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Andrew Bushard

A Note to you readers:

I ain't going to say much. Hope you liked the last one and I hope you like this one too. Hopefully, my writing will do the talking!

A Bunch of Reasons Why the Dead Kennedys Rule

1. Jello Biafra is the lead singer.

2. Almost all their songs have political content.

3. They are a punk band with a black amongst their ranks. (D.H. Peligro)

4. They question everything.

5. They can communicate that they really care without sounding wimpy or wussy.

6. They have strong distaste for MTV.

7. They are on an Independent label. (Alternative Tentacles)

8. When they cuss, they do so in style.

9. Jello speaks with strong opinions. 
10. There is much versatility between records.

11. They print their lyrics.

12. They are full of angst, but still have hope.

13. Their album covers always have cool pictures on them. 

14. They refuse to mimic or copy anyone's style.

15. They have very few songs about sex and love. 

16. Their lyrics are actually intelligent.

17. They are fast, not unnecessarily loud. 

18. They distort eloquently.

19. I agree with most of Jello's lyrics. 

20. Tipper Gore really doesn't like them. 

21. They have a Nothing is Sacred attitude. 

22. They aren't afraid to speak their minds. 

23. They are willing to try new things.

24. They Create Clever Names For their album titles.

Reviews

Why are my reviews at the beginning? Because most other magazines and zines have them at the end. I want to be different. I can review anything I want. It doesn't have to be new or popular!

MUSIC

Dead Kennedys "Bedtime for Democracy" 1986 Alternative Tentacles 

This is probably one of the best albums ever! This is should be a standard for all punk music. Loud, fast, and straight to the point. Jeilo's excellent song writing blends well with his cool voice and the band's speedy music. Best songs of the bunch include 

"Chickenshit Conformist", a slower song than most of the others, about punk's superficiality, "Anarchy For Sale" about the commercialization of Anarchism, "Where Do Ya Draw The Line", a musical question asking how one could possibly find the "right" government - social structure, "Take the Job and Shove It", a remake of David Allan Coe's version, I like this one better, and, "Cesspools in Eden" about toxic waste. This album shows great diversity in style, just one year before, "FrankenChrist" was released, being less punkish in sound, but not flavor. If you heard both albums, you would know what I mean. However, the recording seems a little raw, or is it my old tape? Nice cover art!

Metallica "Metallica" 1991 Elecktra

This is a great album by any other bands standards, but for Metallica it's just good. Like others have noted the problem is Metallica is trying to maintain their artistic integrity while at the same time being

commercially viable, something almost impossible to do and the songs are shortened to fit a more convenient MTV radio format. The longest song is some six minutes. Where are the ten minute songs? The subject matter explored is less taboo and more commercially acceptable. Here we have less songs about suicide, death, and insanity, instead songs about love, phobias, and rock. Examples are "Enter Sandman", "Nothing Else Matters", and "Sad But True". This songs seem written and contrived for MTV. My favorite songs on the album are "Don't Tread on Me" and "The God That Failed". Two songs which were not released as singles, and remain unpopular and obscure. Note: The best songs on a given album aren't always the hit ones.' "Holier Than Thou" is a good song also. The Culpepper snake on the album cover was a nice touch. Hetfield's lyrical style reads like beautiful poetry. Honest, true, and efficient. Metallica, forget about MTV and commercial radio, and even Elecktra, and produce your own music!

Tom Petty, "Wildflowers" 1994 Warner Brothers
This tape is probably the album of all mine that I listen to the most. This music is perfect to play anytime. It rocks enough to rock, yet it's calm and gentle enough to put you to sleep.

Granted, Mr. Petty is no songwriter; It's obvious that most of his lyrics are contrived to fit a rhyme pattern. We must remember that often times the best poetry is that which does NOT rhyme. But his great singing ability and cool music more than make up for it. The only song I don't like that much is "Don't Fade on Me", but it's 

still kinda cool. The production job was first rate. This tape sounds better than most of my cd's. The instruments are played so well, and Tom's vocals are clear and excellent. This album is less heavy than most of Tom's stuff, but maybe that's why it's so great. Tom isn't really that heavy after all. I'm just speaking relative wise. This is a must have album.

