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CATFISH

#5

Andrew Bushard

To my readers:

Welcome to #5. Hope you liked my past issues. If you haven't read some of them, they are available. $1.50 for #2, 3, 4 and $1.00 for #1. Also definitely worth checking out are my other two zines -Green Jean Humor, a satire zine, and Anarchy, Humor, and Hate, a poetry zine. $1.50 for a copy, 4 issues of GJH, and 5 of AHH are out so far. I'm up for good trades, and letters, and submissions. If you have your own zine, send me your ad, free of charge. (Not like anyone would pay for an ad in my zine). Also ads for record labels and other cool things are welcomed. Well, best wishes, and do something creative!

Andrew Bushard 

-----------------------------------------------------------Why Punk Is Better than Metal-
1. Punks are more adapt to have a social conscience.

2. Punks are less likely to sell out.

3. Punk music is easier to write.

4. Punk music is less sexist.

5. Punk music is more political

6. Punk music is less commercial.

7. Punks are more likely to be non - conformists.

8. Punk lyrics can many times be intelligently defended to parents.

9. Punk music usually doesn't glorify violence like metal (exception Misfits).

10. Punk music stresses individuality.

11. Punk music usually receives fewer (but how ever many) attacks from anti - music groups.

          12. Punk is mostly fast, not unnecessarily loud like metal.

          13. Punks are more likely to put out vinyls, thus preserving music heritage.

          14. Punk musicians usually have cooler names. 

          15. Punks usually aren't obsessed with Satan 
16. Punk music is often times considered subversive. 

17. Punk inspires much more fashion than metal.
18. Punk gave popularity and viability to a new political movement - Anarchy, metal has done no such thing. 

19. Juvenile delinquents are often slandered as "punks", but never "metalheads".
20. MTV almost never plays punk, but sometimes plays metal. 

21. Punk hair styles are much more interesting.

22. Punk music can sometimes be very fun, but metal rarely ever is considered that.

23. Punks are bigger risk takers.

24. Punk lyrics, are many times intelligent, metal lyrics almost never.

25. Punk encourages anti - social behavior, while metal encourages violent and self destructive behavior.

26. True punks don't have a corporate mentality.

27. Punks are more likely to release records on indie labels. 

28. The good and the bad in punk music, can be separated easily, but it's a difficult chore with metal.

29. Punks are usually more concerned about making music than money, and metal groups are often vice versa.

30. Punks are more flexible in doing concerts, the don't need large halls, big stipends, or a lot of fans.

31. Punks are making our world better, not worse.

32. Punk music rarely ever becomes platinum or even gold. 

33. You don't need talent to be a punk star, just creativity. which is usually better than the other way around.

34. Punk is not ridden full of idiocy.

35. Punk lyrics are often more blunt, there are less mysteries to what they are actually singing about. 

36. Punks are more adapt to be anti - authoritarian and anti government, and do it intelligently.

37. If punks get banned, it's usually for good stuff, not trash.

38. Punks are more open minded.

39. More women are punk stars, than in metal, where there is almost none.

40. Punk rock isn't easily confused with an inferior form of music, like Metal is with Hard Rock.

41. Punk fans are cooler.

42. Very few people killed themselves because they listened to a punk record.

43. Punk posers are usually blatantly obvious, while the distinction of metal posers is much less so.

44. Punk videos, when the musicians make them, are 100 times better than metal videos.

45. It's much easier to make a list on why punk is better than metal, than the other way around.

46. Punks are more likely to have anti - England sentiments and express them in their music.

47. Punk is less popular.

48. Punk merchandise is a lot cooler. 

49. Punk is more of a lifestyle.

50. Punk music is much better for riots. 

51. Punks sneer more often.

 52. Punks are usually less sexually attractive, lest also less sexually obsessed and indecent.
53. Punks are more likely to be vegetarians.
54. Punks usually care more about their fans
55. Punk males usually have short hair, so they can easily undye it or unspike it or whatever, and then assume a more professional role, metalheads would have to cut their hair to do so. (exception mohawks)
56. Punks aren't like typical rock stars in their behavior, lifestyles, and manner, etc.
57. Punks less often compromise.

