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Again, this is not an exhaustive list of 
everything that home improvement 
workers must buy and use in order to 
comply.
 The biggest expense home 
improvement companies face is 
increased labor costs.  Projects will 
take more hours to complete if work-
ers comply with the EPA standards. 
One lead-safe certified Columbus 
contractor estimates that the cost of 
labor on a small job will increase 
10%. For example, a bathroom 
remodel previously taking 240 hours 
will now take 264 hours. If the cost of 
labor is $30 per hour, the price of the 
project will rise by $720. When equip-
ment, materials, and labor are all 
taken into account, the cost of the 
project will increase by $1,000. Thus, 
a project originally costing $7,200 
will now cost $8,200 (or 13.9% more) 
under the new regulations.     
 Why is so much additional 
time necessary to complete each 
project?  Preparing for the project 
takes longer.  Workers must test all 
surfaces for lead. Then they have to 
seal off all vents, windows and doors 
where dust could escape.  Thick 
plastic sheeting must be hung over 
any openings and also must cover 
the floor. Every time a worker leaves 
the work zone, he must make sure he 
is lead free. The EPA suggests that all 
clothing and materials be wet-wiped 
and/or HEPA-vacuumed before 
laborers exit the work area. Addition-

ally, at the end of each day, the work 
area must be cleaned, and all wasted 
must be properly stored or disposed 
of. The EPA also requires a thorough 
cleaning of the work area after the 
project is completed.  Complying 
with the lead safety regulations can 
add quite a bit of time to projects.  
 Rising costs for home 
improvement workers translate into 
rising costs for homeowners.   For 
contractors to pay for certification, 
buy new equipment and materials, 

compensate workers and still make 
profits, they have to pass along costs 
to homeowners.
 Do not be mistaken though. 
The new EPA lead regulations will 
adversely affect home improvement 
workers as well. The president of one 
Chicago mold-removal firm 
estimates that his profits will 
decrease by 12% due to spending an 
additional $160,000 to $300,000 per 
year on equipment and labor.  Since 
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fewer people will be able to afford 
their remodeling dreams, there will 
be fewer jobs for lead-safe certified 
workers. Also, lead-safe certified 
workers will have to compete with 
black market labor that homeowners 
will turn to in an effort to accomplish 
their projects more cheaply.  Already 
struggling home improvement com-
panies could be put out of business, 
and seasonal home improvement 
workers, such as students and teach-
ers, will be hard pressed to cover 
their certification and equipment 
costs and still make a profit in three 
months time.  
 Aside from the economic 
effects, the new EPA regulations 
could physically harm home 
improvement workers. Due to lack of 
ventilation and the sun beating 
down through plastic sheeting, the 
work space could become quite hot, 
especially if the workers are wearing 
their coverall suits and safety masks. 
With the physical activity that home 
improvement work entails, workers 
run the risk of overheating, fainting, 
and even heatstroke.  Workers 
performing outside tasks also are in 
danger of falling due to the man-
dated plastic sheeting ground cover 
becoming wet from dew or rain. 
 Even those who have taken 
the lead safety class have many 
unknowns that they will be working 
through in the near future. There is 
not one simple checklist that home 

improvement workers can follow. 
Instead they must make their ways 
through the handbook hoping that 
they don’t miss any safety precau-
tions. Because contractors are uncer-
tain what compliance ultimately 
entails, they are uncertain how to bid 
on jobs. They must bid high enough 
to cover costs, yet low enough to win 
jobs. Until they have completed a few 
jobs in accordance with the lead 
regulations, they will not be able to 
accurately bid.
 If home improvement work-
ers are not certified or if they don’t 
follow the lead regulations, they can 
face fines up to $37,500 per infrac-
tion. Contractors taking the lead 
safety course have been told that 
infractions are per day, not per job. 
Therefore, a person singlehandedly 
performing a small job lasting only a 
week could be fined $162,500, when 
the job is only worth $1,200. The fines 
are purely punitive.  Very few home 
improvement workers can afford to 
pay the fines attached to noncompli-
ance.  One fine could easily bankrupt 
a business and put a worker in severe 
financial distress.  
 The new EPA lead regulations 
are clearly harmful to both hom-
eowners and home improvement 
workers. While it is true that children 
should not be playing in lead dust or 
eating paint chips, many homeown-
ers do not have children under six. 
Those who do need to take responsi-
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bility for protecting their children 
from lead by keeping them out of 
work zones and should even 
consider hiring a contractor who 
specializes in lead safety if they so 
choose. For the average citizen who 
does not have a child under six years 
old and just wants a new coat of 
paint on the walls, the lead regula-
tions are excessive, costly, confusing, 
burdensome, and are simply not 
necessary.