Zines

Rioter's World PO Box 13272 Torrance, CA 90503 $1.00

This is one of my favorite tines. It is extremely political in bent with very pessimistic, dogmatic overtones. It is filled with rants of saddened anger. Ron is not naive like most people, he realizes what is happening to mankind and is willing to expose it and express his views. This zine is truly Anarchy-Communism, the tine embraces both theories together, but neither completely by itself. The writings are very personal, and informal with slight hints of theory mixed in, which provides for much interesting reading. This is a tine full of new ideas, creative, interesting, and different. After reading this, you'll never see society in the same light. This zine is very stimulating and provocative. IF you're looking for academic theory, you're looking in the wrong place, read Anarchy, instead you'll find personal testimonials and practical theory and unfettered free expression.

Four Days in the life of Applebees: Seth Bogard 2007 E 3rd St Tucson, AZ 85719 stamps

A funny weird little zine about the restaurant chain Applebees and mostly about Applebees Chicken Fingers basket. In fact about 90% of the thing is about the Applebees Chicken Fingers basket. You'd think he's crazy the way he rants and raves about the darned basket. However the zine is funny in that dumb kind of way. You may want to tell Mr. Bogard to get a life, but his passion about the chicken fingers is humorous. He says he sent me his last copy, so you may not be able to get, but he does have another organization called Heros for Today which sells neat stuff.

Echolia Publications 2300 - B Central Avenue SE Suite 119, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87106-3506 $.35 for one, $15 for subscription

a series of different one sheet issues of political satire. This is not the type of political satire which has political commentary. It's just to be silly; its targets are political. It's funny nonetheless. These publications do have a great sense of humor without resulting to extreme vulgarities or juvenile name calling. These publications are creative, and very cheap! Definitely worth your while.

QRST Monkeys, 1025 ThornRun Road, Moon Township, PA 15108 – 2817, $1.00 or 3 stamps

This is probably my favorite personal zine! Well written, in a perky, upbeat, informal style. This zine will certainly brightened up your day. Jessica has a normal life like most of us, but she makes it sound so interesting. She writes great music reviews of obscure bands. Jessica has some interesting views. She doesn't stuff her zine with boring political commentary, which is nice to see once in a while. She writes extremely well, clear and humorous. She has a cool knack for making up words, which don't sound dumb, they sound cool. Also her alternative spellings of words is pretty cool. I really like the raw look of the zine. But don't get me wrong, it's very nice in appearance! Keep up the good work, Jessica! Read this when you're down!
Books
Raising PG Kids in an X Rated Society, Tipper Gore, 1987 Abingdon Press-
Ms. Gore is very deluded to realities of popular culture. She's a democrat, makes sense doesn't it? Well anyways, this book is full of crap. Ms. Gore conveniently scapegoats musicians and filmmakers as the source of society's problems. For her it is too difficult to go after the real problems. It's so much easier to deal with a musician than a mass murderer, isn't it? She doesn't realize that much of the problems in society are reflected in music and films and other art. She thinks artists are responsible for people committing violent and or self destructive acts because of the art. It's simply people with no responsibility, blaming someone else. These people would rather not have to answer for their actions and make some else answer instead. Also, often times Ms. Gore is unaware of the real intentions of the artists and especially musicians. She doesn't want them to deal with dark taboo subjects. It appears her belief is that the best way to deal with a problem is to pretend it doesn't exist. Pretty scary! Also she will praise some people highly in one section then knock them down in the other. Of course, she got very few opinions from the artists themselves. One thing she has going for her is that she does not favor government censorship, she wants to make reforms de facto. She does deserve some credit for that. But is corporate censorship any better than government censorship? She did find some cool pictures of performers though! Some things she puts down, you may be extremely interested in obtaining a copy of it. Where did she come up with the title. Very little if any at all information in this book is about "Raising kids", most of the information is about condemning and critizing rock music and some other medias. Not bad for a few laughs or some anger! A question she ought to think about -- If music and art had no sex or violence in it would society have sex and violence in it, or if society had no sex and violence would there be sex and violence in music and art?