58. Punks are less afraid to express themselves.
59. Punk is close to puke in name, but metal is not. 

60. Punk cover art is much better.
Reviews
Music

Hole, Live Through This, Geffen, 1994.
This is one cool album. More women singers should be as assertive as Courtney Love is. We don't need wimpy singers like Whitney Houston and Mariah Carey, we need more like Mrs. Love. In fact, more men singers should be like Courtney Love. All these songs are highly emotionally charged. They grab you and don't let go. I like Hole a 100 times better than I liked Nirvana. The music is great, aggressive instruments. Few other albums have this much fire! Uncompromising, and full of integrity, this album is tremendous. Mrs. Love has a wonderful voice, and she stretches from one extreme to the other. One minute, she's calm and subdued, and the next minute, she's wild and frantic. This album is certainly not boring!

Guns N' Roses, The Spaghetti Incident, Geffen, 1993

This is a cover album of G'N'R's favorite punk songs. Almost all of these songs, I never heard before. The only one I ever heard was "Attitude", by The Misfits. And a lot of the band's I've never heard OF. But it does appear, they picked out a good selection of songs. I don't know what the original versions sound like, but Guns N' Roses 's covers are pretty cool. It's nice to see cross over, and it done well. Especially with someone like Axl Rose, who’s I don't give a damn attitude is perfect for a punk rocker. I like most of these songs alot, and this album has gotten me interested in hearing the original versions. Only one or two songs stink, otherwise, most of it's pretty cool. This was an interesting project, and also done really well.
D.O.A., LoggerHeads, Alternative Tentacles, 1993
This music can't really be called punk, or metal, so I call it what everyone else calls it -- Hardcore. I like the lead singers voice, and the music seems like a mix of somewhat mellow punk rock and kinda slower heavy metal. But, the guitars are great. Songs, I really really like are "The Only Thing Green", and "Cut and Dried". Also cool songs are "Knots", a heavy metal sounding song, and reminds me somewhat of Megadeth, "LogJam", and "Cocktail Time in Hell". This style is very unique, and hard to describe. I like what they're saying in the music. They care, but they don't really preach. I was disappointed that this album didn't have any communist songs, like some of their other ones. The lead singer has a kinda clear voice, despite being a little raspy, which is cool. "Cut and Dried" has a great displaying of emotion, it's sad, but fast. Something not easy to do. I guess, it's not really that Hardcore, but it defies any other categorization.
Dead Kennedys, Plastic Surgery Disasters / In God We Trust, Inc., Alternative Tentacles, 1981/1982.

I guess they put these two albums together, because "In God We Trust, Inc." is so short. It's not much longer than 15 minutes. That would suck to buy an album that short, even from a cool band. But being only one year difference between the two, these albums are a lot different. So, I can't really say which one I like better, I just like them both in different ways. IGWTI is faster, more exciting, and less clear. On IGWTI, Jello really slurs his words, which is kinda cool, but also kinda not. On PSD, the music is a little slower, but the guitars dominate more, and Jello has more of a crisp clear voice. Lyrically, both albums make great statements. "We Got a Bigger Problem Now", I expected to sound exactly like "California Uber Alles", but it was very different, and very cool; These two albums showcase two different styles of the band, demonstrating that they are very diverse. The booklet is cool, filled with great collage stuff, put together by Winston Smith and Jello Biafra. Trouser Press's Guide to New Wave Music called IGWTI, clichéd hyperactive punk stripped of it's dynamics", but that's what I like about it. It's simple, yet exciting. But maybe, that is its virtue. Yes, PSD is more musically deep. On the lyrics, the DK's tell it like it is. PSD is full of attacks on suburbia and middle class life, which is consequentially much deserved. IGWTI has two ant - religious songs, "Moral Majority", I agree 100 %, but "Religious Vomit" is too general, even if it many times true, but "Religious Vomit" is one o£ the coolest music songs, you'll ever hear. "Nazi Punks Fuck Off" is a very cool song, but I thought it was going to go in a different direction, lyric wise. The title "In God We Trust, Inc" is sadly, but often true. IGWTI more likely resembles "Bedtime For Democracy" (if any of their albums), and PSD resembles a cross between "FrankenChist" and "Fresh Fruit For Rotting Vegetables". With so many good songs here, and with a wide variety, you get a very good profile of the band. With songs like "Terminal Preppie", "Government Flu", Winnebago Warrior", "Well Bad Scientist", "Riot", and "Forest Fire", you can't really go wrong. So many different vocals styles of Jello Biafra are showcased on these two albums. Great examples of want he can do. An cd which you should definitely have.
Pink Floyd, The Wall, Columbia, 1979
This is considered one of the best albums in the history of rock and roll, and very rightly so. There are so many great songs! And with a two disc set, there is tons of music. I know where Pink Floyd is coming from, and I think this album says a lot. It's probably one of the best, if not the best, anti - authority albums ever. These songs make you sad, but they are great to listen to. What's cool about Pink Floyd and especially this album is, that they don't need a lot of lyrics, they say what they need to say in as little as required. They are straight to the point. But, the voice is often very subtle. Also, what I like about Pink Floyd is that they can include a lot of instrumental parts, with vocals, and it doesn't get boring. Roger Waters voice is comforting and sweet. It's nice to see that Pink Floyd can understand and sympathize with youth. Many of these songs are very slow, but perhaps, that's what makes them so cool. Pink Floyd can do slow songs so well. My favorite song on the album is "Goodbye Cruel World". I wish it was a little longer, but many times short is sweet, particularly with Floyd. Other cool songs which stand out are "Mother", about parental authority, "Is There Anybody Out There", a very simple lyrical song, in fact, the only lyrics is the title, "The Happiest Days of Our Lives", about school hell, "Another Brick in the Wall" (3 different songs, same title), "Comfortably Numb", and "The Trial", a cartoonish sounding song. If you haven't heard, Floyd, this is one of their monumental albums. This is a milestone, and highly appraised, but don't let that scare you, it's incredibly cool. This album is nearly impossible to imitate. They are that unique. 

