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The LPO – A Retrospective
by Ann Leech

 When I was asked to write a retrospective for the newsletter, 
celebrating the 40th anniversary of the founding of the Libertarian Party, 
my first thought was the ‘70s song “Those were the days, my friend.  We 
thought they’d never end. We’d sing and dance for ever and a day…” In 
many ways that’s how it seemed at the time. And I suspect that everyone 
feels the same way about their early days of anything they are passionate 
about. And I am passionate about liberty and the LP.  

The Early Days

 The Libertarian Party of Ohio was one of the earliest state 
party affiliates formed. In the Cleveland area, an Objectivist group had 
been meeting, discussing the philosophy of Ayn Rand. One of the 
members of the group, Kay Harroff, organized a Libertarian Party of 
Ohio in 1972, with a number of members of the Objectivist group 
helping her. Kay ran for U.S. Senate in 1974, getting about 3 percent of 
the vote.
 In May 1973, the national LP convention was held in Cleve-
land area, June 7-10 at the fine venue of a Holiday Inn in Strongsville, 
OH. (Note: room rates were just $16 single, $20 double!) Some of the 
speakers included Kay Harroff, Ohio LP chairman; Dave Nolan; Sue 
Nolan, national LP chairman; Roger MacBride; Tonie Nathan; Murray 
Rothbard; Don Ernsberger; Bruce Evoy; Ed Crane; Andrea Millen, New 
York LP Chairman; and Walter Block. Cleveland was a hotbed of 
Libertarian activity! In October of that same year, the LPO state conven-
tion was held in the Cleveland area. It was a this time that the DeJagers 
began to get involved in Libertarian politics.  
 Roger MacBride was the selected as the Presidential nominee 
by the national party in September 1975. In anticipation of the 1976 
election campaign, activity ramped up around the state. A strong local 
group was organized in Cleveland. In Cincinnati, a Libertarian Supper 
Club was started. Individuals in Columbus, Dayton, and Toledo began to 
organize local groups. In October, Roger MacBride addressed the LPO 
state conference in Columbus and then spent three days campaigning in 
Ohio. We had access to the most important Libertarians!
 By April 1976, the petition drive was completed with 9,341 
signatures collected by volunteers, to put Roger MacBride on the ballot 
as an independent in Ohio. In November 1976, Roger MacBride received 
9,449 votes, or 0.23 percent in Ohio, a big disappointment. Nationwide, 
MacBride received 183,187 votes; in Alaska he got almost 6 precent!  
That sure felt good.  
 In 1977, Ohioans elected their first Libertarian! Elaine Lindsey 
ran as an independent against a sole Democratic opponent for Circleville 
city council – and won. Being a member of government was an 
eye-opening experience, as Elaine reportedly related an experience from 
Circleville city council: “What is the libertarian option when voting on 
using 6” or 8” sewer pipe?” Elaine did not seek reelection due to 
personal circumstances, moving to Texas soon after.  
 By August of 1978, yours truly moved to Ohio and jumped into 
the fray, becoming newsletter editor at the first convention I attended-
-1978 in Boston. I knew few people at this point, and was very relieved 
when Carolyn and Everett DeJager pulled up at the front door of the 
hotel. They were about the only people I remember having met back in 
Ohio.  

 In 1978-79, the Cleveland area was the center of a great deal of 
activity, with local activists Chris Hrivnak and Bob Lehman running for 
office and organizing activities for the state. The national LP nominating 
convention was held in Los Angeles in 1979, and was an amazing event. 
I remember sitting on the platform committee next to Murray Rothbard!  
What an interesting experience!  
 The Clark for President Campaign kicked off in 1979 and did a 
stellar job of activating people. The campaign was very professional and 
highly organized. And well funded – through the infusion of personal 
funds by David Koch, the vice-presidential nominee.   

 Five minute TV ‘programs’ (ads) were produced and run 
around the country. High-quality literature was available for distribution, 
and we were provided with instructions on how to get people together to 
distribute it. All this planning and work did produce results. In Ohio, the 
state convention in the spring of 1980 had an attendance of 150 people! 
Ed Clark received the highest vote total for a Libertarian presidential 
candidate ever in Ohio:  he received 49,033 votes, or about 1.5 percent 
of the popular vote in Ohio.
 Based on the level of success in Ohio with the Clark campaign 
and local campaigns that had been run, it was decided that petitioning to 
put the party on the ballot was doable. From the beginning, paid petition-
ers were involved, but party members pitched in as well. In February of 
1982, sufficient signatures on ballot access petitions were filed and 
approved to put the party on the ballot for the November 1982 election. 
About 42,000 valid signatures were needed.

Charles and David Koch at the 1979 LP nominating convention in Los Angeles. 
David became the Vice-presidential nominee in large part so that he could contrib-
ute significantly from his personal wealth to the campaign.

Ann Leech as state chair facing the media in 1982 at the Secretary of State’s office. 
Petition signatures to place the party on the ballot had just been filed.
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 By June, the slate of Libertarians running in November was 
about 42. Phyllis Goetz was the Libertarian candidate for governor.  
Goetz got 39,114 votes for Governor, or 1.1 percent. To retain ballot 
status would have required 5 percent for the gubernatorial candidate, so 
ballot status was not retained. Other statewide candidates fared better.  
However, ballot status was not retained; no matter that Ann Leech or 
Tom Brown had received 5 percent; it had to be the candidate for gover-
nor. It was quite disheartening to have gone to so much effort and to lose 
ballot status so quickly. We’d been on a continuous upswing until that 
time. 
Running for Office
 It is sometimes said that the LPO is too much like a debating 
society and not political enough. However, from the very beginning 
there were Libertarians running for office on a regular basis. The first to 
run in Ohio was Kay Harroff in 1972. By 1977, we had elected our first 
Libertarian, Elaine Lindsey.  Bob Lehman, Chris Hrivnak, Randy Cesco 
and Jim Berns were habitually candidates in their local areas in the late 
‘70s and early ‘80s. In 1982, there were more than 40 candidates. 
However, the election results following the ballot drive of 1982 left 
many people questioning what to do next. More team building and work 
on issues and via legislative work was the result. Still, Libertarians 
continued to run.  

