires, at the very least, that the indjvidua'l renounce the coerctve
and fraudulent iuthority of the siate. To do so, and to be willing to defend wtth
iorce of arms aga'inst t-he'incursion of the state, is fully in keeping.with the lib-
ertarian concept of human nature and its ethica'l corollary of non-sacrifice.

Libertarian revolution means saying "no" wjth the ability and will to make it stick!
naritt.aty, translating this into-practice wjll be djffjcult - but not impossible.
Successfui revolutjon iequires a carefully laid out strategy which operates simu'lta-
n"or.ly on many levels,eiploiting the weaknesses of the state apparatus and its col-
'laboraiors. Ii requires lengthy prior preparatjon to create conditions which per-
mit successful transition to each succeeding stage of advancement'

Each country requires its own unjque strategy, but in general a succession of stages

ian Ue 1ypoitesizea. Assuming a military dictatorship, such as presently exists in
almost evbry country of the T[jrd l^lorld, the first phase must jnvolve.a non-antagon-
jst.ic and quiet intioduction of carefully preselected candidates to libertarian rev-
oiutionary ideology. Un'iversjty students, yollng entrepreneurs., and officer cadets

,ouia u. irime taigets fon esta"blishing a s-keleton movement. No overt activity in-
volvinq demonstrations, or any action which the regime could consider threatening,
should be instjtuted in thjs early stage.

Establishing this intellectual underground will constjtute dangerous work, especial-
rv-ui ror" Jauinced LRM's unfold in other countries. Statist oppressor regimes will
undoubtedly increase thejr security against foreign provocateurs as well as stepping

up their rLpression of domestic l'jLeriarjan actjvjtjes. Thjs, however, will tend to
piay jnto ti.re hands of LRM organizers as domestjc sympathizers wjll be driven into
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more radical actions.

The second phase commences wjth the completjon of a solid network of a libertarian
underground in education, business, the military, and in communjcations. Tactics.in
this phase jnclude the establishment of long-term implants vrithin groups'in opposit-'ion to or potentjally at odds with the state. These could jnclude: student dissen-
ters, discontented mjlitary officers, mistreated ethnic groups, homosexuals, lower-
and mjddle-echelon civil-service employees, and any group suffering under heavy tax-
es and inflation (which is just about everybody). Every effort should be made to
gain sympathizers withjn the ranks of customs officjals, intelligence officers, and
natjonal and local police forces.

Special attention should be given to a'id and rehabilitation of crimjnal e'lements.
Careful selection and education should be camied out among those convjcted of vic-
tjmless crimes and non-violent political dissent, to infiltrate the penal system as
wel'i as the crimjnal underground(s ).

The third phase culmjnates the stage of underground organization. At this point,
the intellectual underground solidifies.its organjzatjon into paramilitary form. Two
parallel structures are established. One is basically a loose socjal network of sym-
pathizers and casual supporters; the other js based on trusted volunteers working
withjn a hierarchical table of organization and military command structure. The so-
cjal network serves primarily as a recru.it.ing device and a means for funneling money
and supplies to the LRM.

Intensjfied r ecruiting and expansion of jnfluence and djscontent should be concen-
trated in the Iower-echelon mi1.itary officers and among cjviI-service workers. Tax-
resistance groups and occupation of public buildings by students, along with protest
demonstrations by anti-statjst djssidents, should be introduced to step up the pres-
sure on the state apparatus.

The opening phase of the revolution could commence wjth the arrest of local bureau-
crats jn one or mone outlying towns or vi11ages, depending on the sjze of LRPI fol-
ces. These places should be preselected in regions distant from the main centers of
power of the metropolitan bureaucracy. Local representatives of the central govern-
ment should be captured and disarmed wjth as little violence as possible. 0nce jn
detentjon, prisoners should be treated with leniency and courtesy (the exceptjons
being secret police, informers, etc., who should be executed in public, swiftly
and painfully). Full opportunity should be provided by the LRM for re-education of
prt s0ners.

A careful jnvestjgation of complaints and claims by 1oca1 persons against captured
offjcials should be made. The main objective of LRM courts should be to provide
just restitution to those victimized by individual officials. Those having been
conv'icted of crimes will be ordered to restitute thejr victjms or legitimate claim-
ants. Full restitutjon will be required, although state offjcjals will be freed to
work off their debts. Those found guilty of unrest.itutable crjmes such as murder
wi'll be executed. A11 "public" property wjll be distributed on a prorated basis for
losses incurred by loca1 citizens on account of the metropolitan bureaucracy.