Zines
[image: image1]
JackHammer, P.O. Box 782047, Wichita, KS, 67278, $2.00
A literary zine filled with lots of poetry and some stories. The mood of this zine is dark, it's sure to get you depressed, but the poetry is great. These poets can really write well, but not too well, that they seem snobbish and high brow. I like all the different fonts and typestyles which help convey the meaning of the poems, most of them a pleasure to look at. Not exactly uplifting, but it does show aspects of our world which are ugly. I like the true and honest emotion put into these poems. The stories are easy to read, they are told well. This is about the only poetry magazine I've read in the last like 5 years, or probably, my whole life for that matter, but I do like these poems and stories, but if I was depressed, they'd only worsen the problem.
The Southern National NewsLetter, P.O. Box 18214, Memphis, TN, 38181, free on request, I believe
This newsletter makes me sick. A bunch of ignorance from racist bigots. They seem to think, other races are harming the white race, with their cultures, and not enriching the white race. Also, they hold onto some false romantic image of the south. They are as stupid as to declare they want the south to secede from the union. They think the North was the evil party during the civil war. Just proves their thoughts are backwards in more ways than one. They somehow believe that their viewpoints are justified by the bible. The editorials are the biggest crock of shit, you could ever read. (i.e. blame black people for everything) and the letters are even more outrageous. Through the letters, you can see what kind of ignorant, stupid people, there are out there, and feel egoistical, that you are much smarter than so many of them. Their party has no clout, and it's no wonder why. If they ever gain popularity, be vary wary, evil will occur. Should not be taken seriously, unless you have the intelligence of an infant. But request an issue, to waste their resources!

Recycle Zine, 6516 19th Ave. NE, Seattle, WA, 98115 - 6940, free.

The envelope of this zine is nifty, cheese labels on a paper bagish envelope. Mr. Hyatt has good discussions in here, even if the pages are disorganized. Like one about zineing, what a zine is. Also in #l, the one I have, he tells interesting tidbits about recycling. He works at a recycling center, so he can provide "expert" information. I like how he tells us about the pains and pleasures of his job. Along with cool cartoons, this zine is a great read.

Books

Spectrum, Laird Wilcox, Laird Wilcox Editorial Research Service, P.O Box 2047, Olathe, KS, 66061.

This book is filled with addresses of fringe and political groups. That's why I love it so much. A great variety of views and groups are listed, along with a brief listing on each group. Also there are a couple of interesting articles about Bayless Corbitt, a great guy in favor of free expressions, the political spectrum, and extremism. Almost no radical groups are left out. However, for $20, I expected a better packaged book. The binding is cheap, and the cover is just a hard paper stock. Also which is a nice touch is that a lot of phone numbers are included, and a small handful of these are toll free. If you are interested in fringe and extreme groups on all parts of the political and social spectrum, then this book is for you. You'll be surprised at how well researched this book is, and most of the addresses are very up to date. Very exhaustive. After all, their are like 1000 addresses. A good place to gain contacts with your enemies to learn about them, or to find some similar viewpoints to your own, with the great variety in here, you'll be sure to find someone who shares your views. A great reference work for fringe and kook hunters!

