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Minor Parties
Minor parties do not

need to win elections.  They can
have the "big boys" do their dirty
work for them.  Every successful
minor party has had its agenda
adopted by one of the major par-
ties.  This has been the unfailing
rule for every successful minor
party.  I believe that being persis-

tent, consistent, and dedicated to their principles is the
secret for their success although having a popular cause
is also a plus.

Did you know that only a handful of the people in the
British Colonies of America were interested in breaking
the ties with Great Britain? The government of the
United States of America was thrust upon the majority
without their consent.  It was not until the atrocities of
the British militia were committed upon them, their

family, or their friends that the majority finally decided
to back the new government.

Did you know that it was the Socialist Party that
originally had the platform of Social Security, welfare,
unemployment insurance, subsidized housing, and most
of the other socialist programs that were instituted by
the Democratic Party?  The Socialist Party had the ac-
tive support of less than one percent of the population,
yet most of its platform was implemented.

If you really want change, you will break out of the
mold of two party politics and support a third party.  It is
the only honorable thing to do as any compromise to your
principles is dishonorable.  Just like the man said, if you
do things the same way every time and expect a different
result, you must be insane.  To me that means voting for
either of the major parties is an act of insanity.  No won-
der things are progressively getting worse.

Remember that voting for the lesser of two evils is
still supporting evil! ∞

How Mad is MADD?  It’s Insane!
The results of a recent study by

the Centers For Disease Control were described as
“disturbing” and “shocking” in a recent NBC news re-
port1.  In this broadcast, NBC’s Robert Hager reported
that there are about 1 1/2 million alcohol-related arrests
each year in the USA, but a mere 17,000 alcohol-related
deaths per year.  The “shocking” and “disturbing” part of
the study was the supposedly horrifying revelation that
there are over 123 million undetected incidents per
year of drunk driving.  These undetected incidents do
not result in deaths, accidents, or even arrests.  Mr.
Hager conceded this by describing the number of unde-
tected incidents of drunk driving as being “a huge num-
ber compared to those arrested or causing an accident”.
Nobody seemed to notice the obvious conclusion to be
drawn from these observations, presuming of course that
the statistics are accurate2.  Notice that (using the
17,000 figure) there are fewer than .014% as many alco-
hol-related deaths as there are drunk drivers.  Fewer
than 1.2% of drunk driving incidents even come to the
notice of the cops.  Therefore, the study reveals a far dif-
ferent problem than its authors are trying to claim.
When you realize that such a tiny fraction of drunk
drivers actually cause a problem, then the conclusion is
that drunk driving isn’t really very likely to cause an
                                                                                                                                                

1 NBC Nighty News With Tom Brokaw, Tuesday, January 7,
1997

2 The very next day, NBC reported 100,000 alcohol-related
deaths per year.  (NBC Nighty News…, Wednesday, Jan-
uary 8, 1997)  Is this a credibility gap?  See Lies, Damned
Lies, and Statistics — Again, on page 2 of this issue.

accident.   For this tiny risk, we’ve given up our right to
be presumed innocent, our right to refuse to incriminate
ourselves, our right to remain silent, our right to travel,
our right to determine our own level of insurance, and
even our right to own a car.  To solve this non-problem,
we’ve allowed the creation an arrogant and repressive
police state staffed by strutting gestapo-style thugs.

I’m tired of having my liberties trampled at the behest
of reformers who want the government to control every-
body but themselves.  The members of MADD are far
more dangerous than the drunk drivers they persecute.
At least I can try to dodge the drunk drivers.  If these
self-righteous MADD reformers really want to address a
serious problem, they should go to Cambodia or
Afghanistan and walk through the mine fields.  They
would thereby save the innocent children and farmers
who would otherwise step on the mines and simultane-
ously reduce the number of arrogant reformers in the
world.  (I know the supply is endless, but every little bit
helps.)

Illiteracy By Example
I listened with amusement re-

cently as a panel of scholars discussed the “literacy prob-
lem”, by which they meant the inability of students to
properly use the English Language.3  Please note:  There
is no literacy problem.  Literacy isn’t a problem.  There’s
an illiteracy problem.  I doubt that these “scholars ” will
be able to teach the proper use of the language until they
learn to use it properly themselves.
                                                                                                                                                

3 The News Hour With Jim Lehrer, Thursday, January 9,
1997
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Lies, Damned Lies, and Statistics — Again
Sam Aurelius Milam III

While I was a student at Texas A&M University, I
worked at a variety of part-time jobs on campus.  One of
them was at the Poultry Science Center, the site of many
state-funded research programs.  My first assignment at
the Chicken Farm, as us insiders called it, provided me
with a reason to question the credibility of such pro-
grams.  This is what happened.