The LRPI will be supported by the sale of regjstration and enforcement services on
contracts, as wel I as the traditional funding procedures of black-marketeering,
smuggling, and extortj0n and waylaying of target governments and government offici-
als. (It is expected that the local populatjon wjll voluntarily contribute support
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to the LRM, although this should not be counted upon as a source of revenue.)

This kind of action will be on)y the beginning of what wjll be a'long, drawn-out
struggle. The main strategy must be to gain the allegiance of the population and to
spread the experience of l'ibertarianism. Undoubtedly, the metropol itan bureaucracy
wjll at first marshal vastly superior mil itary forces. Liberated areas wjll be re-
occupied and LRM guerillas wj'll have to recede into the countryside. However, the
resumption of metropolitan rule will mean repression for those who had clajmed what
was thejrs. The state apparatus wil'i make enemies jn the country and the city;
among the peasantry as well as the bourgeoisie.

The network of illicit commercial activjties largely based in urban centens, protec-
ted by a dedicated cadre of libertarian warrjors, will corrupt the bureaucracy and
jnfiltrate deep into the ranks of the military. Entire neighborhoods and their pop-
ulations will come to rely on LRM protection agajnst statjst intrus'ion and enforce-
ment of laws against jllicit local industries such as drugs, gambling, prostitutjon,
smuggling, after-hours nightclubs, pornography, abortion, and homosexual clubs.
Money and weapons will be derjved from these sources as a base of support for the
rural guerilla movement. Armed protection (by the LRM) for black-marketeerinq and
smuggling will be among those services sold to local industries to buy supplies.

The fu1l strategy of ljbertarian revolution can on1y be theorized at this point. How

the movement just described will ultimately defeat the forces of statjsm, and make

the transition to a libertarjan society, is a complex problem. However, it is evi-
dent that the ljbertarian movement must be a worldwide phenomenon wh.ich crosses over
every culture, and every national frontier. Ultimate)y, the battle for freedom will
be waged on a world scale - and resolved in large-sca1e military confrontations'

The fjrst LRM.in a "Thjrd World" country will be the most difficult. It h/ill' more
than 1ike1y, require years of preparation to even reach the phase of rural uprisjng.
Even the problems and potential tragedies to the would-be LM fighters will be enor-
mous. However, there are literally tens of thousands whose futures have been cut
short or embezzled by statjst poiicies, many of whom have received military trajnjng
- these and many others are often willing to make the most speculative jnvestments

to gain their freedom.

Sti11, very few of these wjll be available for the struggle in other nations. The
LRM will hlve to be home-grown. it will have to be an institution that festers (in
the eyes of the statjsts) and grows over long periods of time; one that takes roots
jn local traditjons. In this regard, the IRA and the Basque revolutions are potent-
ial)y proto-libertarian nevolts. The spread of ljbertarian ideology can eventuaily
tame and redirect these violent revolts towards the formation of libertarian socie-
tjes. Rothbard js correct in regarding local ethnjc and "natjonal-liberation" jn-
surgencjes as a favorable element in the advance towards world libertarianism, But
l4urray deceives himself if he believes that state power will of itself wither away

to permit personal sovereignty to bloom.

If one looks closely at the political geography of the world, the overall tendency
exhjbited jn the past fifty years 'is toward political statist consolidation. The

Sov.iet Unjon, China, India, the USA, Brazil, Nigeria, and Indonesia - i.e. seven
countries out of over 'l40 - hold well over 2 billion humans and well over half the
world's land area. The ethnic and racjal complexity repressed into these nations js
enormous. And yet, they are all extremely v'iable political entities'- that is to
say, jf one accepts their present stabjljty as an indicator. 0f the seven, only In-
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dia is having problems keeping its diverse nultjtudes togetheri but lndjra Gandhj
felt strong enough to jail her political opposition. Admjtted, Nigeria suffered a

tnibal civjl war with its secessjonjst lbo tribe; but that was put down, and there
are no signs of its resurgence. Thus Rothbard should consjder more carefully before
singing lullabyes of an irresistable prooress to freedom. There wjll not be one lib-
ertarian society established without the loss of ljfe. For those who don't like that
prospect, they are welcome to accept whdt they have now - and more of it as tjme
goes on.. .

Richo rd R. $lomon

either/or

..SII.ENCE 15 GOLDEN''

t
I

t

I
{

!