Court: Cincinnati 

Public Schools Vio-

lated State Law
Judge Rules CPS Deed 
Restrictions Against Char-
ter and Private Schools Ille-
gal
 Columbus - Cincinnati Public 
Schools' (CPS) policy of prohibiting 
the sale of unused available public 
school buildings to charter schools 
and private schools violates state law, 
yesterday ruled Hamilton County 
Common Pleas Court Judge Robert P. 
Ruehlman. The judge issued the 
ruling immediately from the bench.
 The case was won by the 
1851 Center for Constitutional Law 
on behalf of the Theodore Roosevelt 
School, a Cincinnati charter school 
CPS sued to block from opening. The 
school building was unused and 
located in the Fairmount neighbor-

hood, where all CPS schools are in 
academic emergency, and 80 
percent of families are of minority 
status, and live in poverty. CPS 
attempted to enforce a deed restric-
tion prohibiting charter or private 
schools from using school buildings 
previously owned by CPS. The 1851 

Center asserted such a restriction is 
void by Ohio's public policy in favor 
of school choice, and cheats taxpay-
ers of sales revenue from the build-
ings. The court agreed. In his ruling, 
Judge Ruehlman called CPS's deed 
restrictions anti-competitive and 
acknowledged that CPS was merely 
attempting to suppress competition 
from charter and other alternative 
schools, and thwart school choice for 
the parents and children of Cincin-
nati. "The court's decision is a land-
mark ruling in favor of school choice 
in Ohio and against adversarial 
school districts who attempt to block 
alternative schools' right to exist," 
said 1851 Center Executive Director 
Maurice Thompson. "School districts 
across the state are now on notice 

p y y

Hamilton County Court (www.hamilton-co.org)
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that Ohio law clearly and specifically 
protects the rights of alternative 
schools. And serious financial penal-
ties could befall districts who 
attempt to squelch the rights of 
these schools."  The ruling halts CPS's 
restrictive practice and opens the 
district to the loss of hundreds of 
millions of dollars in funding from 
the Ohio School Facilities Commis-
sion (OSFC). Last week, OSFC 
member State Rep. Kris Jordan 
moved to stop state facilities funding 
to CPS because of its purported viola-
tions. Jordan, prompted by the 1851 
Center's legal action against CPS, 
informed the commission the school 
district forfeited its statutory right to 
project funding because of repeated 
violations of state charter schools 
provisions. The court's ruling bolsters 
Jordan's assertion. Jordan's letter to 
the commission is available here.
 "Over $46 million in state 
revenue has been directed away 
from Cincinnati Public Schools, and 
to charter schools, as over 7,000 
students have left the Cincinnati 
Public School System for charters," 
said Thompson. "Deed restrictions 
like the one struck down were 
devised to stop new charter and 
private schools from opening in 
Cincinnati, so CPS could retain 
students and state funds."
The court's ruling affirms:
A contract term that violates public 
policy is void;

A contract term that hinders the 
purpose of a statute is void;
CPS's deed restriction is void due to 
Ohio's public policy in favor of trans-
ferring taxpayer-owned school build-
ings to community schools;
CPS's deed restriction is void because 
it is in derogation of a statewide 
public policy in favor of effectuating 
parental choice and educational 
opportunity through community 
schools; and
Although the deed restriction is void, 
the conveyance must remain valid.