When I reported for work the first day, the full-time
supervisor of the Chicken Farm took me into a barn in
which they were conducting a study of the effect of dif-
ferent kinds of feed on egg production.  He carefully in-
structed me in the method of data collection for the pro-
ject.  Data for the study were collected each day by two
part-time students.  The first student walked along the
rows of numbered cages putting eggs in a basket.  At
each cage from which he took an egg, the student spoke
the cage number.  The second student, who carried a
clip-board, followed behind the first student and entered
a mark on the chart by the number of each cage from
which an egg was taken.  This provided a record of egg
production for each chicken.  Records were being kept, of
course, of which kind of feed each chicken was eating.
Thus egg production could be correlated to the kind of
feed the chicken was eating.  The results of the study
were to be disseminated throughout the industry, help-
ing egg producers decide which feed to buy.

When I reported for work the second day, the part-
time student showed me how the data were really col-
lected.  In the absence of the full-time supervisor, this
student collected the eggs as quickly as possible without
recording any data.  Then he sat at one end of the barn
and marked on the chart whichever cage numbers he felt
like marking.  His method was a lot faster.  He then
spent the time he saved sitting in the end of the barn
smoking cigarettes.  Smoking used enough time to allow
him to report back after the proper length of time had
passed, thus averting any suspicion about his method.

In my opinion, the faulty data generated by this stu-
dent caused the entire study to be worth considerably
less than the stuff that I shoveled from beneath the
chicken’s cages.  Why didn’t I report the situation to my
supervisor?  I haven’t the faintest notion.  Maybe I was
just young and stupid.  I will point out, however, that
later in my career I did try to correct such things when I
observed them in other situations.  So far as I’m aware,
no such effort ever corrected the misbehavior that I was
trying to correct.  My efforts did get me laid-off on more
than one occasion.  Why did I do it?  I haven’t the
faintest notion.  Maybe I was just older and still stupid.

Throughout my “professional” career, I noticed that
the nuts-and-bolts part of most bureaucratic projects is
usually delegated to engineering assistants, exchange
students, part-time workers, trainees, drafting person-
nel, or subcontractors.  Engineers, managers, or supervi-
sory personnel merely “approve” the results, usually
from a comfortable distance.  My experience leads me to
suspect that the situation at the Chicken Farm was far
more typical than we’d like to believe.

My experience at the Chicken Farm isn’t my only en-
counter with potentially tainted research.  I know a
woman who, while she was pregnant, got really tired of
doctors and nurses harassing her about her smoking.
This woman, who I shall call GFH1, believed that smok-
ing by pregnant women doesn’t hurt their babies.  Her
reason for her belief was based on her observations of the
behavior of other women that she knew, particularly her
sisters.  She had observed that various of her pregnant
friends (and sisters) were drug users.  However, when
questioned by medical people during pre-natal care,
these drug-using women invariable reported that they
only smoked.  They did this because drug use is illegal
and smoking isn’t.  GFH asserted that this practice is
sufficiently widespread that it corrupts medical opinion
on the subject.  That is, the problems caused by the
drugs are erroneously attributed to cigarettes.  GFH’s
observations, in my opinion, have a lot of credibility.  In-
deed, I suspect that she was entirely correct.  She
smoked like a chimney during her entire pregnancy and
the child, who is now about eleven years old, seems to be
as healthy as a horse.

My conclusion is that I don’t trust the results of any
government study or survey.  I suggest that we rely in-
stead upon our own observations and common sense.  At
the very least, we have some basis for confidence in our
own observations.  We have no basis at all for confidence
in those reported by government, and good reason to be
suspicious of them.
____________________________________

1 for Girlfriend From Hell

Ability can be judged by accomplishment, but character
must be judged by goals.