8



l,r exas Point
"Here" said Starbr.ight, search.ing with his eyes.

"Here" echoed Star find and Starflight. And they looked: probing, seeking.

"I hear, Starfolk," That \4as Starbright. "Respond."

"Flight." "Find." The replies came back. I{ow they knew where they were. Each knew
the others. And there were three.

"Two would be company." Starflight's soprano voice floated across to the other two.
"We make a triad."

"l'4ore to take. More to give. l'1ore to shane." The anc'ient litany. Starbright spoke,
but thev all knew the words.

They could almost feel Starf'1 ight's smi1e.

"Yes," agreed the others.

I found a black hole, began Starbright. I went through it and came out on the other
sjde. And the fabrjc of Space wove and re-wove itself anound me; the edge of the
galaxy was a torn curta.in, and the stars glowed like sequins. It took all the will I
had to leave that somewhere-then: to turn myself inside out, and come back to this
other side.

I looked at Nothing, laughed Starflight. I moved. I was ltlovement. Fjrst the stars
wjnked out. Then whole galaxies spiralled into vanishing points around me. Finally
the dark jtself. And I saw, before I came back...

You saw? asked the others

I saw, smj I ed Starfl i ght.

And I, cont.inued Starfind, I looked. I went to star aften star. Some were too
1arge, some too blue, others too yel1ow. Once I caught a twin star that glowed amber
and violet, and flashed crimson every other eclipse. Another one talked to me, whis-
pering through void wjth its rad'io waves. But I hadn't found the one I was looking
for when. . .

When what? asked the others.

You know, murmered Starfind. And there was sj lence.

The three were alone again, as Space folded itself softly around each of them. Their
electronic eyes scanned the void, and theiLinsides glowed translucent. And they
pulsed away, re1ent1ess1y, from nexus.
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Yes, nexus...a point in Space, with no rhyme or reason. Somewhere near the third
planet of a fourth-rate star; a lifeless hunk of rock, dead for over a billion
years, orbiting a dying sun like a moth around a gutterjng candle.

No reason why it's always here that we happen to meet, thought the Starfolk as thejr
spaces claimed them.

-, Deb K. Dos

" Po/lu ti o n 
//

SEI^/AGEN8Rls
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SPACE 1999,
(uv A'IW

review by Williom Kilner
If you have an idle half-hour or so, it's amusing and stinrulating to get into a con-versation wjth a scientologjst or a Veljkovskjan. Although moit of'them are blindclisciples just like the run of the university Avenue Zoo Rdvue (Kids of God, Krishna
lJares, ijlack Panthers, and always swarms of bureaucrats), occaiiona'lly you can find
one who will actually engage in logical debate * and even admit it if -he"loses. 

The
scientologists, even so, seeirr to be universally authoritarian - trusting to the l,/is-
dom of L..Ron, although as far as ev.idence is concerned his cupboard seems pnetty
bare sometimes.

However, the)e is a little of the Ve'likovskian lurking in each of us. As Isaac Asi-
mov has so succinct)y pointed out, our christian upbringing predates our skepticism
towards the literal truthfulness of the Book of Genesjs (and other primitive simple-
minded stories of creation from other cultures) and there is a great appeal in a
"theory" which allows us to return to a pattern of believ.ing in a document rather
than observing a reality - or ten thousand of them. There is also the mean-minded
delight_in crawling atop a Rock of Ages and then, from the elevated position of Re-
veal.ed,Truth, showering scorn and piiy on the poor suckers who are getting their
hands dirty grubbing about in the real world for jnformatjon whereupon to base theo-ries' velikovsky, in other words, appeals to the Beljever and the Higher critic in
each of us. And some obviously heed the appeal quite readily.

The sanre intellectual and metaphysicaJ insecurity that generates such massive un-critical adulation for the jackstraw jumbies Velikovsky periodically tosses jnto the
astrophysical arena, can be cranked up to produce crusades -.in fact, has in timespast done just that. I am not suggesting the possibility of a Velikovskian Jehad.
His appeal is through intellectual channels - although its target is in the hearer's
emotional makeup - and the issue is not immediate, nor can it 6e made so. velikov-
skianism cannot cause a cultural overturn; but if (when) the prophet appears on the
stage, it will be waiting in the wings, like a lurking Lysenko, to servb as his ex-
ecutioner among the scientific cornmunity. The jnteni (or even consent) of the man
himself will be inrmaterial, as Pavlov found to his dismay half a century ago. llis
methods and "theories" have been lar'd down, and his congregation has formed. lle has
started the ball roiling, and cannot stop it even if he tries. Unlike pavlov, who
was a scientist, he has rro record of professional integrjty to fall back on. He has
successful ly endeavored to invade the sanctuary of scientific orthodoxy and attempt
to replace it - with religious orth0d0xy. I.e. out of Jupiter's orb.it into Venus,l

