
Floor Team
People dedicated to working the microphones, advancing this strategic action plan, arguing objections, points of
order, motions, etc. These are the main people to keep an eye on at the convention.

Floor Team Members
1. Angela McArdle
2. Michael Heise
3. Caryn Ann Harlos
4. Dave Benner
5. Josh Hlavka
6. Andy Buchkovich
7. James Jenneman
8. Dustin Blankenship
9. Kathy Yeniscavich
10. Matthew Lucas
11. Patrick Kerby

Discord Team
This is a team of people who are granted roles within our Discord that relay to the delegates the consensus achieved
on the issues at hand and declare whether we advise a yes or no vote. Otherwise called “Shotcallers”. They will also
be answering questions of delegates in the discord.

Discord Team Members
1. Paul Bracco
2. David Hynes
3. Luke Ensor
4. Calvin Mingione
5. Brodi Elwood

These 2 teams together are the core decision makers who form the consensus that is advised to our delegates both
from the floor and in the discord. We will all be in constant contact on the floor w/ JJ the parliamentarian via zoom.

General Rules of Thumb
*Remember that when you speak from the microphone, you are eating up time and time will be the biggest enemy during this
convention. Please do your best to speak sparingly and concisely.

**Be careful with your language and conduct, particularly from the microphone. Do not use profanity, aggression, assuming the
motives of any officers or members, etc. All of these are legitimate reasons to be called out of order. Address a male chair as “Mr.
Chair” and a female chair  as “madam chair”, other members as “the delegate from” (state).

***The Chair may require any motion offered from the convention floor to be in writing, signed by the mover and submitted to the
Secretary” - Be aware - this is a special convention rule.

****Make use of 5-10 minute recess periods as needed to discuss and form consensus on controversial or difficult matters.

*****Make copious use of the argument “We have a lot of business to get through and haven’t gotten through it the past 2
conventions.”

Credentialing - Explanation of Situation



We expect that there will be several challenges of state delegations. What this means is that, from the
floor, somebody will move to not recognize certain state delegations and either replace them with an
alternate slate of delegates or knock the delegation, or parts of the delegation, out with no replacement.
The rules *do not* require cause in order to do this; it can be done for any reason. We expect that this will
be the single biggest and most contentious fight for the entire convention that will set the tone for the rest
of the convention. This will likely consume a large part of the Friday business.

Any state (or particular delegates) that are being challenged can not vote on whether or not they are
recognized by the rest of the body. Therefore, we expect the opposition to attempt to challenge some of
the biggest Mises delegations out of spite to diminish or outright lose our majority from the floor. Other
states we expect to be challenged due to protracted intra-party conflicts in those states: Arizona,
California, Pennsylvania, Delaware, New Hampshire, Vermont  and Massachusetts (depending on
whether or not the results of their special convention are recognized prior to convention). There could be
more, there is no way to know. We want to end debate, force a vote and shut down these attempts
as quickly as possible. The major factor in all of this is time management.

Likewise, there IS 1 state that we expect to have to challenge ourselves and knock out due to
shenanigans that have happened in that state:

Massachusetts: This will be challenged by us conditional upon the credentialing committee being forced
to change their seating of the MA delegation. If the credential’s report is recognized we expect that the
opposition will challenge MA instead of us. MA unilaterally expelled 47 members of their state party with
no notice or due process, many of which were not Mises, 2 of which were state board members, for
simply petitioning for a special election as outlined in their bylaws to hold a recall election.  The purge was
unquestionably illegitimate as detailed by Alicia Mattson in her opinion on the first MA appeal and the
illegitimate party basically thought they could fix everything by “rescinding” their expulsion after they
already had their alleged convention in which 47 members were denied voting rights.  Any amount of
illegitimate denial of voting rights in an amount that could have affected the results makes everything they
did void – including election of delegates.  The only legitimate convention in which all members could vote
was the MA delegation now chaired by Andrew Cordio. The number of expelled members denied voting
rights was over double the amount of those who voted to not to readmit the allegedly expelled members.

Strike First: We will have members of the floor team crowd the mic ready to get the challenges off for
Massachusetts (if needed).

Delegations that are being challenged must be voted on 1 state at a time in the order that they are
challenged. Citations below.

In the event that the chair tries to call a vote on all of the challenged delegations at once (Caryn
Ann Harlos, Joshua Hlavka, Dave Benner):
Point of Order: Only 1 delegation at a time can be challenged. (RONR 59:24) “No

amendment to the Credentials Committee Report is permitted to include more names than those of a
single challenged delegate or delegation all of whom are challenged on the same grounds... Those
seated by the committee, though contested in a case not yet reached, can vote on all cases except their
own.”

If the chair still rules that block challenges are in order, appeal from the ruling of the chair. If the chair



ignores the appeal, the appeal is made again and is seconded both times. If the chair continues to ignore
the appeal, the appellant should turn their back to the chair and put the appeal from the floor in the form
of a standing vote (RONR 62:8-9). Every member should face the member making the appeal from the
microphone. Once the standing vote is taken, the assembly is to be informed that the chair’s ruling has
been overturned and the chair should be instructed to state the question on a single, challenged
delegation.

If she continues to ignore the will of the body, the appellant should state the instruction again. If she
refuses to do that, the member will put the vote on the matter of the challenged delegation to the body
from the floor themselves. Make sure the appellant has their back turned to the chair.

At this point, *if the chair continues to obstruct*, we will move to remove her via point of order.
Instructions for this are listed below.



Replacing the Convention Chair
(James Jenneman, Joshua Hlavka, Andy Buchkovich)
In ideal circumstances, this will not need to be done until *after* the credentialing report. However, *if* the
chair becomes particularly recalcitrant, we can and will need to do it during credentialing. If the chair
behaves herself, we will not need to do this.

The basis for our removal of the chair has to do with her being improperly named chair, per the bylaws,
Robert’s Rules and the party parliamentarian, in the aftermath of Joe Bishop-Henchman stepping down
as the rules state that the vice chair, Ken Moellman, ought to have automatically ascended into the
chairmanship due to the scenario not being properly laid out in the bylaws thus defaulting to Roberts
Rules which says the vice-chair automatically ascends (Bylaws Article 16) (RONR 47:28, 56:32).

How To Do It:
Point of Order: RONR requires that if the bylaws “are silent as to the method of filling the vacancy in the
specific case of filling the chair, the vice president automatically becomes the chair for the remainder of
the term…”. (RONR 56:32)

RONR Requires “...unless the bylaws expressly provide otherwise for filling the vacancy in the office of
president” (RONR 47:28). The vice chair “automatically” becomes chair.

Point of Order: The vacancy in the chair was improperly filled by election of the LNC in violation of (RONR
46:49b) that states “If there is a previously valid election for the same term, the subsequent election of
another is the adoption of a main motion with one still in force.”

This also violates the bylaws requirement in Article XVI to defer to Robert’s rules for anything not
specified in the bylaws. There is nothing in the bylaws specifying the issue of succession to the chair’s
position which leaves the matter to the above mentioned citations in Robert’s Rules.

This opinion has been shared by:
Richard Brown, RP. The party’s parliamentarian
Jonathan Jacobs, PRP-R, CPP, published over 80 articles in the field
Thomas Balch, Co-Author of Robert’s Rules of Order
D Frank Robinson, Author of the LP bylaws
Joshua Katz, RP. Former LNC Member
Alicia Mattson, PRP. Member of the Judicial Committee

Cult of RONR W/ Richard Brown extensively explaining the chair succession issue:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tcl3B0KlDwc (First half hour of the show)

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tcl3B0KlDwc


Necessary Prerequisites to Amending the Convention Standing Rules
Convention Standing rules are the rules that govern the conduct of business within the convention. We
can change them in such a way as to make the flow of business smoother. It is important for us to make
changes at the beginning to streamline the entirety of the convention. One of the current in-place rules is
the order of the agenda which technically must be navigated through before we can change it as it is the
default that we currently operate off of. There are 2 ways to do this:

1. A motion to suspend the rules “To consider the adoption of standing rules at this time”. (Michael Heise,
Dave Benner, Kathy Yeniscavich) This requires ⅔ and is not debatable. This is the faster, easier way to
go if we have ⅔. We can try to appeal to some of the rules we want to pass, like limiting at-large debates
or requiring 5 seconds to move a main motion, in order to display the utility of adopting new standing
rules.

If we don’t have ⅔…

2. Laying every order of the business on the table until we get to “New Business” at which point we move
to consider adoptions of the standing rules. This will have to be done for each order of business as listed
in Rule 1 of the convention rules since that is what we are working from by default. We will have to lay
every piece of business on the table EXCEPT AND UNTIL we get to 13 on the Convention Rules labeled
“Other Business”. The other business will be the adoption of the below mentioned standing rules
(Amendments to Convention Standing Rules) which would then supersede all of the business we just laid
on the table.