 The next Libertarian elected to office was Bob DeBrosse, first 
elected in 1993 to Piqua city council. Bob served several terms, includ-
ing becoming mayor of Piqua. Roger Krass was elected to the position of 
Washington Township Trustee in Montgomery County in the same year. 
In 1994, Jack Matheney was elected to Riverside, Ohio city charter 
commission. A suburb of Dayton, Riverside had just been incorporated 
as a city in January. The voters elected to have a city charter and chose 
Matheney as a commissioner to be one of its writers. This may be the 
first time in recent history that a Libertarian has been part of such a 
project. Also in 1994, Jim Schrader, of Marysville area, was elected to 
the zoning board of Millcreek Township, a small rural township in 
southern Union County.  
 Ohio continued to have a trickle of members in elected and or 
appointed positions. For the second time, in 2000, the party again had 
ballot status. Nearly 60 candidates filed to be in the Libertarian primary. 
John McAlister ran for US Senate, all 19 US House, 42 slots in the Ohio 
House and 8 slots in the Ohio Senate were filled. Additionally, eight 
local candidates ran.

Presidential Election Results

 Following the growth of 1980, the 1984 election results were, 
at best, mixed.  David Bergland, the LP candidate, did become the first 
Libertarian presidential nominee to finish third in popular vote nation-
wide, but the 239,000 votes were far fewer than the over 900,000 which 
Ed Clark received in 1980. In Ohio the presidential vote slipped to 5,886 
for Bergland from 1980's total of 49,033 for Clark.

 The vote for Libertarian presidential candidate Ron Paul in 
Ohio in 1988 was only 11,989, or 0.3 percent. While it was double David 
Bergland’s total in 1984, it was far less than Ed Clark's total in 1980. Ron 
Paul’s running mate from 1988, Andre Marrou, became the party’s 
nominee in 1992, polling just 7,252 votes. In 1996, Harry Browne 
became the LP presidential nominee and Jo Jorgensen got the VP nod.  
Harry Browne vote total nationwide topped 485,000 votes. He got 
12,851 in Ohio, or about 0.3 percent of the vote.  Browne ran in 2000 as 
well, improving slightly to 13,475 votes.
 Michael Badnarik was the Presidential nominee in 2004, 
running as an independent as had all Libertarian presidential candidates 
to this point. Vote totals were 14,676. In 2008, Bob Barr and Wayne 
Allen Root were nominated as the LP’s presidential ticket. Petitioning 
began under the ‘directive’ from SOS Brunner stating that a party needed 

½ of one percent signatures to 
be on the ballot. Eventually 
this directive would be 
challenged in court and result 
in the LP being on the ballot 
as a party in 2008. Barr 
received 19,917 votes. 

Employees & offices

 In 1981, the LPO 
acquired space for a headquar-
ters in a building at 250 South 
High Street. The space had 
previously been the Clark for 
President headquarters. It 
sounded like a good address 
on paper, but was not in a 
good part of town. 

(Eventually there was a soup kitchen next door.)  However, it gave the 
party its first official address and an employee, of sorts. Sandy Burns 
from Central Region was the state media coordinator, and was quite 

Sandy Burns was the media coodinator for the 
LPO in the early 1980s. She had great success 
by personally calling on the print and 
electronic media. We had an office and 
everything!

1980 LPO state convention with (l to r) Randy Cesco, Chris Hrivnak, and Ann 
Leech. Cesco and Hrivnak were repeat candidates, keeping the party’s name in 
front of the voters.

Presidential Candidate David Bergland attending the LPO convention in 1984. 
His was a much lower-profile campaign than Clark’s, and vote totals clearly 
showed the results.
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successful at getting coverage in Columbus for a while.  The office 
continued there for several years.  
 By March 2000, the LPO opened an office in on Gay Street in 
downtown Columbus.  Dena Bruedigam was the state director and 
worked out of this office. She continued in this position until 2003. In 
March 2004, Robert Butler was hired as executive director for the LPO 
and sometime in here the office was moved to 700 Morse Raod in 
Columbus. That office closed and was moved to the current location at 
Tiller Road.

Legal Issues
 
 Even as early as 1981, the Ohio legislature was trying to make 
things more difficult for third parties and independents to challenge their 
status quo. The legislature tried to triple the number of petition 
signatures required for independents wanting to run for state representa-
tive. The bill had passed in the house before the LPO noticed it and 
alerted party members. Luckily, the bill died in Senate committee. 
Although Carl Nennerfelt worked hard to get legislation introduced in 
the Ohio Assembly, somehow it never moved forward. Rumor had it that 
Speaker Vern Riffe had declared that it would never see the light of day.
 On the other hand, we did have some successes in the courts. 
The first success was with Russ Rosen in 1992 who sued to have a 
designation of “independent” beside his name (he was running as an 
independent because there was not ballot status at the time.) When in 
1998, Secretary of State Bob Taft refused to order the designation 
“Libertarian” next to Jim Schrader’s name, the US District Court ruled in 
our favor. However, Taft refused to have ballots reprinted (it was 
September). Most of you are familiar with the more recent court 
decisions, putting the LP on the ballot as a party (also put the Green and 
Constitution parties on.) Judge Sargus in the Sixth Circuit Court of 
Appeals ruled that the Secretary of State had no right to set new rules, 
and that failing changes in the law in accordance with LPO v . Blackwell, 
well-organized parties should be on the ballot.  

My Elected Life
by Todd Grayson

Perrysburg City Council
Editor, Buckeye Libertarian 
Newsletter

 “So how did I do?,” I 
asked of City Administrator 
John Alexander after a near 
2.5 hour marathon session of 
an emergency committee 
meeting. He said something to 
the effect of, “You did fine,” 
although I don't recall the 
exact words. It was a circus-

like environment on this particular night and thoughts of the proceedings 
were bouncing through my head. Most meetings have fewer than 10 
people in attendance, including two beat reporters and the secretary. 
Tonight was a little different.
 I am chairman of the Health, Sanitation, and Public Utilities 
Committee, and there is quite a bit going on under my watch right now. 
The issue before us this time was TARTA (Toledo Area Regional Transit 

Authority), and that drew a room full of people from Perrysburg, Toledo, 
and elsewhere telling us how important public transportation is to them. 
It was a very civil environment overall, but there were some tense 
moments. I'm leading the effort to take advantage of a window of time 
where we can remove ourselves from TARTA's service area. Currently, 
Perrysburg residents pay a 2.5 mil property tax to TARTA, which 
resulted in a $1.5M payment last year, while receiving just over half that 
in actual service costs—at bloated government rates to boot. My calcula-
tions, based on ODOT data, suggest that we have a $700k problem 
should the voters choose to fund their own transportation service. 
However, because Perrysburg is inside the Toledo metro area and 
TARTA already gets state and federal operational “assistance,” we are 
precluded from any such funding. On the bright side, the taxpayers of 
Perrysburg can get a better deal and avoid contributing to the state and 
federal budget issues by hiring our own transportation firm. It is a move 
toward fiscal responsibility and austerity while still providing a service 
for the community.