None of the Above by Sy Leon 1976 Fabian Publishing

A highly readable, provocative book about our democratic voting system and government at large. Mr. Leon has many unconventional and highly unorthodox views but his logic and reasoning make them appear greatly justified. He is masterful with language which conveys his ideas so well. His wit and wisdom is so vast. He approaches subjects never before discussed and probes into things in completely new ways. The underlying, foremost issue of this book is the presentation of a radical new idea in elections. Adding the initiative of "None of the Above is Acceptable" to the ballots and when this gets more votes than any other candidate the position goes unfilled. This is practical anarchy at its best. Libertarians and Anarchists alike should embrace this book. Any rumors you have are strongly refuted. Mr. Leon really gets to the bottom. No stones are left unturned. This book is sure to change your views about voting, government, and society. Mr. Leon is that influential. A great masterpiece of political rhetoric!
Kooks By Donna Kossy, 1994, Feral House
This book didn't quite live up to my expectations. The first four chapters, "Religion", "Science", "Metaphysics", and "Politics" were for the most part extremely interesting. But "Enigmas" and "Conspiracies" got really boring. Kossy explored conspiracies and enigmas which really aren't that interesting, instead of exploring kooks and deviants, most of the topics are on paranoids and uninteresting people. She does treat these people with respect, attempting to gain a better understanding. She does realize many people who were branded kooks in the past are now today admired and praised, and even accepted by the mainstream. Kossy did an excellent job finding literature and kook propaganda, many of these I wish I had in my collection. It would have been nice if she included some addresses. She should have explored some mainstream people with eccentric views, not eccentric people with mainstream views. However, it is a nice introduction of sociological extremes and how different we all can and do think. Good coverage of many different areas.
Where's the Real Anarchists?
Most of the people who claim to be Anarchists really aren't Anarchists. They will not shun society completely, isolate themselves, and work to bring change to the system. The most militant activities of today's Anarchists are merely criticizing the government, capitalism, work etc. 100 years ago, Anarchists would have strong convictions and guide their life on these convictions. Today Anarchists only have strong convictions. In fact, it's tough to pick out and isolate an Anarchist from the crowd. You don't really know who's an Anarchist. It could be your boss, a middle class man down the street, or a stranger. Anarchists do not really make themselves visible anymore. Who are the leaders in today's Anarchist movement. Name some. Not Situtationsim or renegade socialists, die hard straight Anarchist leaders. In the past we had Goldman and Bakunin amongst others. Most of today's Anarchists are law abiding citizens! They are members of the society in which they detest so much and want to 
radically change. They will not give up the evils of our society, they just know these evils exist. Their abstract idealist thought is never followed through with actions, they are very realist in essence. They clamor and rant about the evils of capitalism, but won't give up their material goods. They rave passionately about the Authoritarian state, but don't ever expect them to give up their U.S. mailing privileges or resign from their State University professorship. Anarchists try to pass off labor rebellions and revolts as Anarchist. Do not be fooled. Almost all of these rebellions are economically influenced, not philosophically influenced. You may say many Anarchists are in jail, well most of these "Anarchists" aren't Anarchists, because they do not want to be held accountable for their immoral deeds. I'm not talking about drug users. Most Anarchists do dream of a different society, but will not take steps, save writing to obtain it. Perhaps, their bark is worse than their bite. They have no great military power, their numbers are limited, and they are mainly physically weak. A threat of Anarchy is very minuscule. Don't be afraid. You can rant and rave on paper all you want, but a revolution will not occur without action. I believe most of these theorists would be killed under real Anarchism, when Might is Right and Survival of the Fittest Rule. Don't worry, Anarchists will justify their actions of lack their of. Words to the affect of "The oppressive entity of the state's power is so enormous, my actions would remain suppressed." What does that mean, just big words they use, so you think they know what they are talking about, but are just used to deceive you. Even worse are the Circle A Anarchists, mainly youths who destructively rebel against authority, and have no respect for themselves. They don't want freedom, they just don't want responsibility. They don't really know what Anarchy is or Anarchism for that matter. Besides their are so many brands and sects of Anarchism, that Baskin Robbins could starting selling Anarchist flavors. That isn't really that bad, but these Anarchists will cause petty differences, not to unite together and fight for common goals. Most any other people would unite for common goals. Perhaps, there is too much Egoism! Others look at this division as absurd, but Anarchist stubbornness prevails. Perhaps, the best way of getting your point across is to do as you say. More people will become attracted to an ideal if, the proponents are participating. Anarchists must become involved, they cannot be coaches. If they are, they are viewed as hypocrites, losing many potential followers. Anarchists, you must vote, even if for none of the above, you must not pay your taxes, you must quit your job. Sure, I do understand the commitment involved in being this way, but if you are sincere about your movement, you will do so. It is perfectly fine to be assimilated in our society while having passive Anarchist views, but don't pass yourself off as a real Anarchist. A pen may be mightier than a sword, but a sword kills much better. Take this analogy to heart. Idealism in itself does not get things done! Action, by example! Anarchists should be moral, decent, intelligent people representing the best of mankind, not the worst. Many active Anarchists have 
spoofed because they were mean, violent, greed, stupid, and uncivilized. If you are an Anarchist, take a look at yourself, and be true. Don't play games, and take your self like you are. Then if every Anarchist did this, progress could be made.