Citation - Laying on the table in this way (RONR 17;14)

https://www.lp.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/2020-Indexed-LP-Bylaws-and-Convention-Rules-w-2020-JC-Rules.pdf


Amendments/Additions to Convention Standing Rules

Add New Standing Rule: Lowering Rules Suspension Threshold (Dave
Benner, James Jenneman, Michael Heise)
Motion - I move to adopt the following standing rule: “The vote required to adopt the motion to suspend
the rules shall be a vote of the majority of the entire membership of the convention or a two-thirds vote,
either of which shall suffice.”

EX: Instead of “call to question” which requires a ⅔ vote to end debate, we can now instead say “I move
to suspend the rules and adopt X motion without further debate or amendment” to functionally call to
question with a majority of the entire convention. Note: A majority vote of the entire convention is equal to
527 votes, not necessarily just a majority of those present at a given time.

Direction: Add to the standing rules the following standing rule: “The vote required to adopt the motion
to suspend the rules when applied to rules in the nature of a rule of order shall be a vote of the
majority of the entire membership of the convention.”

Reasoning: This will allow us, with a majority of the entire convention, to end debate and to hear new
business that may come up on the fly.



Temporary Special Rule for Order of Business: Substituting the Agenda
(Michael Heise, Dave Benner, Josh Hlavka)
Right now, the convention rules have a set format for the order of business that must be struck before we
can adopt our own agenda and have the LNC Races go first.

Direction: I move to strike out Rule 1 of the convention standing rules and put the following in its place
“Order of business for the duration of this convention shall be as follows:

Friday, May 27, 2022
Breakfast - Tom Woods or Edward Snowden - 7:30am
Call to Order - 9:00am
Welcome - 5 mins
Choir - 10 mins
In Memoriam - 10 mins
Credentials Report - 60 mins
Amendment to the Standing Rules - 25 mins
Adoption of Agenda -10 mins
Keynote Address w/ Justin Amash - 30 min
Chair Candidate debate – 60 mins
Lunch Recess - 12:30 - Scott Horton
Call to Order - 2:00pm
Credentials Report - 5 mins
2020 VP candidate – Spike Cohen 10 mins
Chair’s race - 80 mins
Secretary’s Elections - 45 mins
Treasurer’s Elections - 40 mins
Evening Adjournment - 5:00pm
Regional Caucuses immediately following adjournment – 60 mins (5:00 to 6:00)
VC/officer candidate forum – 60 mins (6:00 to 7:00)
Torch Club - 8:00 to 10:00

Saturday, May 28, 2022
Breakfast -  7:30am - Ricky Harrington
Call to Order - 9:00am
Credentials Report - 5 mins
Awards Part 1 - 20 mins
Vice Chair Election - 50 Mins
At-Large Elections - 60 Mins
Judicial Committee Elections - 45 mins
Lunch Recess - 12 noon - Bill Perkins
Call to Order - 1:30pm
Credentials Report - 5 min
Judicial Committee Elections Continued - 50 mins
2020 Presidential candidate - Jo Jorgensen: 20 mins
Platform Committee Report -  135 min
Evening Adjournment - 5:00pm



High Roller reception - 6:30 - 7:30pm (Gala ticket holders only, $25)
Masquerade Gala dinner - 7:30 - 10pm

Sunday, May 29, 2022
Call to Order - 9:00am
Credentials Report - 5 mins
Awards Part 2 - 20 mins
Closing Speaker - Ricky Harrington 15 mins
Platform Committee Report Continued - 15 Mins
Bylaws Committee Report - 120 mins
Lunch Recess - 12:00pm
Call to Order - 1:30pm
Credentials Report - 5 min
Treasurer’s Report - 20 mins
Audit Committee Report - 5 mins
Bylaws Committee Report - 55 mins
Unfinished Business - 10 Mins as needed
Convention Closes 2:40pm
Closing reception – 2:05 to 4:05
LNC meeting 3 - 4pm



Amending Standing Rule : Flexible Order of Business in Future Conventions
(Dave Benner, Andy Buchkovich, Michael Heise)
Current Wording:
RULE 1: ORDER OF BUSINESS
The standing order of business for a regular convention shall be as follows:

1. Call to order
2. Credentials Committee report
3. Adoption of agenda
4. Treasurer's report
5. Audit Committee report
6. Bylaws and Rules Committee report
7. Election of Judicial Committee (in appropriate years)
8. Election of Party officers and at-large members of the National Committee
9. Platform Committee report
10.Nomination of Party candidates for President and Vice-President (in appropriate years)
11 Resolutions
12. Other business

As Amended:
RULE 1: ORDER OF BUSINESS
The standing order of business for a regular convention shall be as follows in this order:
1. Call to order
2. Credentials Committee report
3. Amendment of Convention Standing Rules
4. Adoption of agenda

Additionally, these items of business shall be considered in an order established on the agenda:

Treasurer's report
Audit Committee report
Bylaws and Rules Committee report
Election of Judicial Committee (in appropriate years)
Election of Party officers and at-large members of the National Committee
Platform Committee report
Nomination of Party candidates for President and Vice-President (in appropriate years)
Resolutions
Other business

The default standing order of business for a regular convention shall be as follows:

1. Call to order
2. Credentials Committee report
3. Convention Standing Rules



4. Adoption of agenda
5. Treasurer's report
6. Audit Committee report
7. Election of Party officers and at-large members of the National Committee
8. Election of Judicial Committee (in appropriate years)
9. Nomination of Party candidates for President and Vice-President (in appropriate years)
10. Platform Committee report
11. Bylaws and Rules Committee report
12 Resolutions
13. Other business Unless an agenda is adopted, this shall be the order of business.

Provisio: This rule shall go into effect at the close of the 2022 Libertarian Party national convention.

Reasoning: This allows both the convention committee flexibility in the order of business proposed at
convention in case we don’t get to a given piece of business in multiple conventions and likewise gives
the membership the ability to amend or substitute the agenda from the floor.



Amend Standing Rule 8: Shortening At-Large Candidate Speech Times
(Dustin Blankenship, Matt Lucas, Patrick Kerby)
Explanation: In the past, there have been 40+ candidates who run for At-Large all of which are entitled to
time for a nomination speech. This can easily balloon out of control with hours spent on at-large races.
We want to keep the flow of business moving and this will help achieve that.

Direction: I move to strike out rule 8.3b “b. All others total of 5 minutes” and insert the following:
“b. Other officers: Total of 5 minutes.” “c. All others: Total of 2 minutes”

As Written:
No person shall be nominated unless at least 15 registered delegates join in the nomination submitted to
the Secretary, and the nominee has submitted to the Secretary evidence of the required level of
membership and a statement of willingness to accept the nomination. No delegate may join in nominating
more than one candidate per seat. Nominating speeches shall be limited in duration as follows:

a. Chair: Total of 10 minutes;
b. All others: Total of 5 minutes

As Amended:
No person shall be nominated unless at least 15 registered delegates join in the nomination submitted to
the Secretary, and the nominee has submitted to the Secretary evidence of the required level of
membership and a statement of willingness to accept the nomination. No delegate may join in nominating
more than one candidate per seat. Nominating speeches shall be limited in duration as follows:

a. Chair: Total of 10 minutes;
b. Other officers: Total of 5 minutes;
c. All others: Total of 2 minutes.



Amending Standing Rule 2: Minimum Number of 2nds for All Main Motions
and Amendments to Main Motions
(Dustin Blankenship, Matt Lukas, Patrick Kerby)
Explanation: This will help to cut down on dilatory motions and keep the flow of business smooth.

Direction: I move to add the following section to standing rule 2: “3. All main motions and primary and
secondary amendments to main motions shall require five seconds”



Amend Standing Rule 7.1: Nomination of Presidential and Vice Presidential
Candidates
Explanation: The LP has an absurdly low threshold of 30 tokens needed to nominate a presidential
candidate at convention and thus give them stage time in the debate. This allows for overcrowding of the
debate stage and makes it very easy for candidates who have no chance and are not serious to share the
stage with the candidates who are serious. This is how we always end up with clown candidates on the
debate stage. This will make that much, much harder to do.

Current Wording
No person shall be nominated for President or Vice-President unless at least 30 registered delegates join
in the nomination in writing submitted to the Secretary, and the nominee has submitted to the Secretary
evidence of sustaining membership and a statement of willingness to accept the nomination. No delegate
may join in nominating more than one candidate for each office. The affixing of signatures to a nominating
petition per this requirement shall be effected by a transfer of signature tokens issued by the Credentials
Committee.