tsut, as I said earlier, nothing in the scientific fjeld has the emotional leverage
to push this country over the precipice jt has been approaching for the last sixly
years. tven politics barely has that kjnd of power (something the Liberta[jans fail
to grasp jn attempting to sl,!erve the juggernaut of hysterical collectivism with the
feeble puffing of arid intellectualized political arguments). The Prophet will grasp
an issue that can scare, sltake, and break the majority of the voters into harness -
witit hinr irolrjing the whip. lie wjl'1 be fanatjcally sincere, char'ismatic, and totally
incervic,us to reason or fact. lle will lead this country on a crusade, this time
back into the 14iddle Aqes instead of out of them,wjth the addition of rnodern methocls
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of data processing, mind contro'1, et nauseatjng cetera. ile will almost certainly be

i fundamentaljst christ'ian (ljke Robert l{einlein's i'iehemiah Scudder) but that may

not be hjs central issue - that may be something else which catches the imagination
of the plebiscite, ljke the envjronment. l/lhat is important is not the issue, but the
nethod he w.ill use to take command: Harness the enthusjasm 0f some of the young men-

tal crjpples that presently dominate college campuses (a few of them with phenomenal

IQ,s, which can be deceptive), and use them to spread the Word. The masses (there is
no oiher accurate term for them) uJill seize on tlre lrlord to dispel the dull gray de-
spa'ir whjch has been ground into their minds by their religious and secular educa-
tions...and vote King Stork into office, ejther offjcial or de facto.

Thjs pessjm.istic view has been brightened recently by a sma11 ray of sunshine. A

sci-fj ser.ies which began broadcasling this season has apparently met with almost
unrelieved apathy and is in danger of-cancellatjon. If SPACE 1999 (starring lYartin
Landau and Barbara Bain, who ouqht to know better) does indeed go down the tube, it
will be good riddance to bad rubbish.

Those of you who nemember )UTER L'IM'ITS may have some dimensions to your appreciation
of TV sci-fi. For the rest, the only standard can be STARTREK, which stands like a

beacon amid the dreary mediocrity of such half-hearted efforts as THE INUADERS' the
embarrassing antics of Brjtish productions such as UFd, and the steady torrent of
sewaqe pou.inq from lrwin A11en (LOST 1N SPACE, TIME TUNNEL, V)VAGE T0 THE B)TT)M 0F

fHE StA'...why"go on?). 1,1hatevelits faults, SiAffREK took itself seriously and made

a genuine etioit to be realjstic - on a fundamental level, as well as in the super-
fiiial mechanjcs of specia) effects. What is more, jt was good entertainment.

The only entertainment that SPACE 1999 offers is of the circus sideshow variety,
the queisy,'fun" of looking at freaks. (There is the added sport of armchair diag-
noses of ihe sreenwriters, ior those who have the skill and the stomach.) However,
I do advjse you to watch at least one episode if you have not already. It could be

an educational experience.

The format starts out for thrightly enough, attempting to kiss every foot jn the aud-
ience. A nuclear-waste dump on the Moon has suddenly and disastrously exploded' and

that satellite is sent bouncing out of jts orbit jnto the corner pocket - a space

warp, which projects it into another continuum. In this part of the Unjverse the
planets are carefuliy arranged so that the ltloon in its headlong rush passes one ev-
bry week, as requlariy as bus stops. With that bone tossed to the env'ironmentalists
and the Veljkovikians, it goes on to establish the cast of characters, an array of
plaster figurines inhabiting lt4oon Base Aipha and trying, with increasing despera-
ijon, to eicape from such an unnatural environment and settle on an Earthlike planet
to Iive. Even Landau and tsajn, who p'lay the c0 and the clio respect.ively, are unable
to make their roles convincing, and when you have suffered through one of the plots
jt'is not diffjcult to see why.

SPACL l999.is a fourth-rate, self-conscious, sniggering attempt to plagiarize and

parody STARTRLK at the same time. The s.imjlarjtjes are superfjcjal and distasteful;
the differences are fundamental and revolting.