The Shocking Truth About All Sport
I am an athlete, (cross country and track runner) so I try to eat moderately well. There are some things in which I intake in very small quantities such as high fat foods and sugar. And there are certain things I avoid altogether such as chocolate, alcohol, and carbon dioxide. A few months ago after imbibing a large 32 oz container of All Sport beverage, I made a disappointing discovery. As I was casually glancing the label, curiously looking at the ingredients, I saw the NUMBER ONE ingredient was CARBON DIOXIDE. This made me very mad. I thought all along All Sport was good for me. I was duped. Now, my oxygen processing ability will be decreased. My dad said carbon dioxide doesn't matter in small 
doses such as mine, but still, though! What I wanted was a refreshing, nutritious beverage but instead I got some unhealthy drink. What nerve All Sport has marketing their drink as a sports beverage. How can they dare compare it to Gatorade and Poweraide, real sport beverage, when it is, in essence, a soda pop? They are comparing apples to oranges, misleading the public. All Sport is for no sports, that is if you care what goes in your body and what affects your performances. A DJ on a local radio station loves All Sport much better than Gatorade. Is there any wonder why? No secret ingredients, just Carbon Dioxide. That's why it tastes better. Carbon Dioxide has been the key to soda pop's great taste, so All Sport decided who cares if it's good for you, it tastes great, and our ingredients are too cheap to call it a soda pop, so let's call it a sports drink. Actually, it doesn't taste THAT much better than Gatoraide or Poweraide, I probably wouldn't be able to taste the difference in a taste test, but believe me my body notice the difference. I have now learned I must read the labels better, be more discerning. I guess juices are probably better than sports drinks anyways. They have natural sugar, but then if the juice is other than orange or apple, you must really look to see if it is 100% juice, otherwise way too much sugar is added. Sugar isn't too 
bad in moderation, it can be a good source of quick energy, but Carbon dioxide is NEVER good. It's not right for All Sport to sneak Carbon Dioxide in beverages of athletes who watch what they eat and drink. I remember during Track Conference Sophomore year, I had to run two events, 2 mile and mile. I ran half mile did reasonably well, got 4th place, so me and my other teammate who was also doubling up in events, decided after the two mile to get something to drink, we couldn't find powerbars or gatoraide, so we got some water. Making a long story short, after drinking the water I found out it was carbonated! I was hiccupping and burping the whole night, even during my mile race, I felt terrible, what effect the water had cannot be known, but it did have some effect, I got 6th place by the way, with a lousy time. Carbon Dioxide is perfectly alright placed in pop which non - health conscious people intake -- but not in a sports beverage. I think possibly a fraud suit could be in order, misleading advertising. They say their beverage will nourish you and help your performance, when in actuality it is very detrimental too your performance. We as consumers need more control over what we eat and drink. We are now demanding healthy alternatives, which are somewhat adequately provided by some companies. Perhaps, there is a morale to this story, don't believe when someone else says a product is healthy for you, read the label yourself! Since that date, I never have imbibed All Sport. Perhaps, I am unofficially boycotting it! It deserves to be boycotted. Deceitful and cunning marketing has no place in our world. Don't drink All Sport! They are liars!!!!!