 Council here in Perrysburg is a part-time job that pays $6,500 
a year. We have two council meetings a month, plus three committee 
meetings and some random special meetings like the one about TARTA. 
All of those meetings do not take up too much time, but the background 
work does. I have had to become an expert on waste water treatment and 
forms of suburban transportation so that I can effectively lead on those 
issues. I need to understand the zoning code (easy) and how modifica-
tions and exceptions can impact future growth, development, crime, 
congestion, taxation, etc. (difficult). As a whole, I feel our Council gets 
along pretty well and takes the time necessary to understand the issues. 
Even so, things can still get a little heated and people sometimes do not 
know of what they speak. I try and ask a lot of questions and come to the 
table with an open mind. It has worked well for me thus far.
 A great side effect of being on council is that I get to frequently 
interact with other governing officials. Life is as much about who you 
know as what you know, and I assure you that being in the “club” makes 
political election easier. It is not so much about being part of any political 
machine as it is having contacts with people who know people. It is 
networking. It is taking a good relationship with a business leader and 

I was interviewed by 13ABC regarding TARTA after our last council meeting. Being part 
of important stories on the 11p.m. news can certainly help with re-election.
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turning that into 50 votes, or getting to know a property owner who has 
the best yard sign placements in town. It is not the kind of impact that a 
Facebook or door-to-door campaign can get you. These are also the 
people who donate money and have friends that do the same. For 
example, I am working with Representative Randy Gardner (R) and city 
leaders from Rossford and Sylvania Township on the TARTA issue. I see 
our county commissioners at events around town. I get invited to all the 
ribbon-cutting ceremonies and rubber chicken dinners. It is easier for me 
to get on the radio or interviewed in the paper or on TV, and those things 
happen frequently. These are things that matter, and even a low level 
office like mine affords me these opportunities.
 This seat can be a destination or a starting point on a long 
political journey. I have decided to leave the future up to fate at this 
point, because I have a young family to worry about first right now. 
However, I firmly believe that the connections and experience that I am 
getting here would greatly benefit anyone who wanted to seek higher 
office. We, as Libertarians, tend to scoff a the concept of growing in 
political office, but that is how the game is played. “Don't hate the player, 
hate the game,” the saying goes, and that is true here as well.
 I got involved in the local political scene as a volunteer and 
concerned citizen, parlayed that into an appointment to council last 
summer, and got myself elected without much trouble this fall. Being in 
office has given me a chance to serve the community I grew up in, enjoy 
small-time political life, teach the general public and my fellow council-
men that Libertarians can be effective leaders, and best of all, still get to 
spend plenty of time with my family. Building our reputation at the local 
level will make us more electable at higher levels. For that reason, I 
believe that having local elected officials is the foundation of a solid 
political structure, and it is something we are sorely lacking at this time. 
I would encourage everyone interested in politics, as most anyone 
reading this is, to consider running for an office you can actually win. As 
long as you plan on spending the required sum of money and keep 
yourself focused on key issues, you have a good shot of winning. I would 
be happy to share my ideas and experiences with anyone interested in 
running. 
I can be reached at 937.422.7522 or tgrayson@ci.perrysburg.oh.us

T h e  E a r l  o f  L i b e r t y
Notes from Charlie Earl
by Charlie Earl

Charlie Earl, the LPO’s candidate for 
secretary of state in 2010, blogs at littlestuff-
minoosha.blogspot.com.

Another Labor Fight for Ohio

 It appears that Ohio will be sharing the 
spotlight with Wisconsin as battleground 
states in the effort by citizens to regain 
control over their governments and their 

lives. Just two days following the 2011 elections, which featured the 
sound defeat of Issue 2—the reformation of public sector workers 
rules—and the overwhelming victory for Issue 3— the rejection of 
ObamaCare—the language for a proposed “Workplace Freedom Amend-
ment” was submitted along with a number of petitions to Attorney 

General Mike DeWine. 
 The nascent state constitutional amendment is, in essence, a 
right-to-work provision to make Ohio more competitive and attractive 
for employers. Chris Redfern, Chairman of the Ohio Democratic Party, 
immediately vowed to fight the newer initiative as vociferously as the 
party and its union allies did Issue 2. Here you go Buckeye State 
residents; the line in the sand has been drawn. Let the sides be chosen 
and the battle be joined. Get moving, get active, get jobs for Ohio. Go to 
www.ohioconstitution.org and read the clear cut language for providing 
choice for Ohio’s workers and prosperity for our citizens.
 Some political operatives and Tea Party leaders are concerned 
that an all-out effort for right-to-work could further activate unions and 
distract from the primary task of electing constitutional candidates next 
year. Others submit that forcing the unions to spend $40 million in Ohio 
to fight right-to-work could drain resources and focus from them. It’s a 
toss-up, and the “Workplace Freedom Amendment” language still has to 
be approved by the attorney general followed by the collecting of more 
than 386,000 valid signatures from Ohio voters. As we move further into 
2012, perhaps the timing issues will become clearer.

Individualism and Community

 There are two tensions that dominate our political and social 
living. They are individualism and community. Each has its necessary 
functions, but they are often at odds with one another. As individuals we 
often feel coerced into accepting community-wide decisions that we may 
believe to be unwise or too restrictive. Conversely the community may 
resent the iconoclast who harshly criticizes cooperative efforts. Even the 
most steadfast loner is aware that once in a while the group format is 
necessary for survival. Most community members, too, understand that 
there are times and circumstances that become unmanageable in the 
midst of the group. One must focus on the issue and complete the task 
alone. That is what is known as personal responsibility.
 Most effective community ventures are ad hoc affairs. The 
people come together to resolve an issue that affects the whole area. The 
most common examples of ad hoc organization can be found in commu-
nities that have experienced a natural disaster such as a tornado, 
hurricane, massive flooding or any number of potentially devastating 
events. The disaster often isolates the community from the outside 
world, and the residents must join to secure some degree of individual 
safety. The most hardened individualist will embrace the community’s 
collective program to survive and recover.
 Government represents the most forceful and permanent aspect 
of a community’s attempts to work collectively. The passage of rules, 
ordinances and laws replace the informal organization of spontaneous 
unity found in ad hoc cooperative efforts. The rule-making becomes a 

permanent element 
of the community, 
and individual laws 
may extend beyond 
their original justifi-
cation. While some 
may view the 
individualist as a 
contrarian, his 
heightened sense of 
self-purpose and 
self-interest gener-
ates a reluctance to 