STARIRLK is the continuing story of the voyages of a capital ship l'n.the I'lavy of the
poljtical entjty whr'ch jncludei (and, jncidentally, is dominated.by) Terra. There

are ininical naiions which are powerful and treacherlus adversaries, capable of do-

ing real damage to the civilians whom Kirk (and his cc'lleagues) is charged with pro-
teitinq. KirI must also patrol and exolore new space, ascertairi:rg if any dangerous
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races or places could present hazards to Federati.ll civjljarrs (or military personnel
needless to say). Kirk must make command decisions ccnst,rntly, and events in each
epjsode are (more or less) explicated and rationalized.

Unfortunately, tactical doctrjne is in may cases laughable. L'ike clockwork, every
episode the commander of the vessel, usually escorted by at least one senior offjcer
and a pitiful security detachment of two crevvmen r,r.ith sidearms (no marines or 14l;
they apparently don't exist), goes kiting down to the surface of an unknown or nos-
tile world to get his tail jn a crack and spends 5B minutes (minus commercials) get-
ting it out. Various feeble excuses are offered for such an idiotic procedure, but
the real reason was the convictjon by the product'ion staff that jt vras the only way
that adventures could be arranged for the senjes cast. Well maybe - but I think they
should have had a little more self-confidence and a little less daxbr.

The only carryover from STARTREK is - you guessed it. The base commander sti11 goes
whizzing off to be endangened in every picayune exploration. But the frame has been
changed. The "adventure" consists of careening helplessly through space, attempting
to flee to the familiar and conventional envjronment of Terra. The only use of tech-
nology is to attempt to get to a place where it can be dispensed with (sound famili-
ar?) and in place of Kjrk's cornmand decisions, Landau is constantly choosing the'least of several evjls for his disaster-r'idden command. Each episode is dotted wjth
little touches of mysticjsm - ejther epjstemologjcai (in the characters) or metaphy-
sical (in the events). Occasiona.lly, there wjll be a big touch as well (like an
entire episode which backs jtself into a corner and then takes the coward's way out,
by saying in essence "then the little boy woke up and found jt had all been a bad
dream"). But, on top of the objective facts of jnfanti'le plots and explicit mystic-
ism, there is about the show a subjective air of weLdtchnQhz that you have to watch
jt to see - like reading Jean-Paul Sartre on a bad acid trip.

0h yes, I almost forgot....the black activjsts have their sop too, in the form of a
junjor officer who is constantly supplying overprecise data in a gross and insulting
caricature of Spock. But aside from such superficial aping, the producers of SPACE

1999 failed utterly to capture the essence of STARTREK, which was jts rational and
benevolent philosophy. SPACE 1999 's philosophy js not even the mercantjle "give the
suckers what they want" of lrwin Allen's greasy garbage. It js dom.inated by a neta-
physic of mystjcism and an episternology of despair.

It is encouraging that the audience which once revived STARTREK in the face of at-
tempted filjcide by the network is now greeting this trash with a collective yavrn.
If religion js the opiate of the masses, then thjs sort of Tolstoyesque farrago is
Sterno. As an advance guard of blind faith jnto the scjentjfic community, it fails
not through lack of trying but through lack of talent amongst the wniting staff. It
is a pity that competent workmen such as Landau and Bain (and the special-effects
men who worked on gadgets other than spacecraft) wasted thejr time and reputations
on this production. If you are seeking entertainment, I suggest you use the t'ime for
more enjoyable and productjve activjty, such as shaving with a dull razon.
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The Simplest L ogi c
review by Deb K. Dos

Tonmie Powell's writings have baffred readers as weil as interpreters. His ideasappear-simplified,serficontradictory, even-meiningtess to-somel Sirru"i'point out hisfactual errors. or oroat over his misini""p."lations . He has, of course, insistedall along that he ii ueing misunderstood.- loi'.o*, another "expranation,,: and theresult is what he calls,,lhe simplest 1ogic,,.

what.Powell says is neither very simple, nor stricily rogical. But it IS different,and interesting.