Prevailing Wage Law 

U n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l 

Argues 1851 Center
1851 Center Files Amicus 
Brief in Ohio Prevailing 
Wage Law Case
 Columbus - Ohio's current 
prevailing wage law is, in part, 
unconstitutional, the 1851 Center for 
Constitutional Law argues in an 
Amicus brief filed yesterday in the 
Tenth District Court of Appeals, 
Franklin County. The case, Ohio 
Department of Commerce v. 770 
West Broad AGA, LLC, exposes funda-
mental flaws in the current prevailing 
wage law. "Ohio's prevailing 
wage law is deeply flawed and 
unconstitutional because it gives 
labor unions the legislative power to 
establish the prevailing wage," said 
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1851 Center Executive Director Mau-
rice Thompson. "Additionally, the law 
does not provide an intelligible 
principle for determining the prevail-
ing wage, and it fails to provide a 
procedure for effective review. Essen-
tially, it allows labor unions to set the 
wages of non-union workers, with-
out any input from those workers 
themselves, much less the Depart-
ment of Commerce or the Ohio legis-
lature."     770 West Broad AGA, LLC, a 
private contractor, entered into an 
agreement with the Ohio Depart-
ment of Commerce to provide work 
space for the Ohio Department of 
Rehabilitation and Corrections. 
Under the lease terms, AGA, LLC 
made several improvements to the 
property at its own expense. Upon 
completion, the state fined the com-
pany over $500,000 alleging prevail-
ing wage laws were violated. AGA, 
LLC refused to pay the fine and filed a 
court action claiming that prevailing 
wage did not apply, and that the 
state's prevailing wage law violates 
the Ohio Constitution. While AGA, 
LLC won its case, the court ruled 
property improvements are not 
subject to prevailing wage require-
ments. It did not address the consti-
tutional issues. Because the state is 
appealing the decision, the appellate 
court now has the opportunity to 
determine the law's constitutionality.  
The 1851 Center for Constitutional 
Law is non-profit, non-partisan legal 

center dedicated to protecting the 
constitutional rights of Ohioans from 
government abuse. The 1851 Center 
litigates constitutional issues related 
to property rights, voting rights, 
regulation, taxation, and search and 
seizures.  Contact:   Carlo LoParo, 
614-204-2242

The Libertarian Party
A view From Two Libertar-
ians Just Outside the Party.
by Kevin Pierce and Rapheal Lieto
 Republicans and Democrats 
are arm in arm on a spending bender, 
each trying valiantly to outspend the 
other. Although they quibble over 
details, they also want to protect us 
from everything, including, but not 
limited to: poverty, drugs, terrorism, 
poor health, offensive speech, 
consumer products, natural disasters, 
and the biggest threat of all, 
ourselves. Many other political 
parties promote either some form of 
lunatic isolationism, environmental 
absolutism, or other nonsense. Liber-
tarians, who propose the admirable 
goal of a less powerful and intrusive 
government, offer what may be the 
only rational alternative to the status 
quo. To this end, the Libertarian Party 
was established in 1971, and has 
since become the third (a distant 
third) largest political party in the 
United States.
 Defining the party is difficult, 
but the following statement by P.J. 
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O’Rourke drolly defines the attitude, 
"Giving money and power to govern-
ment is like giving whiskey and car 
keys to teenage boys." (xviii) He 
illustrates, with contemporary 
cynicism, one of the principle corner-
stones upon which this country was 
built, “…Governments are instituted 
among Men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the 
governed…” (Declaration of Inde-
pendence). The U.S. Constitution, 
particularly in the Bill of Rights, 
repeatedly addresses issues concern-
ing an overreaching federal govern-
ment. This idea of limited govern-
mental authority, along with the 
freedom of the individual to make 
choices and to accept the conse-
quences of those choices, is also 
fundamental to libertarian philoso-
phy.
 Anxiety about governmental 
power, not surprisingly, is as old as 
the establishment of that power. 
“…As of oligarchy so of tyranny, the 
end is wealth (for by wealth only can 
the tyrant maintain either his guard 
or his luxury). Both mistrust the 
people, and therefore deprive them 
of their arm.” (translated from Aristo-
tle).  The formation of the Libertarian 
Party can however be traced to more 
recent events. Some of the following 
groups and individuals helped estab-
lish the philosophical groundwork 
for the party. In 1946, the Foundation 
for Economic Education was formed, 

