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| NTERVENTI ON - "Prot ecti on”
Uncontrol | ed Regul at ory Spraw

What i
i nvol ves

i ght we see
self-responsibility,

choice, private
of property, open
limted

it
i ndividual freedom of
ownership and control
conpetition in a free narket,
and | ocal i zed governnent. "
(Foundat i on f

How do people in a free society |ose their freedons:

of assenbly ?
How are private property rights and freedons deni ed

the press ? The right to bear arns ? To be presuned i nnocent until proven guilty ?
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All too often neighbors on opposing sides
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of speech, of worship,

to owners ? Freedom of

of common issues

are calling in intervenors to settle their differences:

broken marriages, broken friendships, enemies,
the staging for armed conflict
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"Protector™

Everybody's friend, good ole what's his name,
"war activists", marsh protectors,
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too good to be true,

anti-nukes
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Too often nowthe free are led to believe "it is easier" to turn the

settling of contentious matters over to "inpartial™ 3rd parties, big brother, big
daddy, canpus wanderers; instead of taking care of affairs wth each other.

For exanpl e:

* Bnding arbitration
* Manning Conmssions - their existence is justified by the reasoni ng that they

L R R K R

*

are needed to settle and prevent | and di sputes ahead of tinme. There are two

ki nds of planning: governnental and other. The main characteristic that

di sti ngui shes pl anni ng done by a governnent from planni ng undertaken by others
is that the forner can enpl oy coercion to hel p achieve its purposes.

V¢ believe Lhcontrol |l ed Regul atory Soraw at every turn to be far worse
for the health of the community than what our "protectors" (predatory
controllers?) still call the need to protect the free narket of housing from
"uncontroll ed urban spraw ." Wth uncontrolled urban spraw, utilities were
reasonably priced, taxes were |less and housing was affordable to the private
buyer. Now wi th uncontrolled regul atory spraw "affordable housing is only for
the I owincone person” or the affluent. About agricultural |and? The US.
Departnent of Agriculture al ready subsidizes and pays out $20 billion a year to
hol d down food producti on.

Marriage and Fam |y Qounsel i ng

Famly Pl anni ng

Gont i nui ng Educati on

Vel fare Departnents

Re-apportionnent - The California initiative issue if passed woul d al | ow
representative' s district lines to be settled by a non-representative group of
j udges pi cked by "draw ng nanes" froma barrel.

Redevel opnent

Intervening in (protecting) the freedomof speech.

— spokesnen for |arge groups of people; the right of individual citizens to
speak is perceptibly | essened by the so called inpact of the spokesnan
speaki ng.

- executive coomttees' so called endorsenents of issues or projects wthout
pol ling its nenberships (e.g. League of V@nen Voters, psychiatric societies,
nedi cal societies, taxpayers' associations, building trade unions, political
parties, advisory boards, service organizations, Chanbers of Commerce,
school districts, etc.)

Intervening in the freedon of assenbly.

— bingo, fraternal, service clubs, churches, restaurants.
— "church groups mght not be conpatible wth the nei ghborhood. "
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Intervening in the freedonm of worship.

Intervening into freedomr of press.

Intervening into the right to bear arns.

Intervening into the right to be presuned i nnocent until proven guilty.
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The "protector” - intervener is to be differentiated fromthe intervener
“consul tant” who has a "fiduciary responsibility" to his client. Many of the so-
call ed new interveners these days cannot be hel d accountabl e; they have no
fiduciary responsibilities.

For exanpl e "canpus wanderers” on hi gh school canpuses are handi ng out
famly planning data in "rap sessions" wthout the know edge or consent of the
parents of the high school students. Data includes birth control nethods, sex
education data (whatever that neans), physiol ogy descriptions, and probably
informati on on abortions and venereal di seases associated w th prom scuous
sexual habits and nultiple partners. Gficially school authorities are hardly
aware of this. But the "canpus wanderers" have the bl essing of county and state
heal t h depart nent s.

The problemis that these "canpus wanderers" have no | egal requirenent to keep
their new found informati on confidential despite expectations of the younger
peopl e (students) they are counseling.