Powell makes three "assumptions": (A) If two things are related, they must havesome characteristic in common; (s) 'ANv two real tiings muri io*err* be related;(c) Relationshios change. tH. "lai *or" ioiri assumptions, but they detract fromh is anaiysis , so I have-ieit'li,ur"-ort. j

Let us try to state these^,'assumpt.ions" more rigorously. First, we hai 
"" 

]-n,e'-'i -"t"'i]"i if A is rerated to B, there exists some x such if;.,ootrlo3can both be expressed in x. (whether A r B'= B r A is an interesiinq prourem; forthe moment, tet us assume..jt j:.) .second, A,B--, R t3 ;;";';'B; Yf A anrt B are"real" (or, expressed IN'Reariti"),-n-ii'"ui'iiea to a. (This mioht mean that x andR are.equiva)ent for porrieil,s.purposes, uut urii-ii-u-;."; i;;;";';;ii.)"''ir,r.a, A r B= 3 r*./ (A r* B), (" = .."), !r jr*);-it A ii retated to B, therd eiisis some otherway,, r*, of expressing the relationsh.ip between A and B wrriin ii aiii""unt from, yetcan be approacired by, r.

Powell thinks that his Third Assumption requires him to imagine two,,stuffs,,, x andy' one to preserve "commonalty" and the other to.portray "aia;ge;-- whut i, rearlyneeded makes the moder more interesting. A "metric", oiwrrat miinematilians car aD-operator (for "distance"), is art tnit ir required- to mile,"ni" oi it" Third As-
:"pli91. In simple Ensrish, ar we need is a'coniistent 

'aJ i;;ii"; Di'fo. ruuru"-ing di fferent quanti ties of x.

Suppose we give the label V.(for ,'vo1ume,,) to the parameter for ,,quantitv of x,,. Bythe First and Second Assumptr'ons, V coutd'be rr;;;;r;iij-;..";qrlniiiv'or n,,. Now,

:l{"Y^:?r"b:...:t.:l:gll b, some scatar r; ror eiampte a-n,,area,ican ui aerinea uy acrrcre oT a grven rddius, as a "vorume" can by a unit sphere. (powe1r,s argumeniisin terms of areas and circres; but there is'no need io rimit the u.grmunt to two,
ll ru' or anv fixed numben. oi dimensions.)- it,--in J"a"."iJ "u*iii'ii ur, eachthing must have its own v, it foilows that_any;generalized,,v makes ienie onty as asum of little v's; and if some minimum v (say, ;,i it ,""a"i i"'ii.i""ir.,ut a thingexists, ont.u a rinite numoer ot ti'inqs can'of"cup.v inv oiuen iiniie-siaiei
The ''obvious" point that powell has unearthed is that most of the time we are notiooking AT things; instead, we rook ut-nnii-n" thini we i".-ri tni.gi. There is noway v{e can look at a thing without some idea that it frai-(non_ze.Jj',,uotur",,_ necouldn't "see" points even if we had erectron *i..o..opaa.for eyes. powell is tak.ingus back to where we courd have been, if we had not tried to tianscend our eyesightwith our mjnds - and, in the process, tort iouit with reality.
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But js it useful to look at the Universe iit Powell's peculjar \^/ay?

Yes - once lve understand that looking at things as "sub-spaces" instead of p0jnts
makes a fundamental change in tite Way l,,,/e view lhe universe. r Consider the problem
that has occupied much (in my opinion, too much) of Tonmje Powel l's attention; the
way in which two (or nore) things relate to each other. If we know two things, A
and B, only r,/hen we have uniquely identified their characteristics and thejr values,
we are treating them as ''points" in a "description space',; the only direct relation-
ship between two points js whether they are or are not the same. But ir A and B are
"sub-spaces", there can be many more relationships; l^/hether they touch, over'lap,
contain (or are contained by), and so on. Powell's Third Assumption suggests even
more p0ssibiljties to be explored.

Let me demonstrate just one powerful conclusjon from applying Powel l's 1ogic. If
the Third Assumption ho1ds, r can take djfferent values. But how/when/wheie? For
two things, A and B , all we have are their scalars, k(a) and k(b) , r.rhich define
their respective v's; and whatever we do with these k,s j! [ would be purely arith-metical- But a process requires different ways of relating T's; these must te spec-Itled along sonre dimension outside V. Let us call jt T. If I now call T ',tjne",
readers-wjll immediately seE what h-appened: TII'4E is created by the fact that THIi',lGS
are SPACES. The only way we can avoid this i
things can change; and this would deny, not mere'ly the Thjrd Assumption, but our in-
tui tj ve sense of Real i ty.