accept the community restrictions. Because of the power for enforce-

Charlie Cole’s iconic photo of “Tank Man” is a clear 
demonstration of how Government equals force.
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ment, all government rule-making or 
legislation is by nature tyrannical. If 
an individual resists the rule, for 
whatever reason, the collective power 
of the governing unit can be forcefully 
used to secure his compliance.
 Not all laws, regulations, or 
rules are wise, nor are they necessarily 
fair or equitable. The community 
(government) believes that total 
compliance is necessary for order and 
cooperative living. The individualist 
chafes at what appear to be meaning-
less attempts to coerce conformity. 
The individualist swims against the 
stream while the communitarians 
choose not to make waves. The slow 
creep of tyranny moves unabated 
when people suppress their individu-
ality and fail to stir the waters of 
discontent and caution.
 People who love liberty and 
citizens who protect liberty are the 
original “surfers” or “wave riders.” We need more of them. In a guest 
editorial in The Wall Street Journal (Monday, 9/26/2011), Senator Susan 
Collins of Maine called for a moratorium on regulations. She revealed 
that there are 4,200 rules or regulations waiting to be approved that could 
negatively impact the economy. It’s about time. Now begin repealing the 
others. The community is not infallible, and the individualists must resist 
the oppressive tyranny of a community run amok. Stand tall, and don’t 
be afraid to fall.

Forgiving Student Loan Debt—
How the Federal Governmet Teaches 
Us to Forsake Personal Integrity and 
Escape Our Obligations
by R.V. Roush

R.V. Roush blogs on libertarian issues at RVRoushGetsPolitical.com

 College kids on a budget are always looking for a cheaper 
pizza. Now they can get cheaper federal 
student loans.
 President Obama on October 27, 
2011 fast-tracked a 2014 plan approved by 
Congress last year that lowers the interest 
rates on federal student loans from 15 percent 
to 10 percent, based on income. The legisla-
tion also shortened the time that debtors 
could drag their feet repaying the loan—now, 
loan payments can be forgiven after 20 years, 
instead of 25.
 Out-of-work college graduates and 
jobless dropouts could pay 10 percent of 
nothing on their student loans for 20 years, at 

which time the government will transfer responsibility for repayment to 
the taxpayers.
 Financially struggling Wall and Main Street Occupiers, 
angered by government bailouts of financial, investment, and insurance 
firms, and indignant about the government’s corruption and collusion 
with influential corporations, endorse free federal money and potentially 
free higher education for themselves and those like them. They’ve been 
complaining that student loan debt should be forgiven because, well,  the 
economy’s bad (though unemployment rates for college graduates are 
less than half the national average and the average salary offer for gradu-
ating seniors is almost $50,000), or because a few politicians take money 
from lobbyists and campaign contributors who work for super-wealthy 
corporate CEOs, or because the government’s already thrown money 
down a rathole to bail out less deserving criminal enterprises, or because 
the rich invest their money rather than pay their fair share in taxes, or 
because the top one percent of earners just plain make too much money 
compared to the other 99 percent.
 For the ignoble, any excuse not to honor a hard loan obligation 
will suffice.
 The federal government has a long history of funding higher 
education. Federal student loan forgiveness programs have been around 
since the National Defense Student Loan Program offered in 1958, 

which was intended to encourage students to 
be public school teachers.
 Most student loan forgiveness programs, 
such as those associated with the Perkins and 
Stafford loans, require borrowers to perform 
public service in order to receive relief of 
educational debt. The Higher Education Act 
(HEA) of 1965 made both teachers and 
childcare providers eligible for student loan 
forgiveness through the Department of 
Education.
 Teach in an impoverished inner-city school 
district, in any community that serves 
low-income families, or in your local federal Image: Daniel Goodman / Business Insider
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prison, and portions of your student loan debt will be erased.
 Volunteer with AmeriCorps, Peace Corps, or VISTA, join the 
Army National Guard, hand out pills at a medical free clinic in a down-
trodden Free Enterprise Zone, or take any qualifying civil service job in 
which you work with the poor, and your student debt can be forgiven; it’s 
like a federal lollipop for your virtuous sacrifice to the less fortunate.
 College students can apply for Direct Federal financial aid 
programs, which include the Pell Grant, the Perkins Loan and Stafford 
Loan (both guaranteed-repayment-forgiveness federal loans) and work-
study funding. The new legislation also lets students consolidate 
multiple federally backed/subsidized student loans that originate at a 
bank (on which the government pays interest rates while students are 
enrolled), which could also reduce interest rates by .25 percent.
 The 450,000 or so outstanding student loans nationwide, 
averaging $20,000 per borrower (but up to a maximum allowable of 
$65,500 per independent student for the federally subsidized Stafford 
Loan), including all banking fees and all accrued interest, can be 
forgiven after 20 years. This means that the Federal government is on the 
hook to the lending institution, servicer, or holder of loans to profes-
sional students who maintain a full-time status (half-time status triggers 
the loan grace repayment period after six months for the Stafford and 
nine for the Perkins), and to former students who don’t find a job, and to 
outright defaulters who haven’t made a payment in 270 days. The 
taxpayer, through federal guarantees on student loans, also pays back 
lending institutions for borrowers who die, who suffer a permanent 
disability, or whose program of study can’t be completed because their 
college closed.
 Because our society values higher education, student loan 
bailouts are seen by some as morally defensible; most taxpaying college 
graduates who struggled to honorably pay off their student loan debt 
might disagree.

So, You Think Ohio is Free?
By Robert Sherwin

 Growing up in Ohio and having spent most of my adult life 
here I have always viewed the state as being pretty free. After all, it is a 
pretty liberal state, not in a political sense, but a philosophical sense, 
right? We do have fairly decent gun laws and possession of marijuana is 
a mere fine for small amounts. Sounds pretty free, doesn’t it? 
 However, if you, like myself, think that Ohio is one of the more 
“free” states you would be mistaken. There are several areas of both 
economic and personal freedoms that Ohio lacks, freedoms that a 
libertarian approach would much improve.
 According to a June 7, 2011 study by the Mercatus Center at 
George Mason University, Ohio is ranked 42nd freest among the 50 
states. The study took into account public policies that affect individual 
freedoms in the economic, social, and personal areas.
 Ohio has very tough smoking laws, and cigarette taxes are 
above average. A libertarian approach to this would be to allow private 
business owners to set their own smoking policies. The individual who 
patronizes the bars, restaurants, and clubs would have a free choice to 
give their business to an establishment who either allows smoking or 
doesn’t. On personal liberty, the Libertarian Party Platform says, 
“Individuals should be free to make choices for themselves and to accept 
responsibility for the consequences of the choices they make. No 
individual, group, or government may initiate force against any other 
individual, group, or government. Our support of an individual’s right to 