Proposed Amendment
No person shall be nominated for President or Vice-President unless at least 30 150 registered delegates
join in the nomination in writing submitted to the Secretary, and the nominee has submitted to the
Secretary evidence of sustaining membership and a statement of willingness to accept the nomination.
No delegate may join in nominating more than one candidate for each office. The affixing of signatures to
a nominating petition per this requirement shall be effected by a transfer of signature tokens issued by the
Credentials Committee.

If Adopted, Will Read
No person shall be nominated for President or Vice-President unless at least 15% of registered delegates
join in the nomination in writing submitted to the Secretary, and the nominee has submitted to the
Secretary evidence of sustaining membership and a statement of willingness to accept the nomination.
No delegate may join in nominating more than one candidate for each office. The affixing of signatures to
a nominating petition per this requirement shall be effected by a transfer of signature tokens issued by the
Credentials Committee.



Expected Attempted Counter-Tactics To Look For

Recalcitrant Chair
Refer to sub-section “In the event that Whitney tries to call a vote on all of the challenged
delegations at once:” Above.

Abolishing Robert’s Rules
This cannot be done without an amendment to the bylaws and is thus out of order. Call it out of order, if
the chair recognizes such a vote anyway, appeal the ruling of the chair and vote down. The use of
Robert’s Rules is provisioned by bylaws article 16 and thus requires a change of the bylaws.

Physical Theft of Microphones
This was done at the PA convention. Security will be advised to be present for the early going of the
convention and to specifically look out for this. Furthermore, we will be bringing bullhorns that will act as
sound devices to continue business in this event.

Breaking the Quorum
LP Bylaws Article 10, Section 8 states that quorum is 40% of the delegation. Our job is to *STAY PUT*. If
they walk out, our alternates will be sat and our majority grows. Unless something goes disastrously
wrong with our turnout, breaking the quorum is impossible.

Claiming Adjournment of the Meeting Without A Vote
If the chair declares the meeting adjourned and walks off with the gavel, DO NOT leave the floor. Instead,
object to the claimed adjournment and call for a vote. Vote down that adjournment. If the chair does
not return then stay and from the microphone instruct Vice Chair Ken Moellman to preside over the
meeting. He and we will have spare gavels just in case.

Using Security to Clear the Room
This is extremely unlikely and the most extreme possibility that could happen. If something dramatic
happens and Whitney instructs hotel security to clear out the room AND the security actually does it.

Motion: “I move to adjourn the convention to the Nugget Hotel Parking lot in 10 minutes from the time of
this adjournment.”

Parking Lot Convention
If we devolve to this point, the board as it was at the time of adjournment would still preside over the
parking lot convention. If the chair does not show up to the parking lot, Ken Moellman will become the
chair. We will have bullhorns to act as sound amplification.



The Token System

Each delegate upon being credentialed will receive 5 blank tokens along with their grab bag. The purpose
of these tokens is to use them to cast votes on which (if any) of the platform planks ought to be added to
the business agenda to be deleted from the platform. These votes cannot be debated or amended.
Deletion of a plank requires a majority vote while amendment requires ⅔. Delegates may write onto their
blank tokens which section of the agenda that they want to put up for a deletion vote. Submission of
tokens opens up after adoption of the agenda and close 1 hour before the platform section of the agenda
is taken up. Any given plank need only receive tokens in the amount of 20% of the credentialed
delegation in order to be put up for a deletion vote. Delegates may put any number of their 5 tokens
toward any 1 plank. This means any 1 plank only needs a maximum 210 tokens to be put up for a
deletion vote.

Mises Caucus Token Vote Recommendation:
Give tokens to Platform Plank 1.5: Abortion



Mises Caucus LNC Election Endorsements
LNC and Judicial Committee nominations and speeches can be made during the time that the previous
vote is being counted.

Chair: Angela McArdle

Secretary: Caryn Ann Harlos



Treasurer: Todd Hagopian



At-Large: Steven Nekhaila

At-Large: Rich Bowen



At-Large: Michael Rufo

At-Large: Dustin Blankenship



At-Large: Bryan Elliott

Regional 1 Representative:



Regional 1 Alternate Representative:

Regional 2 Representative:



Regional 2 Alternate Representative:

Regional 3 Representative:



Regional 3 Alternate Representative:

Regional 5 Representative:



Regional 5 Alternate Representative:

Regional 6 Representative:



Regional 6 Alternate Representative:

Regional 7 Representative:



Regional 8 Representative:

Regional 8 Alternate Representative:



Judicial Committee Endorsements







Reinstating Caryn Ann Harlos as Secretary
(Kathy Yeniscavich, Dave Benner)
Caryn Ann Harlos was removed as secretary of the LNC with no real stated cause and no due process
after she led the effort to question the parties involved in the attempted theft of the LPNH. Those
questions provided what was the only real evidence gathered of what happened and who was responsible
for the theft of property, data and the involvement of then chair, Joe Bishop-Henchman. Removing an
officer of the LNC under such dubious circumstances is not a precedent that we should allow to stand.

After we are through elections, when we expect that the most contentious aspects of the convention will
be put behind us, a motion will be made to reinstate Caryn Ann Harlos as the secretary over the
convention. Caryn Ann will be keeping her own minutes of the convention up to this point.

Point of Order: “Ms. Harlos should have had full due process including a trial for her removal as secretary.
Ms. Harlos’ removal from the position of secretary is null and void for that reason.”

Point of Order: “Formal charges should have been filed against Ms. Harlos for her removal as secretary.
Ms. Harlos’ removal from the position of secretary is null and void for that reason.”

These will likely be objected to and ruled out of order at which point we appeal the ruling of the chair.



Platform Committee Proposal Recommendations

Platform 1.5 Abortion

After we submit tokens and they are counted, any platform plank that crosses the 210 token
threshold will be put at the beginning of the platform section of agenda. The vote will be to

delete the entire plank without debate or amendment and replace it with nothing.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT REMOVING THE ABORTION PLANK

Why Delete the Abortion Plank?
The current platform is explicitly pro-choice while giving lip service to the idea that the issue itself is
contentious. There is no consensus among libertarian thought, literature, candidates, thinkers or the
community as to whether or not abortion should be considerred a violation of the non-aggression
principle. Furthermore, the Dallas accord is a well established agreement within the Libertarian Party that
the party is neither explicitly minarchist or anarchist, meaning it is a party for all libertarians. This includes
pro-life minarchists who see conception as the beginning of life. Due to this lack of consensus, the most
truly representative thing to do is to have the party as a whole take no position and let the candidates
speak to their conscience and their principles on the matter. As it stands now, the pro-choice plank stands
to maintain a progressive cultural hegemony over the LP and takes a position where there is no
monolithic answer. We would likewise oppose any effort to add a pro-life plank to the platform.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dallas_Accord


Platform Plank 2.1: Property and Contract
*THIS WILL NOT BE ON THE AGENDA AND WILL REQUIRE A SUSPENSION OF THE
RULES TO HEAR*

As Currently Written:

2.1 Property and Contract
As respect for property rights is fundamental to maintaining a free and prosperous society, it follows that
the freedom to contract to obtain, retain, profit from, manage, or dispose of one’s property must also be
upheld. Libertarians would free property owners from government restrictions on their rights to control
and enjoy their property, as long as their choices do not harm or infringe on the rights of others. Eminent
domain, civil asset forfeiture, governmental limits on profits, governmental production mandates, and
governmental controls on prices of goods and services (including wages, rents, and interest) are
abridgements of such fundamental rights. For voluntary dealings among private entities, parties should
be free to choose with whom they trade and set whatever trade terms are mutually agreeable.

As Amended

2.1 Aggression, Property and Contract
Aggression is the use, trespass against or invasion of the borders of another person’s owned resource
(property) without the owner’s consent; or the threat thereof. We oppose all acts of aggression as
illegitimate and unjust, whether committed by private actors or the state

Each person is the presumptive owner of his or her own body (self-ownership), which right may be
forfeited only as a consequence of committing an act of aggression. Property rights in external, scarce
resources are determined in accordance with the principles of original appropriation or homesteading
(whereby a person becomes an owner of the unowned resource by first use and transformation),
contract (whereby the owner consensually transfers ownership to another person), and rectification
(whereby an owner’s property rights in certain resources are transferred to a victim of the owner’s tort,
trespass, or aggression to compensate the victim).

As respect for property rights is fundamental to maintaining a free and prosperous society, it follows that
the freedom to contract to obtain, retain, profit from, manage, or dispose of one’s property must also be
upheld. Libertarians would free property owners from government restrictions on their rights to control
and enjoy their property, as long as their choices do not harm or infringe on the rights of others. Eminent
domain, civil asset forfeiture, governmental limits on profits, governmental production mandates, and
governmental controls on prices of goods and services (including wages, rents, and interest) are
abridgements of such fundamental rights. For voluntary dealings among private entities, parties should
be free to choose with whom they trade and set whatever trade terms are mutually agreeable.