Some more technical points are treated in the Appendix to thjs review. In non-tech-
njcal terms, one can see how Powell's ideas are at least intriguing - and, at best,
thought-provoking. i4any of Tommie Povrell's attempts to apply hjs theories are pre-
mature, and sometimes they just don't make sense; i thjnk this is because he is try-
ing too hard to be "relevant", and not hard enough to be rigorous. After all, jt
took a thousand years for Aristotle's logic to be accepted as more than a mental
toy; longer stjjl for Nagarjuna's notions of the Universe to be tested as hypothesesjn modern science. lvlost of the eariy appl.ications of really fundamental ideas are
forgettable; it is only over mjllennia that premises and major theorems percolate
through into significance and applicability. If Powell were to remember thjs, and
discipline his mental processes accordingly,*he might go*further - and achieve more.

APPENDIX (l,lathematical Notes)

Consider a space 5, enclosing two thjngs A and B. The scalar span, k(S), is clearly
equal to or greater than k(A) + 119; If it 1S greater, call the difference k(C),
and use it to defjne a new thing, C (The proof that this js always possible is
left to the reader as an exercise.) Clear'ly, one can go on filling ut any space in
this manner until jt is broken down into units of sjze kr (= v'), the minjmum needed
to state they exist,

There remains the possibility that subspaces of order less than v' can still exjst
between things. The boundaries between things CAN be real , although they are N0T
things. Powell trjed to deal vlith thjs. in his "double-bordered" logic; too bad he
did not try a rt'gorous approach.

Sr'nce any Space can be subdivjded intu th ngs plus borders, the converse is also
true; we can "generat-." a space from,rny s€rt- of thjnqs. By induction, Space t'tself
can be derrved as a property of the fact 1"ir..rt S0l4E things exist. ## This elegant ne.
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sult allows Powell t0 rescue 0bjectivists and other Libertarians from the Randjst

surprised
quickly he

!_qL!S!-!-llql (the assumption that Existence exists); and incorpordtes a 
.

anai of ratfunal thought into his own logic, bypassing the problems of
and 

-inference. Powell's sleight-of-hand is amazing, and he may even have

himself; most persons will have to cover the steps carefu'l1y to see how

did it.

One of the properties of Powel l's systenr is that several different kjnds of Exist-
ence Theorem are possible, as are djfferent concepts of Causality; thjs enormously
extends the range of possibie "deductions". Let us take, for comparison., our famil-
iar A=B,B=C"A=C Nowtry: Given A,B t(A-B) =C.:r(AB)=r(AC) +

r(AC) ; jnsiead of specifying a "C" in order to make a syllogism(by establishing an

equivaience between C and A,S), we find a C that "bridges" the existences of A and B

and creates a relational trjad. The original syllogism can be seen to be a special
trivial case: take r to mean = , and state rather than deduce A - B, and we convert
to the primitjve form. The range of possible meanings for r other than = ' and the
meanings that can be attached to possible implications, will be obvious. In fact,
our iniormation systems probably do not "carry" data in the forms that could rnaxjm-

ize use of powellis new logjc; reorganizing what we "know" into better forms may be

our pri ori ty.

# - This idea js not Rig-vedic, as Powell thinks, but Greek. It was Democritus who

ihought up "finite atomicity", only to be torpedoed by-Ibn Sina (NOT Aristotle) in
the 8th Century AD as part of the process of founding algebra'

## - The universe can, in fact, be defined from the existence of ONE thing, by using
a hexagonal Fibonacci number sequence, and Powell's Assumptions' But that's another
story.
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the
Octobe r 4

rnor;ing finser
The 0ctober meeting fedtured a presentation Ly Den Tolanci concerrLing tite utl'1ity of establishing a liason between Ljbertarian movements and specific groups that

are oppressed by statist laws, such as homosexuals. lr/hile a sjzeable rninorily of
the Lr'bertarian Party is made up of persons who are bisexual or honrosexual in pref-
erence, the issue is seldom rajsed. This leads many Libertarian po1 itical strate-
gists to overlook the point that homosexuals, ljke creators, constitute a class by
virtue of exoeriencing oppression by the altruist-col lectivist-statist governnrental
axjs - for activities which they have every right lo engage in. Furtirer, they are
perforce aware of this oppression, and there is considerable organized resistance
developing among them. Ther'r nunibers, together wjth the savagery with .,,hich they
are treated jn the Land of the Free, make them potentially a very powerfui political
a1ly to ttre Libertarian movement and the Creator class as a whole.