Be True to Your Artists
We don't want our musical artists to sell out. We don't want them to be commercialized and/or compromise their style. We don't want them to shorten their songs, become more pop sounding, or become less controversial just to be accepted in the mainstream. We want our artists to disrupt the status quo. For this to happen, we as fans must support our artists as much as we can, in any ways possible. One important way, we must support the artists is to buy their tapes and CD's new. Yes, it does cost more, but you get a reliable product. If we buy used, no money goes to the artist in royalty fees. if we buy used, that means one less new album is sold, therefore hurting the artists! This is especially important to do when buying from independent labels. Their very livelihood depends on us buying as many records from them as possible. Independent labels need as much support as they can get to prevent
being gobbled up and squashed by large conglomerates. Independent labels censor less, have a less corporate mentality, and allow their artists more freedom of expression. They experiment more, market different and unusual styles, and love their artists. They're essentially there to make music first, money second. Don't buy music which is the opposite blatantly. You'll end up with muddled trash. Music must be made for its own sake, and if you make money doing it so much the better. But if you make music only 
for the money, there will be no art, and you'll end up with commercial garbage. If we don't support our artists, they may have to sell out. just to survive! Almost everything else, I don't mind buying used, except books when I really support the author. Why should Greedy capitalist pigs get more of my money than necessary? Granted, when you buy a record, a lot of money goes to the profits of the companies owners, but nonetheless when you buy used, you hurt the artist also. If you do worry about the cost, don't buy
sooo many albums. Just buy the ones you truly love! Buy ones you'll surely listen to 500 times. A lot of musicians must take a lot of crap to produce great art free from suppression, so the least we can do is support them. The artists often lay their lives and sanity on the line for your musical enjoyment, we can at least financially support them. Think of it as investing in free artistic expression. Music is more than a mere commodity. It is life and blood. Yes, I have bought used tapes in the past, but I resolute to never do so again. Fortunately most of these bands suck and/or are commercial sell outs. You must ask yourself how much artistic integrity matters to you, are you willing to sacrifice a few dollars often to those that give up a lot of money to just to make their own music? it may seem really ironic, but in essence we must pay these artist money just so they don't sell out just for the money. After all, are you really a fan, if you can't shell out a few bucks for a new record? Don't be mislead though, a lot of big labels don't want used records sold because it eats up their profits, not because of artistic suppression. If the record is rare or obscure, and you can only find it used, then by all means buy it used. Always be reasonable, if a record costs too much, then the artists and label are greedy money hoarders. If a one CD set costs more than $20 be vary wary! Of course, it's justified expense if the record's good. But, I did find a 3 CD set by Jello Biafra for $15.99. When new records are that cheap do you really need to buy used? With other merchandise, I don't know, if you know little goes to the artist anyways, buy used. But if it's bootleg material, you know nothing goes to the artists. We want good artists to continue to make quality music for a long time, not die out, so we must support them in their efforts
Hey, want to know a prank I did, which I thought the concept was cool, but it didn't turn out as well as I thought it would? I tried it twice. This is an original prank which I thought up.  
Well, one day about 4 years ago, when I lived in Sioux Falls, South Dakota with my mom, I was going to visit my best friend who lived in Brookings, SD. Well a couple days before, I had an idea which would be funny I thought. What I did was dragged the phone book out and looked in the yellow pages under "Churches" and I called many churches during their business hours saying I was my friend '>