“…to study and advance the freedom 
philosophy” (1). They are still active 
today and continue to publish mate-
rials that reflect libertarian values.  In 
1947, the Mont Pelerin Society met 
for the first time, “Its sole objective 
was to facilitate an exchange of ideas 
between like-minded scholars in the 
hope of strengthening the principles 
and practice of a free society and to 
study the workings, virtues, and 
defects of market-oriented economic 
systems” (1). Ayn Rand (1905-1982), 
the author of The Fountainhead 
(1943), and Atlas Shrugged (1957) is a 
principal influence to many libertar-
ians, in spite of the fact that she 
seemed to have little or no use for the 
party. Of course, she also had little 
use for either the republicans or 
democrats. “The [Libertarian] party’s 
founder, David Nolan, was an MIT 
graduate and Rand fan. He was 
galvanized to action by Nixon’s 
announcement of wage and price 
controls, intended to curb inflation. 
(By contrast Rand endorsed Nixon 
twice, regarding him as the lesser of 
two evils)” (Burns 267). 
During the 1950s and 1960s, exces-
sive spending and taxation by both 
the Republican and Democratic 
parties increased interest in libertar-
ian ideas by conservatives. Also, 
during the 1960s, concerns about the 
legal issues related to smoking mari-
juana and the draft, led to an interest 
in those ideas by liberals. In the late 
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1960s, disaffected members of Young 
Americans for Freedom (YAF) began 
weighing the idea of forming a politi-
cal party. David Nolan, a former 
member of YAF, and seven others 
who made up the Committee to 
Organize a Libertarian Party, met on 
December 11, 1971, in Luke Zell’s 
home in Colorado Springs, and voted 
to officially establish the party. 
Murray Newton Rothbard, states 
their case in his 1973 book, For a New 
Liberty, 
 Liberty cannot succeed with-
out an equivalent and contrasting 
systematic theory; and until the last 
few years, despite our great heritage 
of economic and political thought 
and practice, we have not had a fully 
integrated and consistent theory of 
liberty. We now have that systematic 
theory; we come, fully armed with 
our knowledge, prepared to bring 
our message and to capture the 
imagination of all groups and strands 
in the population. All other theories 
and systems have clearly failed: 
socialism is in retreat everywhere, 
and notably in Eastern Europe; liber-
alism has bogged us down in a host 
of insoluble problems; conservatism 
has nothing to offer but sterile 
defense of the status quo. Liberty has 
never been fully tried in the modern 
world; libertarians now propose to 
fulfill the American dream and the 
world dream of liberty and prosperity 
for all mankind. (403)

 The party describes itself as 
the “Party of Principle” and calls for 
smaller government, lower taxes, and 
more freedom.  Unfortunately, these 
phrases have been bandied about by 
politicians, with no respect for their 
meaning, for as long as there have 
been politicians and, as a result, the 
phrases no longer boast any real 
significance. Somewhat more 
specific claims are made in the 
national platform: 
 As Libertarians, we seek a 
world of liberty; a world in which all 
individuals are sovereign over their 
own lives and no one is forced to 
sacrifice his or her values for the 
benefit of others. We believe that 
respect for individual rights is the 
essential precondition for a free and 
prosperous world, that force and 
fraud must be banished from human 
relationships, and that only through 
freedom can peace and prosperity be 
realized. (Libertarian Party 1).
 Lofty goals indeed. Since the 
party has had few prominent 
national figures elected, whether or 
not these goals can be met, remains 
to be seen. According to the party 
website, at the time of this writing, 
152 Libertarians hold elected office 
nationwide: 38 of them partisan 
offices, and 114 of them non-partisan 
offices. Many of these are local 
offices, including village and city 
council seats. While these may have 
local impact, until more national 
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seats are filled by libertarians, the 
party’s effect on federal politics 
remains an unknown. “The Libertar-
ian Party is well on its way to domi-
nating the political landscape, judg-
ing from its power base of 100+ 
elected dogcatchers and other 
important officials after 25 years of 
effort” (Huben 1). The previous state-
ment notwithstanding, and in spite 
of efforts by Democrats and Republi-
cans to maintain control of the reins 
of power, the Libertarian party’s 
political achievements exceed those 
by any third party in decades. For 
example, in 2010, Ohioans will be 
able to choose libertarian candidates 
for Governor, Lt. Governor, Treasurer, 
and Secretary of State. This level of 
third party influence on the ballot 
hasn’t been seen in Ohio in 70 years. 
 The prospect of an influential 
third party should lead to scrutiny of 
the philosophy behind this party. 
However, the perception of Libertar-
ian philosophy is as diverse as the 
individuals who subscribe to it, 
making it difficult to define, “Minimal 
government is whatever we say it is, 
and we don't agree” (Huben 1).  This 
diversity can be seen as an asset or a 
liability. If the goal is to gather nectar 
or pollen (or taxes), the hive mind 
works. On the other hand, if the 
individual is paramount, disagree-
ment should be expected. And it can 
easily be found in the Libertarian 
party. Libertarians range from anar-