Explanation: Historically, various types of “left-libertarians” from socialists to mutualists who do not
respect property rights as being central to the libertarian philosophy have tried to play word games with
the NAP to redefine aggression as they see fit to justify being against rent or employment. This change
anchors aggression to a property rights tradition to cement the party as propertarian and Rothbardian.



Platform Plank 3.5: Rights and Discrimination
*THIS WILL NOT BE ON THE AGENDA AND WILL REQUIRE A SUSPENSION OF THE
RULES TO HEAR*

Direction: “I move to suspend the rules to Amend Section 3.5 of the platform so as to delete the
following sentence: “We condemn bigotry as irrational and repugnant”

*This requires a ⅔ vote.

As Written
3.5 Rights and Discrimination

Libertarians embrace the concept that all people are born with certain inherent rights. We reject
the idea that a natural right can ever impose an obligation upon others to fulfill that “right.” We
condemn bigotry as irrational and repugnant. Government should neither deny nor abridge any
individual’s human right based upon sex, wealth, ethnicity, creed, age, national origin, personal
habits, political preference, or sexual orientation. Members of private organizations retain their
rights to set whatever standards of association they deem appropriate, and individuals are free
to respond with ostracism, boycotts, and other free market solutions.

As Amended
3.5 Rights and Discrimination

Libertarians embrace the concept that all people are born with certain inherent rights. We reject
the idea that a natural right can ever impose an obligation upon others to fulfill that “right.”
Government should neither deny nor abridge any individual’s human right based upon sex,
wealth, ethnicity, creed, age, national origin, personal habits, political preference, or sexual
orientation. Members of private organizations retain their rights to set whatever standards of
association they deem appropriate, and individuals are free to respond with ostracism, boycotts,
and other free market solutions.

Explanation: One of the major goals of the Mises Caucus is to make the LP appealing to the
wider liberty movement that is largely not currently here with us. That movement strongly rejects
wokism and the word games associated with it. This along with the deletion of the abortion
plank will display that there are serious cultural changes in the party that are more
representative of that movement.



Proposal 11

Amend Current Plank 3.7 “Self-Determination”

Adopted 8-2-2 3/17/22

CURRENT WORDING PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

3.7 Self-Determination

Whenever any form of
government becomes

destructive of individual
liberty, it is the right of
the people to alter or to
abolish it, and to agree

to such new governance
as to them shall seem
most likely to protect

their liberty.

3.7 Self-Determination

Whenever any form of
government becomes

destructive of individual
liberty, it is the right of the

people to alter, or to
abolish it, or withdraw
from it, and to agree to

such new governance, or
none, as to them shall

seem most likely to protect
their liberty. We recognize
the right to political self-
determination, including

secession. Exercise of this
right does not require

permission from others.

3.7 Self-Determination

Whenever any form of
government becomes

destructive of individual
liberty, it is the right of

the people to alter,
abolish, or withdraw from

it, and to agree to such
new governance, or none,

as to them shall seem
most likely to protect

their liberty. We recognize
the right to political
self-determination,

including secession.
Exercise of this right

does not require
permission from others.



Rationale for Proposal 11
Currently, the Platform does not specifically mention secession as a form of voluntary (dis)association.

Seeing as part of freedom is the ability to disassociate, secession is a legitimate aspect of
Self-Determination. In passing these amendments, we would be embracing freedom in all aspects, not
just altering or abolishing the status quo, but the right to remove one’s political association altogether

when it no longer becomes conducive to liberty. Let people decide for themselves with whom they
want to associate, if any. This would also bring the plank in conformity with our Statement of Principles
and the Dallas Accord. The current language seems to imply that a new government must be created

if a former one is abolished rather than having complete voluntaryism as an option. No voluntary
options should be foreclosed to free people. Culture is just beginning to catch up with Libertarians and

their strong sense of consent. Consent does not simply apply to romantic or business relationships,
but also equally to political arraignments. “No means no” just as clearly when it comes to political
association as it does in personal association. Secession down to the level of the individual is a

fundamental human right.

For more information on the Dallas Accord see: https://lpedia.org/wiki/Dallas_Accord

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PLATFORM PROPOSAL 11

https://lpedia.org/wiki/Dallas_Accord


Proposal 15
Add new Plank 2.15 “Agorism”

Adopted 10-2-0 4/7/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSE
D

AMENDME
NT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

N/A 2.15 Agorism

We affirm the right to
subvert state controls

through black and gray
market activity,

so long as such activity
does not violate individual
rights and liberties through

theft, fraud, or violence.

2.15 Agorism

We affirm the right to subvert state
controls through black and gray
market activity, so long as such

activity does not violate individual
rights and liberties through theft,

fraud, or violence.

Rationale for Proposal 15
This addition would fill a gap in our Platform to advocate for peaceful civil disobedience in the

economic realm. Nowhere else do we explicitly make clear that individuals have no obligation to
obey unjust – and often unconstitutional – laws and regulations.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 15



Proposal 8

Amend current Plank 3.3 “International Affairs”

Adopted 10-2-1 3/26/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDME

NT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

3.3 International Affairs

American foreign policy
should seek an America
at peace with the world.

Our foreign policy should
emphasize defense
against attack from

abroad and enhance the
likelihood of peace by

avoiding foreign
entanglements. We

would end the current
U.S. government policy
of foreign intervention,
including military and

economic aid. We
recognize the right of all
people to resist tyranny
and defend themselves

and their rights. We
condemn the use of

force, and especially the
use of terrorism, against
the innocent, regardless
of whether such acts are

committed by
governments or by

political or revolutionary
groups.

3.3 International Affairs

American foreign policy
should seek an America at
peace with the world. Our

foreign policy should
emphasize defense against

attack from abroad and
enhance the likelihood of

peace with all nations,
entangling alliances with
none by avoiding foreign
entanglements. We would

end the current U.S.
government policies of

foreign intervention
including military and
economic aid; tariffs;

economic sanctions; and
regime change. We

recognize the right of all
people to resist tyranny and
defend themselves and their
rights. We condemn the use
of force, and especially the

use of terrorism, against the
innocent, regardless of
whether such acts are

committed by governments
or by political or

revolutionary groups.

3.3 International Affairs

American foreign policy
should emphasize peace

with all nations,
entangling alliances with
none. We would end the
current U.S. government

policies of foreign
intervention including
military and economic
aid; tariffs; economic
sanctions; and regime

change. We recognize the
right of all people to

resist tyranny and defend
themselves and their

rights. We condemn the
use of force, and

especially the use of
terrorism, against the

innocent, regardless of
whether such acts are

committed by
governments or by

political or revolutionary
groups.



Rationale for Proposal 8
The current verbiage is not sufficiently clear about Foreign Policy techniques that we are

opposed to that are all too common today. Further, the introductory language can be
tightened up and clearly reference the description of the Washington Doctrine of Unstable
Alliances by Thomas Jefferson. In the last 4-5 years the US has seen much more active

rulemaking in support of tariffs than it has in years prior and mercantilism has been
debunked over a century ago by economists from all camps.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 8



Proposal 16

Amend current Planks 3.4 “Free Trade and Migration” and 2.8
“Marketplace Freedom”

Adopted Without Objection, 8-4-1, and Without Objection 1/30/22, 2/20/22,
5/3/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

3.4 Free Trade
and Migration

We support the
removal of

governmental
impediments to free

trade. Political
freedom and escape
from tyranny demand
that individuals not

be unreasonably
constrained by

government in the
crossing of political

boundaries.
Economic freedom

demands the
unrestricted

movement of human
as well as financial

capital across
national borders.

2.8 Marketplace
Freedom

Libertarians support
free markets. We

defend the right of
individuals to form

3.4 1.2 Free Trade and
Migration

We support the removal of
governmental impediments

to free trade migration.
Political freedom, economic

opportunity, and escape
from tyranny demand that

individuals not be
unreasonably constrained

by government in the
crossing of political

boundaries.
Economic freedom

demands the unrestricted
movement of human as well
as financial capital across

national borders.

2.8 Marketplace Freedom

Libertarians support free
markets. We defend the

right of individuals to form
corporations, cooperatives,
and other types of entities

based on voluntary
association. We oppose all

1.2 Free Migration

We support the removal of
governmental impediments to

free migration. Political
freedom, economic

opportunity, and escape from
tyranny demand that

individuals not be
unreasonably constrained by
government in the crossing of

political boundaries.