—February 3, 1995,     Milam’s Notes   

Smitten With Embarrassment Dept.
(Seldom Used)
Sam Aurelius Milam III

In   The Supreme Law    (January 1997, page 1), I
printed the following statement:  “The UN is positioning
itself to supersede all present world governments.”  That
was careless of me and I’m smitten with embarrassment.
I should have said that the UN is positioning itself to su-
persede all present national governments.

http://pharos.org.uk/Milam-s_Notes/Milam-s_Notes.html
http://frontiersman.org.uk/1997/1997-01/1997-01.html#Supreme_Law
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Letters to the Editor
Dear Sam

[The writer is commenting on    Foundations for Anar- 
chist Debate   , January 1997.]  Americans have a tendency
to have an opinion on every subject they’ve never stud-
ied.  Everything, no matter how complex, is approached
in typically naive American fashion.  Including political
philosophy.  Why is it that so few US political philoso-
phers ever bother to study the historic texts?  Rousseau’s
definition of freedom, as given in the     Social        Contract   , has
been accepted by political philosophers since his time.
The anarchists rejected Rousseau's advocacy of democ-
racy as the means to freedom, but they pretty much ac-
cepted his definition.  This goes for major anarchists of
whatever school, from Bakunin to Kropotkin.  If contem-
porary anarchists would read the classic literature of
individual freedom of Rous-
seau, Bakunin, Kropotkin, etc,
they would have the classic set
of definitions of political terms
at their fingertips.  Instead,
they continue to argue seman-
tics as they have been doing
for decades.  It’s very ineffectual, & very American.

Designing a free society does not imply a central
source of control.  Bakunin advocated the elimination of
government as leading immediately to a free society.
Kropotkin advocated the designing of a decentralized co-
operative society.  I see no
logical   flaw in Kropotkin’s
idea.  It may or may not be
practical;  but planning
does     not   imply centraliza-
tion.  Planning may imply
any structure the people
involved give it.  All people
who believe in changing
society know that people will not spontaneously change
their personalities until society is changed.  Even a revo-
lutionary makes an act of will to
change society,   in       order       that   he
may be a changed, freer person
in the freer society he struggled
to create.

[The writer is commenting on   The Supreme Law   ,
January 1997.]  Kofi Annan is the US puppet the US in-
sisted on for the job.  He has already demonstrated his
incompetence in peace keeping in Somalia & Bosnia.
The US regularly defies international law, & certainly
the UN will do nothing about it.  The UN does not im-
pose human rights in countries where the CIA death

squads operate;  they are unlikely to go after killer cops
in the US any time soon either.

[The writer is comment-
ing on    The Gov’t Wants to
raise your kids  , January
1997.]  Really deeply car-
ing parents have their in-
fants baptized, circum-
cised, etc.  But what the
hell does this sanctimo-
nious claptrap have to do
with individual freedom?
Baptism & circumcision
should be an individual
choice, not the choice of
the individual’s parents.
What kind of definition of
freedom are you striving
for? —Elliot;

N. Merrick, , NY

Here’s some assistance from the editor and the American
Heritage Dictionary of the English Language:

semantics….  The study or science of meaning in language
forms….

Bakunin, Mikhail Aleksandrovich, 1814-1876.  Russian
anarchist and political theorist who was imprisoned and
later exiled to Siberia for his revolutionary activities.  He
escaped to London (1861), where he opposed Karl Marx.

Kropotkin, Pyotr Alekseyevich.  1842-1921.  Russian an-
archist and political philosopher who maintained that coop-
eration, not competition, was the means to bettering the hu-
man condition.

Rousseau, Jean Jacques.  1712-1778.  French philosopher
and writer who held that humanity is essentially good but
corrupted by society.  His written works include The Social
Contract and the novel Émile (both 1762).

Dear Sam
Don Cormier has again hit the nail on the head.

Many anti-libertarians are so confused that they focus
debates on semantics en lieu of concepts.  The prospects
for increased Libertarian converts is enhanced by using
the foundations cited in Don’s article    Foundations for
Anarchist Debate    (Frontiersman, 1/97).

Don Cormier suggests that, by working within the
current societal structure, we are closer to achieving
your noted goal of acquiring a freedom as individuals.

First things first!  Hats off to Mr. Cormier.
—Tom;  Redwood City, California

Acknowledgments
• My thanks to Sir Donald the Elusive for paying the
production costs of this newsletter. —editor

Semantics is crucial.
Unless we first agree on
the meanings of the
words, we’ll never agree
on anything.  What is in-
effectual is to pretend
that arguing semantics is
ineffectual. —editor

Planning (generally) doesn’t
imply central control.  Plan-
ning a society does.  Society is
a spontaneous consequence
of people’s actions.  A planned
society will not be imple-
mented spontaneously.  It will
necessarily be imposed by the
will of the planners.  That re-
quires central control.

—editor

Freedom isn’t an
aspect of society.  It’s an
aspect of individuals.