This may be "reverse intervention". The Sate and Gounty Heal th Departnents
are not intervening where they shoul d and i nterveni ng where they should not. In
effect they are encouragi ng students to tal k about their parents and as a result
the kids probably talk less to their parents for the reason of feeling ashanmed of
what they' ve said about their parents. The parents on the other hand are tal ki ng
to their friends, colleagues and counsel ors about their kids and talking less to
their kids; ashanmed of their kids or ashaned of what they' ve said.

transactions are blocked broken bonds, weakened bonds,
/ wedges between people
PARENT S [ —— >
\\ Transactions/ // »

counselors ~ / |—campus wanderers
take sides N s 7 take sides
with Parents \\ // with the young

N

\Ag_./ people

2
COUNSELORS| - |JCAMPUS WANDERERS

Federal-State-County-School Districts
INTERVENTION

Intervention (intimdation) promses to break up famlies, friendships,
partnerships, institutions; to take away your rights to handl e you and your
famly's affairs inreturn for nore "protection". It feeds itself.
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Famly is where the bonds shoul d be the strongest.
Sex education is a matter of procreation and therefore a famly natter.

FEAR CF I NTERVENTION state licensing, accreditation, tax collectors, real estate
controllers, etc.

e elected official ably pointed out to ne that the Sate has set up
standards and |icensed ne to be an architect - not wthstanding ny own conm t nent
to abi de by ny own set of standards in being licensed. |'mexpected to abi de by
the standards set by society in order to provide society a mni numuniforml evel
of output. In other words it has nothing to do wth nme personal |y except that |'ve
taken on the role of an architect. | can abstain frombeing an architect and
naintain ny rights as an individual, but when | stand out society threatens ne, to
squash ne for being a stand out unless | adhere to not "naki ng waves", not being a
standout; Do what you are "sposed to do".

This sane promnent | eader told ne on another occasion "They' |l get you"
(the elected officials) in context of a discussion about the conflict between
i nterveni ng boards (and commssions) and el ected officials.

The fear of having soneone intervening is reflected in the type of bland
architecture and bland | and use policies nowin place in Galifornia. Policies for
intervention, therefore limting inaginative creations is all nandated into
pl anni ng and zoning regul ations; it is pre-designated.

Banki ng adheres to these bl and standards. They dictate where funding wl |
go. They interfere by being fearful of intervention. They do not |ack inagi nation,
but are fearful of standing out. Banker’s | oan noney to our forei gn nei ghbors who
bui I d and design beautiful places w thout oppressive zoning and unrealistic |ong
range nythical planning. Their plans are related to specific projects and goal s.
The bankers in our country cannot |oan to us here for |arge specific projects
because of the |oud, threatening, role played nei ghbors, the intervening
comm ssi ons, boards, state laws, local interests, the intervention of |egal
intimdation (a broad base of subtly terrorizing the creative citizenry of our
state and nation).

During the 30's, 40's, 50's, 60's, & 70's we saw a maj or shift "toward
Federal responsibility for security and wel fare and prosperity, political
determnation and dictation of human affairs, public ownership and control of
property, price and wage and interest and rent controls, and centralized
governnent grow ng out of bounds - a way of |ife we believe to be wong."
(Foundation for Economc Educati on)

V¢'re not sure this rising tide has sl owed.

There is talk now of returning control back to the local level. This is

Our Letter No. 6 “Intervention - "Protection”, Uncontrolled Regulatory Sprawl” 4 of 7



| audabl e but many locals are nowintimdated by "conmttee rule.”

[The alternative is not to return our own self-determnation back to
comttees and comm ssions; commttees and conmssions are nerely nore
intervention mnded. Legislators, council nenbers, supervisors ought to encourage
nore i ndividual speaking at the public foruns of our governnent w th guarant ees
the speakers wll not suffer reprisals, ostracizing, victimzed for their
wllingness to stand out.. It isright to not want nore intervention.]
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By the age of 3 or 4 years nost peopl e know the difference between "that's
mne" and "that's yours (not nmne)." V& are born free, becone housebroken duri ng
the first year or two of life and in a couple nore years taught to have sone
nanners. For the nost part we wll honor property rights, i.e. the distinction of
what is "mne" and "yours."

But gradual |y over the last 4 or 5 decades in Galifornia we, the grown ups,
have been legislatively losing our property rights all in the guise of "protecting
the public safety, health and welfare.” W, the peopl e, have voted into office
enough representatives to effect major changes in our rights to private property:
Sate Lands Cormssion, Goastal Commission, San Franci sco Bay Conservation
Dstrict Coonmssion, Fsh and Gane, etc. Each and all have taken very large slices
of property and/or its rights fromproperty owers. These acts have been perforned
under the rubric of "protecting the peopl €' and by our (sonetines m sinforned),
ruling "representatives."

Unhtil now though, we the peopl e have not as such voted on these matters
oursel ves. W the individual free citizens have not directly taken | and uses and
property anay fromother simlarly free individuals, the owiers of record.