2.8 Marketplace Freedom

Libertarians support free
markets. We defend the right of

individuals to form
corporations, cooperatives,
and other types of entities

based on voluntary
association. We oppose all

forms of government subsidies
and bailouts to business, labor,

or any other special interest.
Government should not

compete with private
enterprise. Economic freedom

demands the unrestricted



corporations,
cooperatives, and

other types of entities
based on voluntary

association. We
oppose all forms of

government
subsidies and

bailouts to business,
labor, or any other

special interest.
Government
should not

compete with
private enterprise.

forms of government
subsidies and bailouts to

business, labor, or any
other special interest.

Government should not
compete with private
enterprise. Economic
freedom demands the

unrestricted movement of
goods, labor, and capital

across international
borders.

movement of goods, labor, and
capital across international

borders.

Rationale for Proposal 16

The Free Trade and Migration plank is not worded well and brings two separate yet related
issues (Migration and Trade) together into a “franken-plank.” These amendments would

separate the migration and trade issues so as to not treat people as a tradeable good while
their labor can be and places the issue of the movement of people in the section under

Individual Rights. Lastly, once these issues are separated, it is clear that free movement
would belong in section one having to do with individual liberty.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 16



Proposal 7

Amend current Plank 2.8 “Marketplace Freedom”

Adopted 10-0-2 3/10/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

2.8 Marketplace Freedom

Libertarians support
free markets. We

defend the right of
individuals to form

corporations,
cooperatives and other
types of entities based

on voluntary
association. We

oppose all forms of
government subsidies

and bailouts to
business, labor, or any
other special interest.
Government should

not compete with
private enterprise.

2.8 Marketplace Freedom

Libertarians support free
markets. We defend the right

of individuals to form
corporations,

cooperatives and other types
of entities commercial
enterprises based on

voluntary association. We
oppose all forms of

government subsidies and
bailouts to business, labor,

or any other special interest.
Government should not

compete with private
enterprise. We call for a

separation of business and
state.

2.8 Marketplace Freedom

Libertarians support free
markets. We defend the
right of individuals to

form commercial
enterprises based on

voluntary association. We
oppose all forms of

government subsidies
and bailouts to business,
labor, or any other special

interest.
Government should not

compete with private
enterprise. We reject

government charter of
corporations. We call for a
separation of business and

state.



Rationale for Proposal 7
Corporations, at least as presently envisioned, are businesses that are granted special

privileges by virtue of their state charter. Some Libertarians support the concept as it exists,
others don’t, and many have a hybrid view. As such, it is problematic to make a statement

that seems to support the current laws that grant special privileges to one form of enterprise,
but rather to just say that Libertarians support commercial enterprises and leave it to each
Libertarian’s conscience as to acceptable forms. The last sentence would make explicit our

belief that the state should not entangle itself with private enterprise.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 7



Proposal 12

Amend current Plank 2.4 “Government Finance and Spending”

Adopted 7-4-1 4/12/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

2.4 Government Finance
and Spending

All persons are entitled to
keep the fruits of their
labor. We call for the

repeal of the income tax,
the abolishment of the

Internal Revenue Service
and all federal programs

and services not required
under the U.S.

Constitution. We oppose
any legal requirements

forcing employers to serve
as tax collectors. We

support any initiative to
reduce or abolish any tax,
and oppose any increase
on any tax for any reason.
To the extent possible, we

advocate that all public
services be funded in a

voluntary manner.

2.4 Government Finance
and Spending

Since aAll persons are
entitled to keep the fruits of
their labor, we oppose all

government activity which
consists of the forcible
collection of money or

goods from individuals in
violation of their individual

rights and strive for the
eventual repeal of all

taxation. To further that
end, w We call for the

repeal of the income tax,
the abolishment of the

Internal Revenue Service
and all federal programs

and services not required
under the

U.S. Constitution. We
oppose any legal

requirements forcing
employers to serve as tax
collectors. We support any

initiative to reduce or
abolish any tax, and oppose
any increase on any tax for
any reason. To the extent

possible, we advocate that
all public services be

funded or allowed to be

2.4 Government Finance
and Spending

Since all persons are
entitled to keep the fruits
of their labor, we oppose
all government activity
which consists of the
forcible collection of
money or goods from

individuals in violation of
their individual rights and

strive for the eventual
repeal of all taxation. To
further that end, we call

for the repeal of the
income tax, the

abolishment of the
Internal Revenue Service
and all federal programs

and services not required
under the

U.S. Constitution. We
oppose forcing

employers to serve as tax
collectors. We support

any initiative to reduce or
abolish any tax, and

oppose any increase on
any tax for any reason.
To the extent possible,

we advocate that all
public services be

funded or allowed to be



provided in a voluntary
manner.

provided in a voluntary
manner.

Rationale for Proposal 12
Our Party’s actual position on taxation is not clearly spelled out in the Platform as it had

been in the past leading some people to feel misled into believing that we were only in favor
of the abolition of the income tax and not all taxation. This follows our historic Platform in

stating we envision a truly force free world which includes no forcible collection of money or
goods which is the point of the quote from the Statement of Principles that only the

Libertarian Party believes that people should not have the fruits of their labor taken without
their consent and that the abolition of the income tax is the most immediate target. This

amendment makes the causal link between our Statement of Principles which requires no
forcible collection from persons to the short-term goal of

abolishing the income tax and recognizes that our ultimate goal isn’t likely to happen in one fell
swoop.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO SUPPORT
PROPOSAL 12



Proposal 5

Amend Current Plank 4.0 “Representative Government”

Adopted Without Objection 4/12/12

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDME

NT

IF ADOPTED, WILL
READ

3.5 Representative
Government

We support election
systems that are more
representative of the

electorate at the federal,
state, and local levels. As
private voluntary groups,
political parties should be
free to establish their own

rules for nomination
procedures, primaries and
conventions. We call for an

end to any tax-financed
subsidies to candidates or
parties and the repeal of all
laws that restrict voluntary

financing of election
campaigns. We oppose

laws that effectively
exclude alternative

candidates and parties,
deny ballot access,

gerrymander districts, or
deny the voters their right
to consider all legitimate
alternatives. We advocate

initiative, referendum,
recall, and repeal when

used as popular checks on
government.

3.5
Representative

Government

We staunchly defend the
rights to petition the

government for redress of
grievances and to express
dissent. These rights are

thwarted when government
acts behind closed doors.

We support election
systems that are more
representative of the

electorate at the federal,
state, and local levels, such

as proportional
representation, alternative

voting systems, and explicit
inclusion of “none of the
above” on all ballots. As
private voluntary groups,
political parties should be
free to establish their own

rules for nomination
procedures, primaries and
conventions. We call for an

end to any tax-financed
subsidies to candidates or
parties and the repeal of all
laws that restrict voluntary

financing of election
campaigns. We oppose

laws that effectively

3.5 Representative
Government

We staunchly defend the rights
to petition the government for
redress of grievances and to
express dissent. These rights

are thwarted when government
acts behind closed doors. We
support election systems that
are more representative of the
electorate at the federal, state,

and local levels, such as
proportional representation,

alternative voting systems, and
explicit inclusion of “none of
the above” on all ballots. As

private voluntary groups,
political parties should be free
to establish their own rules for

nomination procedures,
primaries and conventions.

We call for an end to any tax-
financed subsidies to

candidates or parties and the
repeal of all laws that restrict

voluntary financing of election
campaigns. We oppose laws

that effectively exclude
alternative candidates and
parties, deny ballot access,

gerrymander districts, or deny
the voters their right to

consider all alternatives. We



exclude alternative
candidates and parties,

deny ballot access,
gerrymander districts, or
deny the voters their right
to consider all legitimate
alternatives. We advocate

initiative, referendum,
recall, and repeal and

oppose any effort to deny
these options when used as

popular checks on
government.

advocate initiative,
referendum, recall, repeal and

oppose any effort to deny
these options when used as

popular checks on
government.

Rationale for Proposal 5
During the height of COVID-19, many state and local governments passed unconstitutional
mandates and handed down heavy penalties for non-compliance. Often overlooked was the

fact that many governments closed city hall and legislative offices while operating behind
closed doors with voicemail as the only way to contact officials. The First Amendment does

not say that there is a right to “petition the Government for a redress of grievances only if not
sick”?

These obstacles added additional difficulties to collect signatures for ballot access and recall
attempts. In fact, signature requirements were almost impossible to achieve during this time

when many people did not want to be close to one another. It was also extremely challenging to
get any of these cases before a judge to challenge.