The Case For Legalizing Drugs, Richard Lawrence Miller, Praegar Press, 1991.

A very well documented and heavily researched book. The case is well argued and exhaustive. All the myths about the so called dangers of drugs are defrocked. Good history about the drug war, which he uses to prove his case. Very interesting facts about drugs are provided, even many things most anti - drug war people don't know. The book discusses what drugs do to people, what it's effects on crime are, and how drugs affect the body, plus much more. Intriguing, and very readable, this book is sure to change the views of any pro drug war zealots, and help reaffirm the doubts of their opponents. Most of all, Lawrence proves that the drug war is not a war on drugs, but a war on people, instead. Any doubts you had about the evils of th drug war, will be put to rest. Full of facts from several hundred sources, you know the legitimacy of his research. The good thing about drug policy is, yes it's a moral issue for Libertarians, but we can also argue the practical side. And this book is a must have, for those who need ammo against tyrants. 

Authority

I don't like authority, particularly and mainly governmental authority. Authority is evil a majority of the time. That is because it's undesired and forced. If I choose someone or something to be an authority to me, then it's perfectly alright. Authority is unnatural. I want to do what ever I want whenever I want. I am a moral person, I don't use coercion. Authority does. Authority accomplishes things through coercion. I am morally opposed to coercion. So I am morally opposed to authority. Authority is anti - free will. It restricts and limits people. Even though Libertarianism, demands some authority to operate, being a contradictory jumbled mess that it is, I realize it's more viable to prevent force by using force, than it is to just let force happen. Even Anarchism would not be free of authority. Yes, the state authoritarianism would be gone, but there still would be authority. I define authority, the bad kind, as the use of coercion to achieve things. Under Anarchism, the state would not be there, and not be coercive, but without their restraining power, other coercive forces could be applied. In other words, Anarchy is not necessarily the end of coercion. But the terrible contradiction we must live with is this: some coercion is needed to prevent other coercion. This idea could be applied right or wrong. The initiation of coercion is never morally justified, but using coercion in self defense is. I'm not trying to sound egotistical, but if everyone behaved like I do, we would not need any laws whatsoever. That is because I'm non coercive, nonviolent and I respect the right of others. Also, I'm not perfect. I feel laws 
should not try to make people perfect, they should protect people's rights. That's all they should do. Laws which do that, I can respect the authority, since I'll never clash with it because I'm non coercive by nature. But other authority is bad, very bad. I'll clash with it, because my goals and objective are different than the law's. People don't like being told what to do, that is why they resist authority. They want to be their own authority over their own lives. Many times, authoritarians are people who can't control their own lives and they are very insecure, so they try to control other people's lives. Often times authoritarian paternalism is really just people who want to control others' lives. They don't necessarily and really don't care what your well being, they just want to control you. If they don't like what you are doing, they why can't they convince you to change, nonviolently? Well, they only know one way to get what they want, that is force. Other means of getting what they want are not force, and they can't really effectively use these means. Because other means, require thought, not brute. Government authoritarians should be viewed like playground bullies. Bullies are insecure, others have what they want, yet the only way they know how to get what they want is by force. Also, authoritarianism implies that 
someone is better than someone else because one person rules another. It is implied that one person knows what is best for someone else and that the own person is incapable of deciding that themselves, the own person appears less intelligent, because the authoritarian knows something they don't know: What's good for myself? In all actuality, what's good for one person is not good for another. We all have different goals and agendas, which as long as they are non coercive, should not be coerced on others. Sure, if they are voluntarily suggested to someone else and they follow these ideas, then good. The only goal that I hope everyone will share is the idea of non - coerciveness. If everyone does, then we can eliminate law, and government. But any authority whatsoever, I am opposed to, even Libertarian authority. The fact remains that any authority is coercion, in essence, therefore immoral. Theoretically and ethically, I can only accept Anarchism, free of authority. We wouldn't have the state's authority under that situation. But any coercion and authority during Anarchism, would be essentially taking its place and must be opposed. Anarchism is only the end of state authority. As long as there is coercion, there is authority. And if Anarchism doesn't end coercion, it will not end authority. So there the choice is: Live in an oxymoron world where coercion prevents coercion or live in a world where coercion does not prevent coercion which means coercion can take place. It sounds confusing, but think about it. It's tough to live in either world. But coercion is one of man's faults. If it is eliminated, mankind will not be perfect, but will be greatly improved. Since of a lot it's faults are due to coercion. Peace is not perfect, it just means we don't fight each other. Other problems could result. I.E. hunger, disease, homelessness, greed, illiteracy, etc. Libertarians could live in peace if they formed their own country, because Libertarians are non violent and don't use coercion. But believe me, their country would not be perfect. Eliminating coercion does not eliminate all our problems. But it is a big problem and should be eliminated. Less civilized people use force to acquire things, more advanced and intelligent people use mutual aid and voluntary methods. A gauge of advancement of a civilization should not be based on how many good deeds accomplished, but how many accomplished without coercion. There are two main ways of accomplishing things, violently and non violently, coercively, and non coercively. Those who differentiate coercion and violence, are mistaken. They are one of the same. Coercion is the threat of force, which often becomes force. Violence is force. Coercion is never good, never. So even if it accomplishes something good it is not good. Authority thrives on coercion, therefore it is never good. Antiauthoritarians don't realize, without authority preventing other authority, the other authority will take over. Anti - authoritarians don't want to serve a master, but what they don't realize is, if they give up their current master, they'll just be serving a different master. And the religion question comes into play. Is religion authority? Well, it depends. If it is forced upon people, then yes. But if it is voluntary, then no. Religion is a guide for people's lives, they can choose to follow it or not. It's their choice. But if they are forced to follow it, then it becomes authority. If you choose a leader, it is not