make choices in life does not mean that we necessarily approve or 
disapprove of those choices.” 
 Ohio’s spending and taxation is also higher than the national 
average. According to the study, “administration, education, and social-
service spending are especially high as a percentage of personal 
income.” The tax rates in Ohio most likely explain why, according to the 
Bureau of Labor and Statistics, the state also ranks 33rd in its unemploy-
ment rate.  Libertarians believe that lower taxes would bring more 
economic freedom as well as more jobs to Ohio.
 Although it has improved slightly, the eminent domain history 
of Ohio has been poor. Property rights are a fundamental freedom and 
eminent domain has been abused to evict homeowners to build shopping 
centers, office buildings, and strip malls. The Libertarian Party platform 
is very specific on personal property rights: “Property rights are entitled 
to the same protection as human rights.  The owners of property have the 
full right to control, use, dispose of, or in any manner enjoy their 
property without interference, until and unless the exercise of their 
control infringes on the valid rights of others.”
 The sate that had the best overall “freedom” ranking was New 
Hampshire. Although they, similar to Ohio, enacted smoking regula-
tions, their spending and taxation are better then average, their debt has 
been on the decline, and their gun laws are among the best in the county.
 A “Libertarian Ohio” would include the lowering of taxes to 
attract businesses to the state, the abolition of eminent domain abuse, 
less stringent regulations to allow both businesses and its patrons free 
choice, fewer regulations on home and private schooling, and allowing 
free market competition among its utility companies and schools.  

Reader’s Nook:
Ted Lacksonen’s “The Eagle Has 
Crashed”
by Jennifer Smith 

 In most parts of the country, unemployment rates remain in the 
double digits. Housing values have plummeted even further than losses 
seen during the Great Depression, effectively wiping out the most 
traditionally reliable form of wealth creation. Nearly a quarter of the 
homes in the United States are sitting empty due to foreclosure. And 
while the value of the dollar drops, the cost of goods—food, gas, 
energy—continues to rise. 
 In spite of all this, Americans are optimistic, waiting patiently 
for a miracle. Perhaps one of the 
greatest things about our people is that 
we believe in finding that silver 
lining. Ever the pioneers, we are 
confident that we will emerge victori-
ous.
 In the novel The Eagle Has 
Crashed, Ted Lacksonen asks the 
questions so many of us bury away: 
What if we don’t recover? What if we 
don’t emerge victorious? What 
happens to us? 
 What happens to our 
families? To our way of life? 
 Lacksonen paints a grim 
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picture: A corrupt government coupled with out-of-control unions. 
Americans have no jobs, no food, no pride, no hope. In the story, 
President Maynard, a Clintonesque rascal, is more concerned about the 
fringe benefits of being president (benefits of the blonde haired, 
blue-eyed variety) and less concerned with the impending collapse of the 
United States economy.  
 Things take a turn for the worse when the administration 
decides to sweep the bad news under the rug, believing the economy will 
bounce back. After all, in America’s relatively short history, it has always 
bounced back. 
 Not in Lacksonen’s world. 
 Monetizing the debt combines with skyrocketing inflation to 
create the perfect recipe for disaster. Secession is commonplace, and this 
time it isn’t just Texas. New England has blocked roads, closed the 
airports and shut down federal offices. Western states follow suit, and the 
country is soon in total chaos. 
 The reader meets several personalities in the novel, all of 
whom are destined to have an enormous impact on each other’s lives. 
You’ll grow to love Grace Mercer, a kindly, African-American grand-
mother. You’ll feel the pain of farmers, factory workers and even an 
attorney. 
 The plot may be a bit too plausible for comfort, but the charac-
ters in Eagle are real, gritty and very relatable. Find out what happens to 
our families, to our way of life. And in the end, ask yourself what you 
would do. 

Jennifer Smith is a freelance writer, and the director of the political 
division for the Franklin County Libertarian Party.

Happy 20th Anniversary to 
Clarence Thomas
America’s Libertarian Justice
by Ted Lacksonen at Country Thinker

Thoughts on Law

 Recentlly, John Yoo published an editorial 
celebrating the 20th anniversary on Justice 
Clarence Thomas’s appointment to the 
Supreme Court. Since I am a strong constitu-
tionalist and libertarian it should come as no 
surprise that I consider him to be the finest 
jurist of the last century. In reflecting on his 
twenty years on the bench I want to 1) rebut his 
critics, 2) explain why I classify his jurispru-
dence as libertarian, as opposed to conserva-
tive, and 3) explain why I hold him in such 

high esteem even though he is an “outlier” with little sway on the Court.
 Liberals in legal academia are among Thomas’s harshest 
critics, in varying terms calling him “dumb” or “stupid.” In my observa-
tions, this comes primarily from three characteristics of his work.
 First, Thomas rarely asks questions during oral arguments, 
which often become question-and-answer sessions with the other eight 
Justices. Critics say Thomas simply isn’t smart enough to think of intelli-
gent questions on the fly. The insulting nature of this analysis aside, I 

accept Thomas’s response at face value: he simply wants to hear counsel 
present their full argument before drilling them with questions-
something that rarely if ever happens because most oral arguments 
center around what the Justices want to talk about, not counsel.
 Second, critics deride his clear writing style as evidence of a 
simplistic mind. Having read many of his opinions, his analyses are no 
less nuanced than other justices; he simply does a better job of making 
them comprehensible. As a writer I can attest to how difficult it can be to 
present a complex argument in understandable terms. As such, I consider 
his writing to be evidence of a 
keen intellect—after all, he’s 
writing opinions for lower 
courts to implement and for 
the citizenry to adhere to. 
There is no honor in obfusca-
tion.
 Finally, critics mock 
his straightforward interpreta-
tion of the Constitution, 
reserving their praise for jurists who go through mental gymnastics to 
arrive at interpretations that please liberal academia. I have little doubt 
that Thomas could play clever intellectual games if he so chose, so in my 
humble opinion the criticism is rooted in the liberal belief that the 
Constitution is a shackle that must be shed, and Thomas simply refuses 
to indulge their desire to rewrite the Constitution by fiat. In other words, 
critics don’t like his philosophy, and therefore he must be stupid.
 Moving on, as the title to this piece suggests, I classify Thomas 
as a libertarian as opposed to conservative as he is usually called. His 
strict adherence to federalist principles and belief in the Constitution as 
a restraint on government could land him in either the libertarian or 
conservative camps, and he is undoubtedly the most 
conservative/libertarian by those measures. For example, in Gonzales v. 
Raich, Thomas wrote a stinging dissent when the seven-justice majority 
held that Congress has authority under the Interstate Commerce Clause 
to regulate home-grown marijuana for personal use. (Interestingly, the 
majority opinion was written by Scalia.) Thomas wrote:

 If the Federal Government can regulate growing a 
half-dozen cannabis plants for personal consumption (not 
because it is interstate commerce, but because it is inextrica-
bly bound up with interstate commerce), then Congress’ 
Article I powers—as expanded by the Necessary and Proper 
Clause—have no meaningful limits.