Further, these proposed changes make our position much more clear, that government,
where it exists, must serve the people it represents, must act in open session, and must be
accessible at all times, especially during an “emergency.” It also strengthens our position on

ballot access, voter choice, and other actions that can be taken by a sole individual or groups
of individuals in order to change something in their government or potentially put a question

before the people of that locality or the state

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE
YES TO SUPPORT PROPOSAL 5



Proposal 2

Amend current Plank 1.9 “Self-Defense”

Adopted Without Objection 1/30/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

IF ADOPTED, WILL
READ

1.9 Self-Defense

The only legitimate use
of force is in defense of
individual rights — life,

liberty, and justly
acquired property

— against aggression.
This right inheres in the

individual, who may
agree to be aided by

any other individual or
group. We affirm the

individual right
recognized by the

Second Amendment to
keep and bear arms,

and oppose the
prosecution of
individuals for

exercising their rights
of self-defense. Private
property owners should

be free to establish
their own conditions

regarding the presence
of personal defense

weapons on their own
property. We oppose all

laws at any level of
government restricting,

registering, or
monitoring the

ownership,
manufacture, or

transfer of firearms or
ammunition.

1.9 Self-Defense

The only legitimate use of
force is in defense of

individual rights — life,
liberty, and justly acquired

property — against
aggression.

This right inheres in the
individual, who may agree
to be aided by any other
individual or group. We

affirm the individual right
recognized by the Second
Amendment to keep and

bear arms, and oppose the
prosecution of individuals

for exercising their rights of
self- defense. Private

property owners should be
free to establish their own
conditions regarding the

presence of personal
defense weapons on their
own property. We oppose

all laws at any level of
government restricting,

registering, or monitoring
the ownership, manufacture

or transfer of firearms, or
ammunition, or firearm

accessories.

1.9 Self-Defense

The only legitimate use of
force is in defense of

individual rights — life,
liberty, and justly acquired

property — against
aggression.

This right inheres in the
individual, who may agree
to be aided by any other
individual or group. We

affirm the individual right
recognized by the Second
Amendment to keep and

bear arms, and oppose the
prosecution of individuals
for exercising their rights
of self- defense. Private

property owners should be
free to establish their own
conditions regarding the

presence of personal
defense weapons on their
own property. We oppose

all laws at any level of
government restricting,

registering, or monitoring
the ownership,

manufacture or transfer of
firearms, ammunition, or

firearm accessories.



Rationale for Proposal 2
Current plank omits “firearm accessories” from the list of things we oppose restricting, and
we have seen government prohibition expand into this area. A notable example is “bump

stocks.”

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 2



Proposal 3

Amend current Plank 2.13 “Health Care”

Adopted Separately – Without Objection and 7-3-1

3/13/22

CURRENT WORDING PROPOSED
AMENDME

NT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

2.13 Health Care

We favor a free market
health care system. We

recognize the freedom of
individuals to determine the

level of health insurance
they want (if any), the level
of health care they want,
the care providers they
want, the medicines and

treatments they will use and
all other aspects of their
medical care, including
end- of-life decisions.

People should be free to
purchase health insurance

across state lines.

2.13 Health Care

We favor a free market
health care system.

Medical facilities, medical
providers, and medical

products (including drugs)
must be freely available in
the marketplace without

government restrictions or
licenses. We recognize the
freedom of individuals to

determine the level of
health insurance they

want (if any), the level of
health care they want, the
care providers they want,

the medicines and
treatments they will use
and all other aspects of

their medical care,
including end-of-life

decisions. People should
be free to purchase health

insurance across state
lines.

We oppose governments
either mandating, or
restricting voluntary
access to, medical

treatments or procedures
including vaccines.

2.13 Health Care

We favor a free market
health care system.
Medical facilities,

medical providers, and
medical products

(including drugs) must
be freely available in the

marketplace without
government restrictions

or licenses. We
recognize the freedom of
individuals to determine

the level of health
insurance they want (if
any), the level of health
care they want, the care
providers they want, the

medicines and
treatments they will use
and all other aspects of

their medical care,
including end-of-life
decisions. People
should be free to
purchase health

insurance across state
lines.

We oppose
governments either

mandating, or restricting
voluntary access to,



medical treatments or
procedures including

vaccines.

Rationale for Proposal 3
The state already mandates vaccines to use services it force-funds. That is tantamount to
mandatory vaccines in order to exercise state-created privileges which, while they exist,

should not be used to create a de facto system of state-approved discrimination. In the age of
COVID-19, we can expect to see this reach further. It also addresses the issues involved in

“Medicare for All” or any similar scheme in that the state will inevitably deny services to some
and be the arbiter of life and death, such as the situation we saw in England with the NHS

and baby Alfie Evans.

Further, at present, this plank is very “Obamacare-centric” in that it is all about insurance.
However, the current state of insurance is itself part of the problem in health care. Health

care costs are so high because of government regulation and subsidies that most Americans
can only speak about insurance, rather than imagining a world where they could actually

purchase health care as the need arises.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 3



Proposal 6

Amend Current Plank 4.0 “Omissions”

Adopted 10-1-1 3/8/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDME

NT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

4.0 Omissions

Our silence about any
other particular
government law,

regulation, ordinance,
directive, edict, control,

regulatory agency, activity,
or machination, should not

be construed to imply
approval.

4.0 Omissions

In every matter, we
advocate the consistent

application of the principle
of the non- initiation of

coercion, physical force,
or fraud. Our silence about

any other particular
government law,

regulation, ordinance,
directive, edict, control,

regulatory agency, activity,
or machination, should not

be construed to imply
approval.

4.0 Omissions

In every matter, we
advocate the consistent

application of the
principle of the non-
initiation of coercion,

physical force, or fraud.
Our silence about any

other particular
government law,

regulation, ordinance,
directive, edict, control,

regulatory agency,
activity, or machination,
should not be construed

to imply approval.

Rationale for Proposal 6
The overriding philosophy of the Libertarian Party envisions a world free from force and

fraud. While the current language tells readers what not to assume from silence, it gives no
guidance on how to come to what might be the Party position on issues for which it is

currently silent. By reminding readers of this overarching principle, it gives guidance on how
other issues might be viewed and which options would not be possible. It also serves as a

satisfying literary bookend.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE
YES TO SUPPORT



Proposal 4

Amend current Plank 3.2 “Internal Security and Individual Rights”

Adopted 9-3-1 3/3/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDME

NT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

3.2 Internal Security
and Individual

Rights

The defense of the country
requires that we have

adequate intelligence to
detect and to counter threats

to domestic security. This
requirement must not take

priority over maintaining the
civil liberties of our citizens.
The Constitution and Bill of

Rights shall not be
suspended even during time
of war. Intelligence agencies

that legitimately seek to
preserve the security of the
nation must be subject to

oversight and transparency.
We oppose the

government’s use of secret
classifications to keep from
the public information that it
should have, especially that

which shows that the
government has violated the

law. We oppose the use of
torture and other cruel and

unusual punishments,
without exception.

3.2 Internal Security
and Individual Rights

The defense of the country
requires that we have

adequate intelligence to
detect and to counter
threats to domestic

security. This requirement
must not take priority over

maintaining the civil
liberties of our citizens.

The Constitution and Bill
of Rights shall not be

suspended even during
time of war. Individual

rights shall not be
curtailed, whether based
on circumstances of war,
epidemic, natural disaster
or emergency, or any other

pretense. Intelligence
agencies that legitimately

seek to preserve the
security of the nation must

be subject to oversight
and transparency.

We oppose the
government’s use of

secret classifications to
keep from the public

information that it should
have, especially that
which shows that the

3.2 Internal Security
and Individual

Rights

Individual rights shall
not be curtailed, whether
based on circumstances
of war, epidemic, natural
disaster or emergency,
or any other pretense.
Intelligence agencies

that legitimately seek to
preserve the security of

the nation must be
subject to oversight and

transparency.
We oppose the

government’s use of
secret classifications to

keep from the public
information that it

should have, especially
that which shows that
the government has
violated the law. We
oppose the use of

torture and other cruel
and unusual

punishments, without
exception.



government has violated
the law. We oppose the
use of torture and other

cruel and unusual
punishments, without

exception.

Rationale for Proposal 4
More than any other time in our lifetimes, including 9/11, we have seen the state using any

excuse it can to grossly violate individual rights. We cannot be unclear or merely implicit
about our strong opposition.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 4



Proposal 9

Amend current Plank 3.0 “Securing Liberty”

Adopted 13-0-1 2/20/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

3.0 Securing Liberty

The protection of
individual rights is

the only proper
purpose of

government.
Government is

constitutionally limited
so as to prevent the

infringement of
individual rights by the
government itself. The

principle of non-initiation
of force should guide the

relationships between
governments.

3.0 Securing Liberty

In the United States,
constitutional limits on

government were intended
to prevent the infringement
of individual rights by those
in power. The protection of

individual rights is tThe
only proper purpose of

government, should it exist,
is the protection of

individual

rights. Government is
constitutionally limited so as
to prevent the infringement
of individual rights by the

government itself. The
principle of non-initiation of

force should guide the
relationships between

governments.