coercion, and not authority, therefore acceptable. If religion becomes the dominant hierarchy, forcing people to obey it, then it is authority. But, if religion is not a part of the dominant hierarchy, and allows people the choice to follow it or not, then it is not authority. Yes, my definition of authority is different than the established one. But, when authority is spoken of in Anarchist, Libertarian, and anti - authoritarian circles, only the bad kind is discussed and abhorred. Many times Anarchists don't really differ from Authoritarians. Many times both have no qualms about the initiation of force. The only difference between the two is who should be allowed to initiate force (the state, or the people). That is where Libertarians distinguish themselves, from Anarchists, and Authoritarians. They do not believe in the initiation of force, period. It's never justifiable. This issue can separate the good and bad guys. But when Anarchists initiate violence, they are just the same as the Authoritarians. So, in essence, the only struggle is who is the authority, not authority in general. I may be over generalizing, granted, they are many Anarchists who don't use violence and don't believe in it. These type of people are the only real anti - authoritarians in the full definition. Violent Anarchists and all Libertarians are excluded because even if they oppose authority, some authority they do accept, even if they realize this or not. So, the only group which is truly non Authoritarian, and their thinking and goals will succumb to a society completely without Authority are Non Violent Anarchists. Only this group's anti - authoritarianism is genuine and real. Authority prevents people from advancing. They lose control over their lives. So, they can accomplish less than they would without authority. To abolish all authority is nearly impossible which has been stressed. But we can abolish the state's authority. Authority makes people unhappy, it makes them miserable. We were born free, uncivilized, but without authority. Would it not then be unreasonable to assert that since authority wasn't there when mankind was born, that it is unnatural? And also unnecessary to the human existence and well being? And even contradictory to a human's well being? It has appeared since the beginning of time, the more advanced we get, the more authority there is. Perhaps, this is because, as we get more advanced, mankind has more opportunities to do things, and consequently, there are more possibilities for Authoritarianism. Authoritarianism has become a symbol of an advanced civilization. But just because, we're advanced technologically, does not mean, that we are advanced emotionally, or mentally. If we were, we could have constructive relationships without the need of authority. But since we can't some authority has been needed. Other authority which we have been issued, is needless to say not needed. But until, we, humans, grow up, it is possible to live harmonious without authority. But it is not impossible to live harmonious with authority, since any harmony acquired is through force, which is not harmony. Peace is harmony. I am be going in circles, but authority is not harmony. Many Native Americans in the past have coexisted peacefully without any authority, but they were very uncivilized, technologically. However, they were very highly advanced, emotionally and mentally. Perhaps there is no correlation between technology and emotional maturity. In contrast, the white people who came in and invaded the Indians, who much more technologically advanced, but not very mature. One reason is because these white people, would initiate force, and usually, the only time Native Americans would initiate force was in self defense of life and / or property. That's what really separated the two groups, not technology. In my book, the Native Americans were more civilized. Brutes get what they want by using forces, Intelligent, sophisticated people use other means. Brutes don't have a brain, so all they can use is their fists. Intelligent people do have a brain, so they can use their intellect to acquire what they want. Authority in its worst state is evil, tyrannical, and oppressive, in its best state, highly contradictory. Many good things, so called, have been accomplished by using authority, but if they were that good, then how come they could not have been acquired through voluntary means and mutual aid. Forced charity is not desired charity. It is forced and therefore, not pure. Or sincere, for that matter. So, how can it be accepted? Many believe that charity in itself, isn't the great thing, but the thought and wishes behind it are. So, then if authority forces charity, all its virtues are stripped away. Authority is the easiest way to get something. It requires no intelligence, planning, intuition, or thought. All it requires is brute force. We're all human, no one deserves to control to another person, since we're all equal. To think otherwise, would imply non equality, something done in racist groups, and they are not intelligent or civilized, and ultimately, not right. I am very non Machiavellian, I do not believe the end justifies the means. Authority should not be justified to reach any end, whatsoever. Authority, is immoral, and unjustifiable. Yes, it can be justified practically, but it cannot ever be justified morally. And I do give morality precedence to practically and legality. Morals are the most important thing, nothing should be done against them. Practicality does prevent problems, but these problems are secondary to the moral aspects. The human heart does not know practicality, it only knows morality. And thus should be our guide. The practically, one loses when there is no authority is a detail which must be ironed out. But, perhaps, many times, a method of doing something with authority is only practical because no other methods have been employed, so their merits are not known. Authority should not be clung on to. If we lose it, we can see our best sides. We can do many good and right things and these things will be done for the rightful purpose. Authority gets in the way of mankind achieving great things like especially constructive relationships, which are consenting. And consequently, authority should be viewed as a stumbling block, preventing these relationships. I feel coercion is the worst trait mankind ever inherited. And that's what Authority is, the application of coercion. If coercion is eliminated, then authority is eliminated, and great possibilities abound. So, it should be obvious that I'm against all forms of authority which, in the definition, become oppressive, this distinguishes me from violent Anarchists and Libertarians, and probably places me somewhere near the Non violent Anarchists whose anti - authority views are extended beyond just state authority, in theory. Authority is an issue, which should always be considered. Other ways to get things should be used. We should try to accomplish as much as we can, by anti - authoritarian means. Non violence and Anti - authoritarianism is my idea of greatness, and of a great uprise in civilization. We have a choice of either Authoritarianism, or anti - Authoritarianism. Anti - authoritarianism resembles all the good in mankind if applied correctly to shun ALL authority, and Authoritarianism resembles all the evil. Authority is never good, no matter what it results in. A wrong to acquire a right, does not make it right. And that is what authority is. Basic, and simple, authority is a very base and evil thing, and must be stopped. 