 So to determine whether Thomas is more properly classified as 
libertarian or conservative, you have to look at his jurisprudence in other 

“I classify Thomas 
as a libertarian as 
opposed to conserva-
tive as he is usually 
called.”
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areas. In general he tends to be more libertarian. For example, Thomas 
would strike down the majority of federal drug laws, which would 
effectively end the War on Drugs—long a libertarian cause. He is a 
vigorous free speech defender, although his dissent in Virginia v. Black 
was an exception (he would have allowed the banning of cross burning 
because it is not “speech.”) He tends to vote with the liberal block in 
search-and-seizure cases, seeing more restraints on law enforcement 
than the conservative block is comfortable with. All of these positions 
are more consistent with libertarian thought than conservative.
 Whether Thomas is or classifies himself as a libertarian is a 
question I cannot answer. For example, he may oppose federal regulation 
of drugs, but might be a supporter of strong drug laws at the state 
level—which would be decidedly un-libertarian. Nonetheless, his 
Constitutional jurisprudence, as a whole, is more consistent with 
libertarian political philosophy than conservative.
 That is no small point to make, as too many people in this 
country place too much stock in the liberal/conservative left/right model 
without realizing that there are more options out there. For example, 
when I spoke with representatives of the college-based organization 
Students for Liberty, they reported that many college students don’t like 
George W. Bush, and therefore, they assume they are liberal because 
there are only two options, right? For better or worse, labels matter-
which is why it is important to get them right.
 Getting to my final point, I hold Thomas in high esteem in spite 
of the fact that he holds relatively little sway on the Court. When I say 
sway, I mean in individual cases and the short term. Thomas is very often 
the lone dissenter. In the long term, however, Thomas most definitely has 
influenced the Court, as Professor Yoo explains:

 There is a price for Clarence Thomas’s 20 years of purity 
of principle and clarity of expression. He will never be the 
builder of coalitions, the leader of majorities, or the rudder-
less vote swinging in the middle. He rejects Justice William 
Brennan’s famous description of the most important rule on 
the Supreme Court: the rule of five votes. He happily 
forswears the siren song of political popularity and judicial 
compromise necessary to sit in the majority.
 Instead, he is swinging for the fences. The true audience 
for his call for a return to Founding principles is the Ameri-
can people, not a few federal judges.
 In his first two decades, not only has the court steadily 
moved in his direction, but also an unprecedented grass-roots 
movement has taken up his call for limited government and 
individual freedom. Imagine what he will do in the next 20 
years.

 Thomas reminds me of another outlier: Ron Paul. Both have 
stood firmly by principal in an era of sellout politics and jurisprudence. 
Neither wields much short-term influence on the bodies where they 
work. Both have had significant influence on the longer-term; Thomas 
on originalism, and Paul on a variety of areas, most notably the Federal 
Reserve. Twenty years ago people labeled Paul a nut for his anti-Fed 
rants, and Thomas a square for wanting to return to strict interpretation 
of the Constitution. Both have moved their ideas from the shadows and 
brought them into everyday conversation.
 So, twenty years into Thomas’s tenure, his growing legacy is 
that of the virtue of standing by principal instead of sacrificing to 
compromise. I consider his jurisprudence to be founded on libertarian 
principals, instead of conservative principals as is commonly believed. 
Whether you agree is entirely up to you.
 Happy Anniversary, Justice Thomas, and here’s to another 
twenty years on the bench. Our country needs you, and thank you for 

your service.
This article is also published at http://aleksandreia.wordpress.com/

Confessions of a History Major
by John Fockler, Jr.

The great phenomenon of today is – no 
surprise – Occupy Wall Street. At long last, we 
have a great mass movement that truly embod-
ies that great line from the movie Network: 
“I’m as mad as hell, and I’m not going to take 
it any more!”
 I don’t see how anyone can write off the 
OWS movement categorically, as some of the 
Fox News addicts are trying to do. Since at 
least the end of World War II, major corporate 
interests in this country have hijacked the 
machinery of government—no matter which 
of the “legacy” political parties was in 

control—to ensure that their own flow of goodies continued and that 
anyone attempting to compete with them would be stymied. This is a big 
chunk of what the OWS people are protesting. Can any American—heirs 
of Jefferson, Patrick Henry and Andy Jackson—really take issue with 
this?
 That being said, though, it has become clear to me that the 
major emotion behind OWS isn’t really anger. It’s frustration. The face 
of this movement seems to be mostly young people, who apparently feel 
like they were promised a rose garden, and when they got out there, it 
was full of the kind of weeds you can’t even smoke.
 One clear indicator of this is the number of signs referring to 
the monumental amount of the bearer’s student loan debt, accompanied 
on some by the small amount of the bearer’s hourly wage. The implica-
tion is that after borrowing so much money to get a degree, the graduate 
is somehow entitled to a good-paying job. Failing that, or maybe along 
with that, the graduate really deserves to have that loan forgiven.
 Gee, I really wish life was that simple. First, let me point out an 
obvious irony. These folks are outraged that public money was spent to 
bail out major corporations and financial institutions (So am I!), but they 
believe that the government should do something about their student 
loan debt. If they’re a little older and have bought homes with mortgages 
that are now underwater, they expect the government to do something 