Richard ijlomon followed by presenting a treatjse on the subiect of thc pros
pects of a World Libertarian Revolutionary 14ovenrent- iulany American and Commonwealth
Libertarians, $lomon pointed out, do not appreciate that they are ooerating under
the most favorable conditions available today for political refornt. In r+rost of the
world, political dissent itself is not even tolerated, but is viciously hounded by
the powerful and rutirless state apparati of power. To deal with tnis rtore ccntrton
s'jtuation, a nrore realistic international strategy is necessary. Some proposals for
thjs were laid out, which may be seen jn the text of the paper in this issue (P. 4).

November 1

The ilovember meeting was kicked off by a brief outline of the actjvitjes of tr,t
versity of lrashington group headed by William Kilner. The Students for a Free Soci-
ety, along with the Young Republicans on Campus and the YAF, are presently fightitlg
against the insurgency of a i,laderite movenent on canpus, the l.^lashington Publ ic Irtt-
erest Research Group. lrlashPIRG is attempting to buy student support for jts schcttle
for funding, based on a mandatory $2 tax levied on each student each quarter (whlch

the student could later stand in line to retrieve - at least, in the beginning)'
Larry Frost followed wjth an interesting technical report on researches into the

mechanics of human interactions. Mr. Frost, vrhose credentials jn thjs field include
the development of psykido (the rnartial art of rnanipulation) proposes an Intensity
Function as a quantization of any pair's interaction. The IF represents the propor-
tion of time together which is spent interacting (exchanging information); if it
falls outside certain bbunds, the relaijonship rnay be observed to deteriorate'

Ri chard $l omon presented "The Geopol i ti cal Si tuati on , Part I " covering a sub-
ject long neglected by libertarians: the interactions of nations and population
gr0ups on a v/orldwide scale, influenced by geography and industrjal econonly. I'1r.

$lonron's expertise and depth of knovrledge showed in this tirnely and scholarly work.

December 1 3
Tlre IJecenrber meeting features ,rt least tvio rnaj0r presentations: 'The Geopolitir-al

Sjtuatjon, Part II" by R.R.$lonton; and "Giving 0urselves Airs", a technical paper by

l,lilliam Kilner. A ne,rted ano enlightening discussion is 5ure to follovr the forntal
presentations, v,rhtch will be precedecl by a ntea1. Ilinner js served at 7:00 Pi1: aLl-

njssron is !j2 for non-rfeilrbers, and is jncluded in rrlembersilip costs.

Location: 1425 5th Ave. il, :202 Dale: Dec. I 3 For information cal I 285-4783
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THE GOALS AND OBJECTIVES OF THE ISFSC

OBJECTIVES OF THE ISFSC ON TERRA

I TO ORGANIZE THE CREATOR CLASS ]NTO A WORLD MOVEMENT AGAINST THE PARASITIC

CULTURE OF ALTRUIST-COLLECTIVISM AND THE POLITICS OF COERCIVE BUREAUCRATIC

STAT] SYI .

II TO FOUND LIBERTARIAN FREE SOC]ETIES PROVIDING SAFE HAVEN ON TERRA FOR THE

CREATOR CLASS.

III TO FOSTER THE GROWTH OF AN INDUSTRIAL-RESEARCH SYSTEM CAPABLE OF PROVID]NG

THE CREATOR CLASS t^lITH THE MEANS FOR SELF-DEFENSE AND FOR COLONIZING SPACE.

IV TO SPREAD THE LIBERTARIAN MOVEMENT TO ALL PEOPLES AND REGIONS OF TERRA AND

TO ANY HUMAN COLONIES IN SPACE.

V TO BRII\G ABOUT THE TOTAL DISAPPEARANCE OF ALTRUIST-COLLECTIVISM AND STATISM

ON TERRA AND IN ANY HUMAN COLON]ES IN SPACE.

GOALS OF THE ]SFSC IN SPACE

I TO FOSTER THE RISE OF A LAISSEZ-FAIRE CAPITALIST INDUSTRIAL ECONOI4Y ENCOI4-

PASSING THE ENTIRE SOLAR SYSTEM.

II TO CODIFY AND PERPETUATE THI PROFESSIONAL I.4ILITARY TRAD]TION OF THE WARRIOR

CLASS IN DEFENSE OF A FREE CAPITALIST SOCIETY

III TO PREVENT ANY RESURGENCE OF COERCIVE STATISM.

IV TO PROMOTE THE RISE OF ANARCH]C ASOCIAL INDIVIDUATION AS THE NEXT STEP IN
HUI,IAN PROGRESS.

V TO SUPPORT THE INCREASE OF FREE SENT]ENT LIFE AND ULTIMATELY ITS SPRIAD

THROUGHOUT THE UNIVERSE.