My School Presidential Campaign
Ever since my sophomore year, I was toying with the idea of running for class president. But my junior year, was when I actually took some action. My reasons in sophomore year of wanting to run were mainly pretty superficial, like it would look good on a college application. But during my junior year, I had better reasons. I wanted to take a leadership role. I wanted to have control over the activities our class did. Most of our fundraising activities are rather boring. Also, I wanted to be in a position to influence my classmates, especially on political matters. I also wanted to be able to be a good position to fight Non - Libertarian decisions by our school board. I wanted to help change some our school's rotten policies. Like, we had weighted grades for honor classes, but our court abolished them, so our class of 1997 is the last class to have these weighted grades. As a hard working student, I view this decision as highly unfair to say the least. I wanted to change things. I wanted the power. And since I have an unorthodox personality and views, I wanted to initiate some of my ideas. As a fellow studentWell, to put it gently, I got carried away. This was the only election in our class, all the other office holders were unchallenged. My opponent, Becky, was this one girl who is kinda of a prep, but is very nice. She is the girlfriend of a 20 year older who is the brother of a cross - country teammate of mine. I did run with her boyfriend for a year, thou. She also ran cross country with me for a year. But ironically, this teammate, Ryan, wanted me to beat her. Too bad he was a senior, cause he couldn't vote for me. A lot of sophomores would have voted for me too, if they could. She did a good job, but I felt I could do a lot better. Well, my campaigning was cool. I got real wild with my posters. Political slogans were rampant. Like on one I said "The Advancement of a Civilization is Inversely Proportional to Its Number of Laws", this poster caused me and my cross - country coach to have an argument. Perhaps, I do recant this statement a little, It's unclear to what type of advancement I meant, and these variables must be isolated to be true indicators. Other slogans were "Walk away from the government when the government should be walked away from -- Blatantly ignore the orders of government officials.", "End the Two Party System", and I quoted some of Metallica's "And Justice For All" song. I printed a lot of posters in Computer Programming class, since I had a lot of time and access to a computer and printer. Some posters I printed at home. But my school made ones were a lot better, much better clip art and fonts and stuff. But where I got really carried away was with the speech. People said I was acting like I was running for President of the U.S., they were right as you'll see. This caused a big stir, especially the part about legalizing drugs, which I felt earned me a lot of votes. But the ironic thing was that some of the drug dealers who want drugs to be legalized, don't realize that it would be detrimental to them, not beneficial. My friends thought it was funny, the whole thing. I figured that she would get most of the prep votes and honor student votes, and I ' d get most of the others. Even though I was in a lot of honor classes, I don't relate that well to these kids. Well, what stunk about this year, was that we had to videotape our speeches for replay back in English classes. All the other years, the speeches were live. I like live speeches because you can't be stopped from what you are saying, and you can rile your classmates up a lot. Besides, it's so exciting, being live and all. But I probably would have gotten real nervous though, so maybe it was good. I did a great job with the orating, I could ACTUALLY watch it, usually when I'm taped, I can't stand to view it, but this time, I watched with pleasure. I was fearful of being suppressed because of my radical views, but they let me go through with my speech. That's why live speeches are better, if you say something, they can't change it. I wished her good luck before the voting. Later the next day, I found out that she won over the intercom. One kid on our cross country team said they probably fixed the voting. It did sound like I was getting a lot of votes, so I was kinda of shocked when I lost. A lot of people said most of their class voted for me. But the drug legalizing got me the most votes, probably, and like I said created a big stir. But, I don't know, if they did fix the voting. I'm sure it's a possibility, after all, anything is possible, but I didn't make an issue of it. I took my defeat fair and square. I congratulated her and shook her hand. I wanted to maintain integrity that a lot of politicians don't have. I never resulted to mudslinging, only the issues (ha). This did help my popularity, I got attention I never got before. And people came up to me, and said they supported me, and thought I was doing a good thing. Well, she barely campaigned, she didn't have to. All she did was write a short speech. She was incumbent, and also very popular, so I knew that I had to do something drastic to win. But the best thing was that I really believed in what I was saying, I didn't say it just to get votes. It would have been so cool to be president. I knew I would have had a better chance at Vice President, but, the kid who was vice president, was a cross country teammate of mine, who was also very popular, and I didn't want to run against a teammate, it would split up the team. But most of the juniors of our cross country team, one consequently a good friend with Becky, voted for me. See, the team bond is hard to break. Teammates stick to together. The disappointing thing was that I can't run again since I'll be a senior next year. On my posters and speech, I used a lot of words which people didn't understand. I would have made a longer speech, but our student advisor said people get bored after two or three minutes. They probably would have, but maybe they wouldn't. I just think of all the cool things I could have done. Wow! Well, below is my speech, what I was planning to read, I did change a few minor things were we taped it, but nothing too major. 