23 Wall Street, formerly the JP Morgan building, stands as an icon of America’s 
banking firms and Wall Street itself.
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about that, too. In other words, they are against bailouts for anyone but 
themselves!
 Buying an education is an investment. I know. In another 
generation, I spent $25,000 of my own money to pay for mine. But 
making an investment does not—cannot—guarantee a return. Just ask 
the folks at Sony who, back in the day, put their money on the Betamax 
VCR.
 So far as I’ve seen, none of these signs says anything about just 
what degree the bearer earned. I’d be very curious about this. I’d be 
willing to bet that not too many of them are doctors, nurses or pharma-
cists. Doctors, in particular, lead the league in the cost of their education, 
but there are still plenty of jobs for skilled health care professionals, and 
pay is usually at least adequate. The best indication is that there will be a 
growing shortage of these people as my generation retires.
 Few of them are lawyers, in all likelihood, more’s the pity. 
There probably aren’t many computer software engineers or chemical 
engineers with a specialty in petroleum processing. All of these areas 
still have a ready-made market for them, even in these shaky economic 
times.
 On the other hand, I’ll bet a lot of them are English lit majors, 
poli-sci majors, or music majors. Or history majors. I was a history 
major. Despite graduating from a college with a top reputation, I’ve been 
“underperforming” in the income category ever since. Today, I work for 
nine dollars an hour.
 History majors, at least in good times, get jobs in sales or 
communications. Many go on to law school or business school. Before 
journalism degrees were as common as they are today, a lot of history 
majors went into newspapers, magazines, and broadcasting. The smart 
ones (which did not include me) got teaching credentials and now teach 
high school history.
 There is a level that, in one sense, is even more frustrating than 
majoring in history or English lit. Those are the kids who decided on 
taking one of what I call “attitude majors.” Among these are African-
American Studies, GLBTQ Studies, Women’s Studies, any environmen-
tal degree that focuses on politics rather than hard science, or Peace 
Studies.  Before I changed majors my senior year, my major was Peace 
Studies. Believe it, or not. I am not for one instant saying that there is not 
legitimate subject matter to these studies, or that the areas covered are 
not areas of legitimate concern. They are. But each of these majors tends 
to require not just a given body of knowledge, but also a given mindset. 
The student tends to graduate with a chip firmly planted on his or her 
shoulder. I am sure the human resource manager at XYZ Corporation has 
picked upon that.
 I’m still a great believer in a liberal arts education. Teaching 
aside, it doesn’t prepare you for a career, but it does teach you how to 
learn. This is true even of the “attitude majors,” and is useful no matter 
what you do with your life.
 But today, jobs are scarce. Employers can choose among a 
wide variety of candidates, including experienced people whose 
previous jobs have just disappeared. You have to show them something 
beyond attitude.
 There’s another factor I see here, as well. Many of these 
protesters will tell you that other countries in the “developed” world 
provide a college education, cost-free. True enough. But be careful what 
you wish for. Those countries generally split students as early as fourth 
or fifth grade into either “academic track” or “vocational track.” Unless 
a student is selected for the academic track, he or she is not going to 
college. Those countries’ governments also slot students into the fields 
they believe are needed  They aren’t paying for many (or any) GLBTQ 
Majors. 

 So the freedom to choose to go to college, which is open to 
pretty much any American with a high school diploma and a pulse, and 
the freedom to choose his or her major regardless of whether there is a 
demand for it in the real world, is tied inseparably to the expectation that, 
sooner or later, the student will pay for it. Take that away, grant blanket 
loan forgiveness, and it won’t be long before the taxpayers demand a 
system more like the ones overseas. And they’ll be right to do so.
 On second thought, maybe that twenty-five grand I spent 
wasn’t such a bad decision, after all.
John Fockler, Jr., currently serves as Secretary of the Libertarian Party of 
Ohio Central Committee, and as the party's Mahoning County Develop-
ment Coordinator.  He ran for the state legislature on the Libertarian 
ticket in 2000 and 2010. 

John Fockler, Jr., currently serves as Secretary of the Libertarian Party 
of Ohio Central Committee, and as the party's Mahoning County Devel-
opment Coordinator.  He ran for the state legislature on the Libertarian 
ticket in 2000 and 2010. 

Hanging by a Thread
Big Payouts and Promises Leave Ohio 
Pension Plans on the Brink of 
Collapse—or a Massive Bailout
by ADAM SCHWIEBERT

THE BUCKEYE 
INSTITUTE for 
PUBLIC POLICY 
SOLUTIONS

Executive Summary
 Ohio’s public pension 
funds are failing in a big way. 
Unfunded liabilities are piling up 
at an alarming rate. Investment 
returns over the past decade have 

fallen short. Public employees are nervous that they will be unable to 
enjoy the level of retirement that they have been promised and taxpayers 
are anxious about the prospects of pension bailouts. The only certainty 
remaining is the necessity of reform.
 Combined unfunded liabilities from Ohio’s five pension 
systems have reached over $66 billion in 2010. That is $5,725.82 owed 
by every Ohioan. It is 118 percent of Ohio’s biennial budget. Whatever 
way one looks at it, $66 billion is a massive liability hanging over the 
heads of Ohio taxpayers.
 Combined, Ohio’s pension funds are only 67 percent funded, 
leaving only 67 cents of assets to pay for every one dollar of liabilities. 
The prospect of shrinking these liabilities is bleak. Left unchanged, three 
out of the five pension plans will never be able to pay off their accrued 
liabilities—they will only continue to sink deeper into debt.
 A host of factors have brought Ohio’s pension plans to the 
brink of fiscal collapse: the growing numbers of retirees, increased 
retiree life expectancy, runaway increases in benefit levels, and weak 
investment returns.
 Several funds have seen double digit increases in the size of 
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their retiree pension pools over the past decade. 
Larger retirement rolls mean greater total 
pension payouts for each of the funds, exacerbat-
ing the existing funding challenges. Compound-
ing this problem is increased retiree longevity. 
Today’s retirees are living longer than ever 
before, drawing guaranteed pensions for decades 
after they end their service.
 Monthly pension benefits for career 
employees have also increased over the past 
decade  anywhere from 12 percent to over 40 
percent. These increases have contributed to lifetime public-employee 
retirement packages in excess of $1 million.
 Weak investment returns over the past decade have done 
substantial damage to the overall health of each pension system. For each 
of the pensions, the rolling five-year and ten-year return rates fail to meet 
their investment return objectives. As inOhio’s pension funds are at the 
brink of collapse. 
 A discussion on investment returns also begs the question of 
setting realistic assumptions on the rate of return on assets. Like many 
state pension funds, Ohio’s pension systems assume a return rate of 8 
percent or greater. But pension experts are now questioning the attain-
ability and the inherent risk involved with such a high target rate. Such 
an investment strategy mandates that state  pension funds invest more 
heavily in higher-risk equities at the expense of fixed-income assets. 
 Using information pulled directly from each of Ohio’s public-
pension systems’ most recent Comprehensive Annual Financial Report 
(CAFR), we make the case that Ohio’s public-pension funds are failing 
both their retirees and the taxpayers who fund them. While kick-the-
can-down-theroad reforms will serve as a stopgap measure, temporarily 
strengthening the pension funds for the short term, a lack of true compre-
hensive reform, namely, the introduction of a mandatory definedcontri-
bution system, will nearly guarantee a future taxpayer bailout.