3.0 Securing Liberty

In the United States,
constitutional limits on

government were
intended to prevent the

infringement of individual
rights by those in power.
The only proper purpose
of government, should it
exist, is the protection of

individual rights. The
principle of non-initiation

of force should guide
relationships between

governments.



Rationale for Proposal 9
Re-arranging some wording makes the plank flow more consistently, and the change

regarding the purpose of government makes the plank consistent with the Statement of
Principles (particularly the Dallas Accord amendments to the Statement of Principles made
in 1974) so that there is no confusion on the official position of the Party: agnosticism on the
necessity of the existence of government while keeping the clarity that should government
exist, it must be limited and concerned only with the protection of individual rights. It also

makes it clear that although the Constitution was intended to protect rights, it has not done
so.

For more information on the Dallas Accord see: https://lpedia.org/wiki/Dallas_Accord

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 9

https://lpedia.org/wiki/Dallas_Accord


Proposal 13

Amend current Plank 1.2 “Expression and Communication”

Adopted 7-1-4 3/31/22

CURRENT WORDING PROPOSED
AMENDME

NT

IF ADOPTED, WILL
READ

1.2 Expression and
Communication

We support full freedom of
expression and oppose

government censorship, regulation,
or control of communications

media and technology. We favor the
freedom to engage in or abstain

from any religious activities that do
not violate the rights of others. We
oppose government actions that
either aid or attack any religion.

1.2 Expression
and

Communication

We support full freedom of
expression and oppose
government censorship,
regulation, or control of

communications media and
technology. Language that
is perceived to be offensive

to certain groups or
individuals is not a cause

for any legal action. Speech
that is not literally a threat

of aggression or violence is
not in itself aggression or
violence and can never be
used to justify aggression

or violence.

Individuals are responsible
for their own reactions to

speech. We favor the
freedom to engage in or

abstain from any religious
activities that do not violate

the rights of others. We
oppose government actions
that either aid or attack any

religion.

1.2 Expression and
Communication

We support full freedom of
expression and oppose government
censorship, regulation, or control of

communications media and
technology. Language that is

perceived to be offensive to certain
groups or individuals is not a cause
for any legal action. Speech that is

not literally a threat of aggression or
violence is not in itself aggression or

violence and can never be used to
justify aggression or violence.

Individuals are responsible for their
own reactions to speech. We favor
the freedom to engage in or abstain
from any religious activities that do
not violate the rights of others. We
oppose government actions that
either aid or attack any religion.



Rationale for Proposal 13
Current events in the news and in the Party have been interpreted in a way that is a

perversion of the Non-Aggression Principle and our Statement of Principles to make mere
speech and criticism into aggression. For example, the federal government’s attempts in

Virginia and elsewhere to label dissenting speech as “domestic terrorism,” as well as other
repeated attempts to criminalize dissenting speech. That’s simply wrong, was neither what
the Party’s Founders nor the nation’s Founding Fathers ever intended and undermines the

entire foundation of the political activism, the purpose of the Party, and the entire
foundation of free speech in our nation. These amendments would make a clear statement
that aggressive force is physical action and threats and not mere non-threatening words.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 13



Proposal 14

Add new Plank 1.10 “Space Exploration” to the end of Section 1

Adopted 6-1-11 2/18/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

N/A 1.X Space Exploration

We oppose all
government restrictions

upon voluntary,
peaceful use of outer

space.

1.X Space Exploration

We oppose all
government

restrictions upon
voluntary, peaceful
use of outer space.

Rationale for Proposal 14
Private space service has supplanted government-sponsored space service in several key
areas. What was once a matter of science fiction has become reality. New innovations from

private companies include better, reusable, rocket designs and efficient cost-savings
measures. These advances by the private sector have injected new interest into space

exploration and made possible missions which were not possible a decade earlier.
Increasingly, it appears that many space services and exploration will in the future be driven

by private industry rather than by NASA. NASA may always have a role in space
investigations, but in the near future private industry and/or organizations may set the pace

for exploratory as well as routine space missions. This new plank would allow us to
communicate to the public that we welcome a new space age for private organizations and

individuals, one which is unencumbered by burdensome government regulations.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 14



Proposal 18

Amend Current Plank 1.6 “Parental Rights”

Adopted 6-1-0 4/2/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

1.6 Parental Rights

Parents, or other
guardians, have the right

to raise their children
according to their own
standards and beliefs,

provided that the rights
of children to be free

from abuse and neglect
are also protected.

1.6 Parental Rights

We support the separation
of family and state. We

encourage private
arbitration and mediation of

family issues such as
marriage, cohabitation,

adoption, custody disputes,
divorce, annulment, and
spousal as well as child

support. Parents, or other
guardians, have the right to

raise their children
according to their own
standards and beliefs,

provided that the rights of
children to be free from

abuse and neglect are also
protected.

Permanent separation of
family members must be

adjudicated by due
process, not in

administrative court.

1.6 Parental Rights

We support the separation
of family and state. We

encourage private
arbitration and mediation
of family issues such as
marriage, cohabitation,

adoption, custody
disputes,

divorce, annulment, and
spousal as well as child

support. Parents, or other
guardians, have the right

to raise their
children according to their
own standards and beliefs,
provided that the rights of

children are protected.
Permanent separation of
family members must be

adjudicated by due
process, not in

administrative court.



Rationale for Proposal 18
This proposal addresses separation of state and family and advocates market forces and
voluntary cooperation as well as the stark reality of familial separation by the hands of the

state in a manner that protects parental and child rights. These amendments remove
ambiguous language from the plank and make it very distinct so that the clarifying clause

states that the rights of the children must be and are protected.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 18



Proposal 1

Amend current Plank 1.7 “Crime and Justice”

Adopted Without Objection 1/30/22

CURRENT WORDING PROPOSED

AMENDMENT

IF ADOPTED, WILL

READ



1.7 Crime and Justice

Government force must be limited to
the protection of the rights of
individuals to life, liberty, and

property, and governments must
never be permitted to violate these
rights. Laws should be limited in

their application to violations of the
rights of others through force or

fraud, or to deliberate actions that
place others involuntarily at

significant risk of harm. Therefore,
we favor the repeal of all laws

creating “crimes” without victims,
such as gambling, the use of drugs

for medicinal or recreational
purposes, and consensual

transactions involving sexual
services. We support restitution to

the victim to the fullest degree
possible at the expense of the

criminal or the negligent wrongdoer.
The constitutional rights of the

criminally accused, including due
process, a speedy trial, legal

counsel, trial by jury, and the legal
presumption of innocence until

proven guilty, must be preserved.
We assert the common- law right of
juries to judge not only the facts but

also the justice of the law. We
oppose the prosecutorial practice of

“over-charging” in criminal
prosecutions so as to avoid jury

trials by intimidating defendants into
accepting plea bargains.

1.7 Crime and Justice

Government force must
be limited to the

protection of the rights
of individuals to life,

liberty, and property, and
governments must never

be permitted to violate
these rights. Laws

should be limited in their
application to violations

of the rights of others
through force or fraud,
or to deliberate actions

that place others
involuntarily at

significant risk of harm.
Therefore, we favor the

repeal of all laws
creating “crimes”

without victims, such as
gambling, the use of

drugs for medicinal or
recreational purposes,

and consensual
transactions involving

sexual services. We
support restitution to the

victim to the fullest
degree possible at the

expense of the criminal
or the negligent
wrongdoer. The

constitutional rights of
the criminally accused,

including due process, a
speedy trial, legal

counsel, trial by jury, and
the legal presumption of
innocence until proven

guilty, must be
preserved. We assert the

common-law right of
juries to judge not only
the facts but also the

1.7 Crime and Justice

Government force must be limited
to the protection of the rights of

individuals to life, liberty, and
property, and governments must

never be permitted to violate these
rights. Laws should be limited in

their application to violations of the
rights of others through force or

fraud, or to deliberate actions that
place others involuntarily at

significant risk of harm. Therefore,
we favor the repeal of all laws

creating “crimes” without victims,
such as gambling, the use of drugs

for medicinal or recreational
purposes, and consensual

transactions involving sexual
services. We support restitution to

the victim to the fullest degree
possible at the expense of the

criminal or the negligent
wrongdoer. The constitutional

rights of the criminally accused,
including due process, a speedy

trial, legal counsel, trial by jury, and
the legal presumption of innocence

until proven guilty, must be
preserved. We assert the

common-law right of juries to judge
not only the facts but also the

justice of the law. We oppose the
prosecutorial practice of

“over-charging” in criminal
prosecutions so as to avoid jury
trials by intimidating defendants

into accepting plea bargains.
Additionally, we support the

abolition of
qualified immunity so that law
enforcement and prosecutors

would be held legally accountable
for misconduct that leads to

wrongful convictions or other acts
of injustice



justice of the law. We
oppose the prosecutorial

practice of
“over-charging” in

criminal prosecutions so
as to avoid jury trials by
intimidating defendants

into accepting plea
bargains. Additionally,

we support the abolition
of

qualified immunity so
that law enforcement

and prosecutors would
be held legally
accountable for

misconduct that leads
to wrongful convictions

or other act

Rationale for Proposal 1
Our Platform currently lacks any statement on the topic of holding police or prosecutors

legally accountable for wrongful convictions or other acts of injustice which creates a class of
people that can violate the rights of others with impunity.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO
SUPPORT PROPOSAL 1



Proposal 10
Add new Plank “Adult Rights and Responsibilities” to Section 1 after current

Plank 1.6 “Parental Rights”
Adopted 10-2-0 4/6/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDME

NT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

N/A 1.7 Adult Rights
and

Responsibilities

Once individuals are
presumed to have adequate
judgment to vote and serve
on a jury or in the military,

they should also be
presumed to have sufficient

judgment to decide their
own purchase and use of

alcohol, tobacco, firearms,
cannabis, and engage in
other activities currently
restricted by government

due to age.