Here it is~: 

Let's be frank, my main concern in running for office is not about prom and homecoming. Sure, these are nice things, but I want to do more. I want to make radical reform to our school and ultimately our government, maybe even society. I will shun past conventions and false dogmas. I will set a precedence by using common sense, liberty, and freedom. I view oppressive government as my enemy. I believe government has caused much unjustified and undeserved oppression. I believe self responsibility and self government should be initiated opposed to more government. Government causes war, economic crises, racial disputes, misery, and hurt. Our government should be reduced and rearranged. I want to legalize drugs, end welfare, eliminate government intervention in business affairs, end the military draft, get the government out of radio, t.v. and the press, I want to end taxes! I do, however, believe with freedom comes responsibility. I believe the fewer laws a society has the more advanced the society's civilization is. Government schools are merely puppets for the government. Government schools are not to provide us with an education, they are there to brainwash us into blind allegiance to the state. They teach conformity, mediocrity, and false ideas. It's goal is not to produce free thinkers -- it's goal is to produce mindless dupes who are called good citizens. Don't get me wrong, there are many good people involved in public education, but they are simply misled. Teachers don't realize what they're doing, except government teachers, they know the in and out of government, yet still teach falsehoods, misrepresentations and lies. A privatization of our school system, with voluntary funding would be my ultimate goal. I want government to answer for its immoral actions. I also believe both Capitalism and Communism are terrible economic systems. Both inevitably lead to oppression. The only difference between the two is where the oppression is being exerted, and the derivation of the oppression. Government does more harm than good. You may ask what would I do towards these goals as president?  
First, I would fight poor decisions by the school board. I would stand up for liberty and morality. I would look for any ways to make a more libertarian government that I could. Because I so strongly support and cherish freedom of speech, one thing I would really like to do as president would be to establish a forum for political dissidents. In this forum, any person from any political persuasion would be given a chance to speak, including but not limited to, Communists, Nazis, Populists, Conservatives, Liberals, and even Anarchists. This open discussion would be beneficial to all parties involved. If you share my vision, please give me a vote!