This is an excerpt from a full report that can be found on The Buckeye 
Institute website: www.buckeyeinstitute.org

Ohio Libertarians Win 
Three Local Races, More 
than 50k Votes in Columbus
by Aaron Keith Harris

Aaron is communications director for the 
LPO. He teaches social studies and English at 
a charter high school in Dayton.

COLUMBUS—Thousands of Ohioans 
exercised their opportunity to vote for 
Libertarian Party candidates on Election Day 
2011 as three LPO candidates—including one 
incumbent—were elected.
 Also, two highly effective LPO candidates 
made an impact on the city council race in 
Columbus, garnering more than 57,000 votes 
combined.

 Incumbent J. Todd Grayson was reelected to the Perrysburg 
City Council (Wood County) with 18 percent of the vote in a five-person 
race.
 Jerald Robertson placed second with 34 percent of the vote in 
a three-person race for two council seats in the Village of Elmwood Place 
(Hamilton County).
 In Lorain County, P. Joseph Calfo was the top vote-getter, with 
36 percent, in a three-person race for a seat on the Wellington Exempted 
Village School District Board of Education.
 In Columbus, city council candidates Mark Noble (6.75 
percent, more than 33 thousand votes) and Robert F. Bridges Jr. (4.83 
percent, more than 24 thousand votes) received significant media cover-
age and community response in their effort to shake up a one-party 
system.
 “I am proud of the LPO candidates’ efforts,” said LPO Execu-
tive Committee Chair Kevin Knedler. “The United States and Ohio need 
another voice at the ballot box that’s not beholden to special interests."
 Calfo credited networking and being heavily involved with 
school district meetings and activities prior to his run as keys to his 
success. “These opportunities allowed me to meet parents, local business 
owners, school staff and citizens,” Calfo said.
 “My campaign message revolved around encouraging more 
community involvement in the schools, increasing communication about 
school district priorities, and having a more businesslike approach to 
making decisions,” Calfo said.
 As for campaign tactics, Calfo cautioned other Libertarians 
against talking too much about issues not pertinent to the campaign at 
hand. “I noticed that the more I talked, the higher the chance that I was 
going to eventually say something that people disagreed with,” said 
Calfo. “When asked a question, I tried to focus on policies that I would 
actually be able to affect as a school board member, and not on issues 
over which I would have no decision-making authority.”
 “We’re working on our plan for the 2012 election cycle, the 
success of which will depend on our local and county affiliates stepping 
up to the plate,” Knedler said.
 In the few weeks after Election 2011, Ohio Libertarians were 
busy getting signatures to run for 2012 offices including U.S. Senator, 
U.S. Congress, state senators and representatives and county commis-
sioners. The next issue of the Buckeye Libertarian will have a complete 
list of all LPO candidates who qualified for next year’s ballot.

Other LPO candidates standing for election 
in November were:
Don Kissick - Elida School District Board of Education - Allen County
John Stewart - Gahanna City Council - Franklin County
Mike Burkholder - Troy City Auditor - Miami County 
Kurtis Liston - Akron City Council - Summit County
Nathan Eberly - Bowling Green City Council - Wood County

There is one more, very 
important page left...
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Yes! I would like to support the Libertarian Party of Ohio! 
My donation will help continue to build the Libertarian Party and spread the message of free-

dom to all Ohioans. 
Contribute online at www.LPO.org 

OR 
Please circle a contribution level (one-time or monthly) and complete and mail this form with 

credit card info, or a check/money order payable to “Libertarian Party of Ohio” to: 
Libertarian Party of Ohio, 560 Cody Pass, Cincinnati, OH, 45215 

Contribution 
Level 

One-
Time 

Monthly Benefits 

Chairman’s 
Circle 

$5,000.00 $500.00 

Access to major press releases simultaneously with the 
media  

Advance notice of major party events 
LPO Lapel Pin 
Special recognition at annual LPO State Conference / 

Convention 
LPO Magnetic Name Badge for display at LPO events 
20% rebate on up to two weekend packages for the 

annual State Conference / Convention during 
the calendar year 

Periodic personal contact with LPO leadership 
Periodic printed LPO newsletter 
Invitation to Chairman’s Circle Dinner 
VIP seating for LPO State Conference / Convention 

Pioneers of 
Freedom 

$2,500.00 $250.00 

Access to major press releases simultaneously with the 
media  

Advance notice of major party events 
LPO Lapel Pin 
Special recognition at annual LPO State Conference / 

Convention 
LPO Magnetic Name Badge for display at LPO events 
20% rebate on up to two weekend packages for the 

annual State Conference / Convention during 
the calendar year 

Periodic personal contact with LPO leadership 
Periodic printed LPO newsletter 

Beacons of 
Liberty 

$1,000.00 $100.00 

Access to major press releases simultaneously with the 
media  

Advance notice of major party events 
LPO Lapel Pin 
Special recognition at annual LPO State Conference / 

Convention 
LPO Magnetic Name Badge for display at LPO events 
20% rebate on one weekend package for the annual 

State Conference / Convention during the 
calendar year 

Founders & 
Framers 

$500.00 $50.00 

Access to major press releases simultaneously with the 
media  

Advance notice of major party events 
LPO Lapel Pin 
Special recognition at annual LPO State Conference / 

Convention 

1776 Patriots $176.00 $17.76 

Access to major press releases simultaneously with the 
media  

Advance notice of major party events 
LPO Lapel Pin 

Minutemen $100.00 $10.00 Access to major press releases simultaneously with the 
media  

Other ($10 
minimum) 

  
Please enter a one-time or monthly recurring amount. 
Your amount will determine your Benefits based on 
this chart. 

 

*Name: 

 

*Address: 

 

*City:                                                           *State: 
 
 

*Zip:                                Phone: (      )       - 

 

Email: 

 

*Employer: 

 

*Occupation: 

 

*Payment Type (please circle one): 

 

 Check   MasterCard   Visa   Discover   American Express 

 

Card Number: 

 

Exp Date:           /          Today’s Date:           /          /      
                (mon)   (year)                        (mon) (date) (year) 

 

Signature: 

 
Contribution Card Code: 20111130BLNPRT 

Legal Disclaimer: 

Paid for by the Libertarian Party of Ohio, 2586 Tiller Lane, Suite 
2K, Columbus, OH 43231-2265, Bryant Callaghan, Treasurer 

Contributions are subject to the limits and prohibitions of the 
Federal Campaign Election Act.  Contributions or gifts to the 
LPO are not tax deductible.  There are state and federal laws 
requiring political committees to report the name, mailing ad-

dress, occupation, and employer of the contributor. 
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