chic purists to believers of conve-
nience. An example of a believer of 
convenience is one that I refer to as a 
“pothead libertarian”. They advocate 
the legalization of marijuana, 
frequently because it’s their recre-
ational drug of choice, while ignoring 
the rudimentary problems of drug 
prohibition. Between bong hits, they 
argue the safety of marijuana use, 
relative to the impact of more power-
ful drugs and alcohol. Politicians 
cater to them in debates because it’s 
more palatable to the general public 
than the truly libertarian idea of 
across the board legalization of 
drugs. “We hold that all individuals 
have the right to exercise sole domin-
ion over their own lives, and have the 
right to live in whatever manner they 
choose, so long as they do not 
forcibly interfere with the equal right 
of others to live in whatever manner 
they choose” (Libertarian Party 1). 
Somewhere between the extremes 
are the pragmatic purists, who appre-
ciate the need for balance between 
pure Libertarianism and political 
expediency. Without the first, there's 
no principle. Without the second, 
there's no chance.
 It’s generally believed that 
the party draws from the right, 
apparently attracted by ideas of 
reduced governmental interference, 
particularly in economic matters and 
in the right to bear arms. But liberals 
represent a substantial percentage of 
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the party, drawn, in part, by the 
party’s adherence to individual 
rights. Members from both extremes, 
along with those in the middle, seem 
to favor lower taxes and less govern-
mental meddling. It’s the details that 
aren’t universally accepted. For 
example, the Libertarian platform on 
international affairs offers solutions 
that may both encourage and enrage 
both sides. 
 American foreign policy 
should seek an America at peace with 
the world and its defense against 
attack from abroad. We would end 
the current U.S. government policy of 
foreign intervention, including 
military and economic aid. We recog-
nize 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 terror-
ism, against the innocent, regardless 
of whether such acts are committed 
by governments or by political or 
revolutionary groups (Libertarian 
Party 1).
 Those opposed to the Bush 
doctrine of preemptive military 
action will applaud the reluctance to 
intervene militarily, but may be less 
receptive to a reduction in economic 
foreign aid. In addition to seemingly 
conflicting ideas, some gray area 
exists in the party platform. For 
example, the official stance on abor-
tion is, “Recognizing that abortion is 
a sensitive issue and that people can 

hold good-faith views on all sides, we 
believe that government should be 
kept out of the matter, leaving the 
question to each person for their 
conscientious consideration” 
(Libertarian Party 1). This is an admi-
rable statement, but doesn’t address 
the abortion question directly. Do 
the rights of the mother supercede 
the rights of the unborn child? If a 
libertarian presidential candidate is 
ever invited to debate candidates 
from other parties (an unlikely 
scenario), questions like this will have 
to be answered. Nevertheless, some 
proposals are necessary in a political 
campaign, and Libertarian candi-
dates aren’t shy about putting them 
forward.
 Elimination of the federal 
income tax is proposed by many 
Libertarians. And the massive 
volume of the tax code alone should 
justify its elimination. The Constitu-
tion of the United States, including 
the Bill of Rights (a 223 year old docu-
ment with 27 amendments), when 
converted to a computer text docu-
ment, is 18 pages and contains 
slightly more than 8,000 words. 
Congress’ ability to collect federal 
income tax wasn’t ratified until 1913 
but the federal income tax code is a 
word processor crippling 2027 pages. 
This code is a bewildering mess and 
its enforcement affords plenty of 
ammunition for those conspiring to 
change or eliminate it.
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 For example, the federal 
government regularly threatens to 
withhold tax revenue collected from 
the states, if those same states don’t 
meet federal guidelines (speed limit, 
seat belt, and drunken driving laws, 
etc.). But hastily eliminating the 
federal income tax, like many of the 
more dramatic actions proposed by 
Libertarians, is drastic and unrealistic.
 Actions have consequences. 
When programs are eliminated, or 
when spending is cut, or when laws 
are repealed or changed, people are 
affected. Some of these effects may be 
anticipated and possibly offset by 
carefully considering the changes and 
their costs. Others will certainly be 
painful, in spite of any efforts made to 
ease the pain. Government programs 
are frequently introduced as low cost 
measures to counteract higher costs 
already incurred. But, inevitably, the 
scope of these programs is increased, 
along with the cost. Occasionally, they 
become so tightly woven into the 
fabric of society that they become 
indistinguishable as government 
programs. This point was clearly made 
by a protester against health care 
reform in 2009, when he told a 
congressman to “keep your govern-
ment hands off my Medicare”. It’s likely 
that more pragmatic Libertarians will 
reduce programs incrementally by 
applying surgical techniques, rather 
than by just tearing off the bandage. 
This will, of course, inflame Libertarian 