The Lewis Drug Prank
This prank, I'm going to describe, wasn't much. It didn't work (well, if at all). But I still thought it was funny. Sometimes, in fact, a lot of times, pranks are more hilarious, than they are convincing, especially, and particularly pranks done on paper. Well, I hung this poster up in a store called Lewis Drug in Sioux Falls, SD. Just on plain onion skin paper, which I printed from a stand alone word processor. I put it on a bulletin board. But someone took it down in like a day or so. Hopefully, someone read it, and got a kick out of it, even if they didn't actually believe it. I should have obtained some Lewis Stationary, then it would have been a great deal more convincing. The name Donald Palm is not the real general manager, I just made it up. I wonder what the management thought when they read my poster. Well, here it is:
Attention Lewis Shoppers
Unfortunately, there has been a problem which we must call to your attention. Lewis has recently been a victim of bad taste. Some young misfits entered our shopping plaza with some pornographic magazines, then they tore out all the pages and hung them up on our walls; they disassembled all our security cameras, so we could not prove they did it. If you see this reoccurring please immediately notify management personal. Thank you very much
Sincerely,
Donald Palm General Manager Lewis Drug

What follows is a rejection letter that I received when I was in 9th grade, and was trying to get my writing published by magazines or my books published by printing houses. I rarely ever got more than a form letter rejection, but this one time, I got an interesting letter. The editor actually handwrote my response. I don't know if this is the Flipside that writes cool music reviews, 
I've never seen it. I just had some Writer's Market and saw their listing. Commercial publishing is nearly impossible to break into, you'll have a lot trouble getting people to look at your stuff, much less read it, enjoy it, and publish it. That's why zines are cool. A lot of people want to hear what I have to say, no matter who I am or what I published. And, zine people are much more personal and receptive. On the front, there was a form letter, but on the back was my personal letter. Also on the front the editor crossed out "Don't Give Up" and made it "Give Up". Also there was a list of types of poems they don't print like wandering abstractions, odes to duckies and birdies, and badly punctuated suicide notes. They do have a good sense of humor. To this list, he added "Shit". But, I thought the letter was funny. Maybe sometime, I'll order an issue, I like the slant of the letter, even if I was rejected. And actually the form letter in front was actually interesting not bland like other form letters. Stuff in parenthesis is my comments. Here's the letter:
YOUR POEMS "AIN'T OUR CUP OF MEAT" AS THE SONG GOES. (I never heard of that song) WHY? THEY'RE TOO SHORT & THEY DON'T SAY ANYTHING. AT LEAST, NOTHING ABOVE A SOPHOMORIC LEVEL. (I think I was a freshman at the time, so it was kind of a compliment)
BUT, MY NAME I S ANDREW & I JUGGLE (I never juggled, I just wrote a poem about juggling), SO I CAN IDENTIFY WITH YOU. I JUST WRITE BETTER POETRY.
I HOPE YOU KEEP READING AND ENJOYING FLIPSIDE. (I never read the magazine in my life)
P.S. -- THE NEXT TIME YOU SUBMIT POEMS (There wasn't a next time), INCLUDE A SASE, OR YOU WON'T GET THEM BACK! THIS WAS AN EXCEPTION BECAUSE I TOOK A PERSONAL INTEREST IN YOUR "POEMS" (Not funny).
P.P.S. -- YOU OWE ME $.29.
- Jello Biafra influenced some of the ideas here.
~ The Libertarian Party influenced some ideas here.