1.7 Adult Rights
and

Responsibilities

Once individuals are
presumed to have

adequate judgment to
vote and serve on a jury

or in the military, they
should also be presumed

to have sufficient
judgment to decide their

own purchase and use of
alcohol, tobacco,

firearms, cannabis, and
engage in other activities

currently restricted by
government due to age.

Rationale for Proposal 10
Our Platform currently asserts opposition to age discrimination but is silent on what range of

ages should not be discriminated against. For decades, the duopoly has increasingly
accepted pseudoscience arguments that brains of 18-year-olds are not adequately

developed for full rights. But they evidently have no qualms about giving presidents in their
70s the nuclear football, although the vast majority of 70-year-olds have clearly detectable

decreases in brain function. Do we accept these pseudoscience ideas as a substitute for our
principles? We Libertarians would clearly not stand for age discrimination at the upper end
of the age spectrum–for example, outlawing alcohol or gun sales to those over 70 or 80 or

even 90. It makes no sense that soldiers who at the age of 19 fought in the battle of
Tora-Bora in Afghanistan in December 2001, one of the deadliest battles for American

soldiers in the past 100 years, could not upon their return to Ft. Drum NY obtain their own
personal handgun license, nor buy cigarettes nor alcohol. At the same time, our plank on



parental rights clearly and appropriately envisions that children do not have the full rights
that adults do. But at what age do we view full adult rights as beginning, and age

discrimination by government and/or parental control being illegitimate? Is it 35, when the
Constitution allows an individual to be President? Is it 30, the age at which an individual is

qualified to be a Senator? Our current silence on this question is deafening.

Rather than naming a particular number (18), this proposal ties full adult rights to other key
adult responsibilities that are currently tied to the age of 18: voting, serving on juries, and

enlisting in the military, because these define an age at which young people are presumed
to understand the nature of life-altering or life-ending risks.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE YES TO SUPPORT
PROPOSAL 10



Proposal 17

Amend current Plank 3.4 “Free Trade and Migration” if proposal 16 does
not pass; alternatively, amend current Plank 1.2 if proposal 16 does pass

Adopted 11-4-1 2/10/22

IF PROPOSAL 16 DOES NOT PASS
CURRENT WORDING PROPOSE

D
AMENDME

NT

IF ADOPTED, WILL
READ

3.4 Free Trade and Migration

We support the removal of
governmental impediments

to free trade. Political
freedom and escape from

tyranny demand that
individuals not be

unreasonably constrained
by government in the
crossing of political

boundaries. Economic
freedom demands the

unrestricted movement of
human as well as financial

capital across national
borders.

3.4 Free Trade and
Migration

We support the removal
of governmental

impediments to free
trade. Political freedom

and escape from tyranny
demand that individuals

not be unreasonably
constrained by

government in the
crossing of political

boundaries. Economic
freedom demands the

unrestricted movement of
human as well as

financial capital across
national borders.

3.4 Free Trade and Migration

We support the removal of
governmental impediments to free
trade. Political freedom and escape

from tyranny demand that
individuals not be constrained by

government in the crossing of
political boundaries. Economic

freedom demands the unrestricted
movement of human as well as
financial capital across national

borders.



IF PROPOSAL 16 PASSES
CURRENT WORDING PROPOSE

D
AMENDME

NT

IF ADOPTED, WILL
READ

1.2 Free Migration

We support the removal of
governmental impediments
to free migration. Political

freedom, economic
opportunity, and escape

from tyranny demand that
individuals not be

unreasonably constrained
by government in the
crossing of political

boundaries.

1.2 Free Migration

We support the removal
of governmental

impediments to free
migration. Political
freedom, economic

opportunity, and escape
from tyranny demand
that individuals not be

unreasonably
constrained by

government in the
crossing of political

boundaries.

1.2 Free Migration

We support the removal of
governmental impediments to free

migration. Political freedom,
economic opportunity, and escape

from tyranny demand that
individuals not be constrained by

government in the crossing of
political boundaries.

Rationale for Proposal 17
This broader terminology acknowledges that reality. The phrase "unreasonably constrained"

has been used to imply that our platform supports government restrictions on the free
movement of peoples into and out of our country. By deleting this one simple word, our

delegates will send a clear message to this country's immigrant community that our party is
the only party that truly supports their rights and treats them as equals

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE NO ON
PROPOSAL 17

Explanation: This motion is a backup in the event of  Proposal 16 failing to pass and we support the
passage of Proposal 16. Furthermore, this erodes the spirit of the  Dallas accord  by making full open
borders the official  stance of the Libertarian Party  when this is  not  a consensus in the membership,
the candidates, the community, libertarian scholars or the literature.  This eliminates from the platform

privatization of the border and private  property lines as being a separate yet canon solution to
immigration within the spectrum of libertarian thought.



Proposal 19

Amend Current Plank 1.4 “Personal Relationships”

Adopted 8-4-0 3/24/22

CURRENT
WORDING

PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

IF ADOPTED,
WILL
READ

1.4 Personal Relationships

Sexual orientation,
preference, gender, or
gender identity should
have no impact on the

government’s treatment of
individuals, such as in
current marriage, child

custody, adoption,
immigration, or military

service laws.

Government does not have
the authority to define,

promote, license, or
restrict personal

relationships, regardless of
the number of participants.

Consenting adults should
be free to choose their

own sexual practices and
personal relationships.
Until such time as the
government stops its

illegitimate practice of
marriage licensing, such
licenses must be granted
to all consenting adults

who apply.

1.4 Personal Relationships

Sexual orientation,
preference, gender, or

gender identity should have
no impact on the

government’s treatment of
individuals, such as in
current marriage, child

custody, adoption,
immigration, or military
service laws. Individuals
have the sole authority to

determine and express their
own gender identities.

Government does not have
the authority to define,

promote, license, or restrict
self- expression and

personal relationships,
regardless of the number of

participants.

Consenting adults should be
free

to choose their own sexual
practices and personal

relationships. Until such
time as the government

stops its illegitimate
practice of marriage

licensing, such licenses
must be granted to all
consenting adults who

apply.

1.4 Personal Relationships

Sexual orientation,
preference, gender, or

gender identity should have
no impact on the

government’s treatment of
individuals, such as in
current marriage, child

custody, adoption,
immigration, or military
service laws. Individuals
have the sole authority to

determine and express their
own gender identities.

Government does not have
the authority to define,

promote, license, or restrict
self- expression and

personal relationships,
regardless of the number of

participants.

Consenting adults should be
free

to choose their own sexual
practices and personal

relationships. Until such
time as the government

stops its illegitimate
practice of marriage

licensing, such licenses
must be granted to all
consenting adults who

apply.



Rationale for Proposal 19
The current wording of this plank remains somewhat ambiguous on rights

to transgender expression. It proclaims that government should not be able to interfere with
such rights but makes no statement about whether educational institutions or employers or

merchants might be able to decide what a person’s gender is, in contradiction of the person’s
own view.

MISES CAUCUS VOTE RECOMMENDATION - VOTE NO

Explanation: This is implicitly making a statement on an issue of biology and not libertarian
principle and in doing so choosing the woke side of the culture war.



Bylaws Proposals
https://groups.google.com/u/1/a/lp.org/g/bylaws

https://groups.google.com/u/1/a/lp.org/g/bylaws?fbclid=IwAR1jC9R1y9DwV-wx-UjxYhyeNUULjKu1cPFDv6QrZtmtFnn4BVzuRK6r4PM