purists just as Republican and Demo-
crat purists are inflamed by incremen-
tal changes made by their representa-
tives.
 No political ideology is 
perfect, and the Libertarian party has 
yet to make any significant changes 
that prove the value of theirs. But it 
does offer an environment for those 
who share a yearning for less expen-
sive and less meddlesome govern-
ment. It may take a catastrophic event 
to produce the catalyst for the type of 
change Libertarians seek. Of course, 
since the current state of affairs, with 
debts running in the trillions, and an 
officious government prying into 
nearly every aspect of our lives hasn’t 
done this already, it’s possible that 
nothing will. The framers of the consti-
tution would surely be impressed by 
many of the wonders of the modern 
world. However, if they traversed the 
incomprehensible mountains of legis-
lation defiling the horizon everywhere 
this legislation is generated, they 
would also likely be saddened by how 
the government they created had 
been perverted, in the name of 
providing for and protecting the 
electorate. To view the works cited pages, 
please email news@lpo.org for a copy.

Thanks for reading this issue of 
the BLN. Now flip some digital 
pages and find out how you can 
help, join, and/or buy some LPO 
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GET INVOLVED
The LPO needs your help! We are a ‘herd of cats’ as State 
Chair Kevin Knedler and I often joke. It’s the beauty of 
being a Libertarian, but it can be a problem when there 
is much to be done. We have lots of easy ways to partici-
pate and to stay in-touch with all the goings-on within 
the Party:

*  Monthly web poll, event calendar and posts on LPO.org
* Facebook pages like LPO, our county groups, and many of 
our candidates and leaders
*  Youtube videos
* Join any of the 9 LPO regional Meet-up groups
*  Go to local meetings
* Sign up for the State Wide Announcements (SWA) email 
list to get regular activity updates
*  news@lpo.org; info@lpo.org; and candidates@lpo.org 
each have unique uses and are directed to specific Divi-
sions. You can email those groups for specific questions and 
opportunities.

Most importantly, VOTE. Get out there. Tell a friend. 
Remind them that the only ‘wasted’ vote is the one you 
don’t cast! We are supposedly a representative republic, 
and if we don’t stay involved and push liberty-loving 
candidtates into office, we run the risk of losing our 
liberty and way of life.
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The next issue of  the Buckeye Libertarian will be published in August of  2010 and will be focused on the upcoming 
elections in November. Content submission deadline is 7/20/2010.

Paid for by the Libertarian Party of  Ohio. Not authorized by any candidate or candidate's committee.
Kevin Knedler, Chair; Michael Johnston, Treasurer
2586 Tiller Ln; Ste 2K; Columbus, OH 43231-2265     www.LPO.org
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 Need LPO gear? It’s easier than ever to 
get merchandise! Just go to www.LPO.org and 
click on “LP Stuff  Store” from the main page as 
shown above. There you will find hats, shirts, 
jackets, mugs, and even business cards, all with 
the LPO logo! 
 Our swag makes a great Christmas gift 
for a liberal brother-in-law, your Obama Kool-
Aid drinking sister, or friend who never seems 
to understand tyranny when he sees it. Your 
fellow Liberty-loving American friends will 
enjoy a mug or hat as well.
 A portion of  the proceeds from each 
purchase goes to the LPO, so you are helping us 
fight oppression here in Ohio and looking great 
while you do it. So why not show some Party 
pride and buy something today? Act now, before 
inflation adds a zero to all the prices and we 
have to launch the new LPO emblazoned 
money-hauler wheelbarrow!

LPO STORE

http://www.lpstuff.com/shop/index.php?_a=viewCat&catId=90