dad or his family and I am moving to the area of the church soon and I would like them to send some information to my friend's address. Also I called during non-business and left my friend or his family's name and phone number on the answering machine. All in all I called about 20 or 30 churches. I just basically called any churches I saw in the phone book. Pretty much random. So then I went to visit my friend. His parents picked me up in the car. We talked and went places and stuff. Then my friend's mom asked me if I made a call to some Cathedral? I couldn't withhold the laughing. The parents, Sue and Denny became slightly ticked o€€ at this point. They knew it was me, because I have had a history of playing pranks on them. Perhaps, that was one mistake I made in a prank. Well anyways I stayed there for about 4 or 5 days on a visit. They got some junk in the mail from some churches and phone calls. Dennis became rather upset. He didn't think this was funny at all. He didn't like the "harassment" or the fact that I was wasting the time of these churches and that they had to make long distance calls. Soon they made me take the calls, losing humor at this point, I just apologized to the churches. Dennis threatened to make me pay for the long distance charges and to give my names to the churches. Don't get me wrong, Dennis is a very nice guy, but I crossed the line with him. My friend thought this prank was very mildly amusing but also dumb. They were really apprehensive to let me send any mail out. Wonder why? This prank kind of ruined the visit, but I thought it was witty, creative, original and could be funny. Well, a couple years later between freshman and sophomore years I wanted to try this prank again -- on someone else. There was talk amongst my cross country team to do a team prank on our coach. I told them I did a funny prank in the past, I wanted to do it on him, but I didn't want anyone to know, I wanted it to be a secret until I actually did it. Everyone was really curious but said all right. This was at our sectional meet when I first told, a couple weeks before school got out. Our coach is kind of different. He is egotistical to say the least. He cusses and lets us cuss, He is dedicated and laid back. He's a really good coach though and a cool guy, In one year the team went from last in the conference to 3rd in the conference. Well, anyways, about a week or two into summer practice was when I tried this prank. My dad was at work this day, I forget where everyone else was. Well. again I got out the phone book looking for churches to call, but this time I only called Non mainstream Protestant churches. Weird and deviant sects. Like Unitarians, Jehovah Witnesses, and Mormons. I thought this would add to the humor of the joke. What's more funny 
would work. Well I waited that day for our coach to say something. He said nothing, I waited a week or so. Nothing. He did not say something until a long time. It was two months later at our annual cross country camping trip. One of-my teammates, asked my coach if he got any calls from churches. He said he did. They told them it was me who did it. He got only about ten calls though. He was really wondering what happened, when the people called saying they were returning his calls about wanting to join the churches. He had no idea who did it? He thought it was an old friend o€ his, in which my coach put an ad for a car on him as a prank. It didn't really bother him though, only about 10 calls after all. He was probably the right target -- a little bit conceited and being extroverted. But not the big bang affect I expected. As you can imagine this prank could be hilariously if applied right. The
first mistake I made the first time was that they knew it was me -it adds immensely to the suspense of the prank if they have no idea who did it. Which was a successful in the 2nd attempt. Also the right victim must be chosen. You must take into the account their temperament and sense of humor. Mistake 1st time, good choice second time. Everyone's sense of humor is different --. You need to try to find a person who has no real authority over you, Not a superior, but an equal. That way they can't take any action really - but a counter-prank which would be hilariously and was done on me before. Also many churches must be called for a huge effect. The harassment must be big enough to be beyond a minor inconvenience. hence big the prank. That was a mistake i made the second time. Imagine the possibility of someone being called by 300 churches not knowing what is going on. This would work best as a prank -- not revenge, but I can see the obvious implications of harassment. This should be done so it is funny not mean, like all practical jokes. Also try to call during off hours and get the answering machines. so you can more easily use a cant¢ speech. They won't question you, they'll probably just call b The mail parts not that funny, unless it is huge in effect so that they'll notice. After all, a lot of people, who by the way, usually aren't zine readers, throw away any mail which they don't know who it's from and assume it's junk. Besides, it's harder to be harassing by mail than it is to by phone. See if someone does this prank correctly it could be a great success!