Revolutionaries don’t
cause freedom.  They
cause change. —editor

Children lack the ability to
make or enforce these kinds of
choices for themselves.  The
question then becomes, “Who
will do it for them?”.  Ulti-
mately, the only candidates
for this job are either the par-
ents or guardians (the same,
in effect) or the government.
That’s what “this sanctimo-
nious claptrap” has to do with
individual freedom.  Govern-
ment telling people how to
raise their kids is the death-
knell of freedom.

In answer to this writer’s
question:  I’m striving for a
definition of freedom that is
general, non-ambiguous, and
practical.  I notice that with
all his talk about hallowed
sources of past knowledge, he
hasn’t provided us with such a
definition. —editor

http://frontiersman.org.uk/1997/1997-01/1997-01.html#Foundations_for_Anarchist_Debate
http://frontiersman.org.uk/1997/1997-01/1997-01.html#Foundations_for_Anarchist_Debate
http://frontiersman.org.uk/1997/1997-01/1997-01.html#Government
http://frontiersman.org.uk/1997/1997-01/1997-01.html#Government
http://frontiersman.org.uk/1997/1997-01/1997-01.html#Foundations_for_Anarchist_Debate
http://frontiersman.org.uk/1997/1997-01/1997-01.html#Foundations_for_Anarchist_Debate
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On the Road with Buffalo Hunter
While eating in a restaurant in Los Angeles recently,

Buff happened to overhear part of a conversation be-
tween two young women.  From their comments, Buff
surmised that they were in advertising.  They were
complaining about the company in particular and every-
thing in general.  One woman, who was wearing red,
commented that the cost of the meal she was eating was
considerably higher than it had been a year ago.  She
wondered why food had become so expensive.  The other
woman, a blonde who seemed to be the supervisor of the
one in red, had strong opinions on the subject.

“It’s those damned farmers!” she ranted, “I’m sick up
to here of hearing them complain!”

“Why?” asked the subordinate.
“Whine this!  Whine that!  All they ever do is com-

plain!”

“But,” commented the woman in red, “farming is a
risky living, and we certainly need to have farmers.”

“Whatever for?!?” demanded the blonde.
“Well,” continued Red, apparently uneasy about con-

tradicting her supervisor, “without farmers where would
you get your food?”

“Don’t be ridiculous!” exclaimed the blonde.  “I’d get
food from the same place I always do!  At Safeway!”

The lady in red seemed to get something caught in her
throat and retired to the ladies room.  Buff, knowing a
good example when he sees one, kept his mouth shut,
paid for his meal, and hit the road.
Buck Hunter Shoots Off His Mouth
Dear Buck

My hair is getting thin.  What can I do about it?
—Worried Boomer

Dear Worried Boomer
Don’t worry about it.  Who wants fat hair?

Frontiersman
Cancellations — If you don’t want to keep receiving

this newsletter, print RETURN TO SENDER above your
name and address, cross out your name and address, and
return the newsletter.  When I receive it, I’ll terminate
your subscription.  You may also cancel by phone, letter,
fax, carrier pigeon, or any other method that gets the
message to me.

Back Issues — Back issues or extra copies of this
newsletter are available upon request.

Reprint Policy — Permission is hereby granted to re-
produce this newsletter in its entirety or to reproduce
material from it, provided that the reproduction is accu-
rate and that proper credit is given.  Please note that I
do not have the authority to give permission to reprint
material that I have reprinted from other publications.
For that permission, you must go to the original source.
I would appreciate receiving a courtesy copy of any doc-

ument or publication in which you reprint my material.
Submissions — I solicit letters, articles, and cartoons

for the newsletter, but I don’t pay for them.  Short items
are more likely to be printed.  I suggest that letters and
articles be shorter than 500 words, but that’s flexible de-
pending on space available and the content of the piece.
I give credit for all items printed unless the author speci-
fies otherwise.

Payment — This newsletter isn’t for sale.  If you care
to make a voluntary contribution, you may do so.  The
continued existence of the newsletter will depend, in
part, on such contributions.  I accept cash and postage
stamps.  I don’t accept checks, money orders, anything
that will smell bad by the time it arrives, or anything
that requires me to provide ID or a signature to receive
it.  In case anybody’s curious, I also accept gold, silver,
platinum, etc.  I’m sure you get the idea.

—Sam Aurelius Milam III, editor

Frontiersman
479 E. 700 N.
Firth, Idaho  83236

The Prohibition Principle
Prohibition causes resentment.
Resentment causes resistance.
Resistance causes repression.
Repression causes revolution.

Nation in Distress
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