Hol d everyt hi ng though! Here cone the boys fromNew York to give out their
instructions, assignnents and their directions. Nowthe boys and girls from
Ber kel ey have been busy, too. They plan to "protect” us all! From... .? QR
FREEDOVE ?7?

Their nmaster plan for "protecting the people" is the exercise of persuadi ng
us we all need to be protected frompersonally negotiating and dealing wth our
nei ghbors and instead if we woul d but give up sone of these "unnecessary freedons”
to their preferred regul ations and noratori uns we can have "greater protection”
fromour, up to now free ability to deal wth our free nei ghbors. They woul d
instead regul ate themfor us, "for our ow protection.” If only we would be so
kind as to take away the rights of a few apparently nore prosperous nei ghbors.
They don't tell us our own individual freedons are next inline in their program
"to protect” our nore i nmedi ate nei ghbor fromus, e.g. if we are the ones wth a
"noi sy" body repair shop.

khkkkhkhkhkhkhkhhkhkhhhkhkhhhhhhkhhhhhkhkhhhkhkhkkkhkkkk k,k,k*k%%

Before a people's constitutionally
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guaranteed freedons can really be taken
anay from them they have to be persuaded
sone set of at |east sem - pl ausi bl e
reasons and "overwhel mng circunstances"

(staged or otherwise) to vote thensel ves
out of their freedons.

That is, a people who are free have
to be persuaded first to turn in their
franchi ses to freedom

khkkkhkhkhkhkhkhhkhkhhhhhhhhhhkhhhhhkhkhhhkhkhkkhk kkkk,k,k,kk%%

THE R GHT G- REFERENDUV

Wiat we have nentioned above is again in part what the Reapporti onnent
Gonstitutional Arendnent is all about. Are people willing to hand in their
franchi ses to freedomin exchange for "protection” security? It is actually fear
of intervention. W' ve all seen and w tnessed the gross abuses of power and
di sregard of the expressed intention of the people of Galifornia by the
| egislature (and by the highest court of the State) regardi ng apportionnment. |f
the peopl e vote to approve this newinitiative we wll be voting oursel ves out of
voting control of those who are now drawing and re-draw ng the district |ines
every 10 years.

A new coomssion wll be forned. The Reapportionment Anendnent establishes a
comm ssion that woul d be responsive to no one except perhaps the self sane now
unresponsive Sate Suprene Gourt. If this new commssion is not responsive to any
el ection process it wll be subject even nore to Absol ute Power Absol utely
Cor r upt ed.

V¢ propose, instead, that it is better to | eave our present systemal one and
let the troubl esone | egislators continue to expose thensel ves and their power
greed to the public. Eventually, as wth any party (nachine) that becones too
gross, the voting public reacts, and takes care of the matter itself. Don't we
have enough tine to keep our present freedons until our neighbors al so becone fed
up wth the power abuses?

THE R GHT TC REPRESENTATI CN

The Solano Gounty Land Wse Initiative proposes to take away powers from our
own duly el ected Board of Supervisors, our own representatives. V&, the people are
being given that rare opportunity of "protecting” oursel ves fromour own properly
el ected representatives. "Protecting oursel ves" fron what ??? Sone peopl e and
legislators are saying the initiative process is being abused. There is even
legislation nowin the works in Sacranento that would Iimt (even abolish) the
initiative process. This remnds ne of Congress actively entertaining the thought
of restricting currency possession to val uel ess coin and paper - to ban hard
assets.

Don't forget, if you vote a nei ghbor out of sone freedom he now has, you are
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nerely setting it up that others in your nob will feel justified in their excesses
to vote you out of sone part of the freedons you presently enjoy; that you

pr esently take for granted (such as running a "Garage Sal €' business). You
declare! "That's inpossible!'"™ Véll, ask someone fromHB GCerrito, Berkel ey,

(akl and, etc. You nay be allowed to have your dreans, but the reality of "having
an acre in the country wth a few chi ckens, a cow and house to retire onto" woul d
be even | ess possi bl e.
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Wiat can be done to sl ow and reverse the | oss of freedons and counteract the
divisive forces at work on us ?

Vaxi m ze opportunities by reducing the growth of intervention "protection”
services. Allowindividuals to get-on-wth each other freely without getting a
third person to rescue and take sides. Recogni ze intervention-"protection" for
what it is.

OR LETTER No. 6
B nst & B nst
Addresso' Set Publicati ons

"A free econony is worthless w thout
noral scruples, but at least in a free society
the unscrupulous can be dealt wth. In an
unfree society the unscrupul ous control, are
protected in exchange for favors and
protection.”

(Foundati on for Econom c Educati on)
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