Christians Should Be Anarchists!

Most Christians incorrectly interpret God's views on government. Many feel the way the Religious Right views government is the same as the way God does. I feel this is very false! I truly think God would be an Anarchist. Sure, most of what the Religious Right, or religious left for that matter, is trying to accomplish through legislation, is what God wants accomplished. But the method of accomplishing these things is different than God's chosen method. They want to establish Christianity through means of government intervention, and essence, by force. God was very passive, and peaceful. He definitely was opposed to violence, as anyone would agree. But coercion is always wrong even if used to achieve a right. Some Christians are logical and say okay, we'll do our work de facto, and only have laws which protect our liberty, but God would probably go one step farther. He would probably want total anarchy. This is because there are two ways to get what you want peaceful means, or by force. Sure laws could be enacted which make everyone follow the bible and do God's deeds, but many still would not be Christians. They would only be obeying God's will because they were forced to, not because of faith, and faith is the only thing God considers when accepting admittance to heaven. God would want everyone to obey his will through voluntary means with the absence of state. Even if other than to be startlingly clear to other humans. Because if there were no laws, you would know why people are obeying God. Not because they are forced to, but because they love God and/ or mankind and want to treat them how they deserve to be treated. Without laws, there would be almost no other reason for people to commit these kind acts. You would know these acts are pure, because there is no option of fear of force as a reason for committing these acts. With government, there also is a notion that people aren't perfect, they aren't good. They don't have enough respect, love, dignity, kindness for each other to coexist peacefully without the intervention of government. As long as there is government, people will not be perceived as perfect. God wants people to treat each other right, because of love, not force, which would only be achieved through Anarchy. It should seem, like a noble, religious goal that with God's love and faith that humans could work out all their differences without the need of government or force and coercion. Yes God does teach to respect your government's laws, but that doesn't mean he would not prefer that no laws exist. Government probably is in itself against biblical teachings. The means in which it exists especially. God does not approve of stealing. yet taxation is essentially theft, even though most humans would fail to see the distinction, but believe me, God's distinction would probably be extremely blatant. Wrongs aren't justifiable because they achieve some good. In other words two wrongs don't make a right. God is probably more black in white in his sense of wrong than we are. A wrong to him is always wrong, nothing will make it right. Sure, God would probably want us to FOLLOW many laws, just not be forced to follow them. Many laws accomplish goods, yet the method of accomplishment is wrong -coercion. This essay is not sympathetic to Libertarians. Yes, this is the closet type of government God probably desires, but government in itself he doesn't desire. Yes people's own bodies do belong to them, and they should have a legal right to do whatever they want with them just as long as these actions don't interfere with other's rights to do the same. Yet, many actions one does with one's own body are anti-biblical. But, if the right to self governing was granted only, meaning only Libertarian government, any activities only done to their own body which are consistent while bible views are done not because of force but because of love for God or other reasons. But still, the use of force against others is forcibly not permitted, kind of ironic when you think about it, the intentions of being non violent aren't clear? God's love or fear of law? Yes, there are sometimes other reasons not to do many acts, other than these two, like is an abortion not done for god, health, law against it, love for babies, being mad at the father who wants one, or any number of reasons? If there are no laws you know who the real Christians are, the ones who obey God's will. If laws force people to be Christians, everyone obeys God's will, but who are the real Christians? Which one's do it for love or fear of government? Anarchy is often an utopia like ideal? Perfection of mankind without the state, existing in harmony, far fetched, hah? Well, just think, if one had faith in God, anything is possible right, including utopia? Also think about it. Would mankind ever be perfect with government? Heaven's perfect isn't it? Are there laws in Heaven to make people obey God's will? Does God believe that an End is so desired that any means will justify it? Would this be consistent with biblical views? God may also realize just enough force is necessary to achieve harmony on earth, meaning Libertarianism, people could perform many acts of God's will without fear of being forcibly acted against. That way many of Biblical acts would be committed without the apprehension of coercion. But not likely, more like a human Christian, somewhat logical, (at the fear of sounding conceited) yet not as enlightened as myself. But still, one of the most important commandments could not be followed without the apprehension of coercion-- Thou shall not Kill. Also things like stealing would not be permitted but a lot of things would be, which could land someone in hell. Means and the ends cannot be contradictory. Perhaps, more than anything, Anarchy would be more of an aid to mankind in its quest for Christianity, not God's. It would clarify many things. God views people on faith, not on their good deeds. Faith is the only way to get to heaven, God says. Government's can make you do good deeds, but they can't make you have faith. Like the saying, you can lead a horse to water, but you can't make him drink. 3o any Christianity achieved by law, but not faith, is undesirable by God. After all, this isn't real Christianity, only those who have faith will go to heaven, no matter what their good deeds are. A government can make one do all the good deeds it wants, but without faith, it doesn't mean anything, to God anyways. God does understand that just because you do not like what someone else does, it does not mean that you must forcibly prevent them from doing the activity. Under Anarchy there would probably be many thing s done which God disapproves. If this Anarchy was reached, not having mankind become perfect, then God would still be satisfied with the means, but not the end. But also if the means are right, you'll probably reach an end which is desirable. Even if the means aren't accomplishing what you want, you just didn't reach the end yet. In essence, God wants all his work done de facto, not by law. Another thing, Christians are strongly opposed to the Antichrist, their biggest enemy. What form is the Antichrist suppose to take? The form of a totalitarian government. In essence, the Antichrist represents big and massive, oppressive government at its extreme. SO then would it not make sense that Christians be in favor of little or no government? Don't enemies usually have opposite agendas? Anarchy and Authoritarianism are natural, extreme enemies. It's about as far opposite as two extremes could be. So it often appears that when Christians favor government an ultimate oxymoron is occurring. And why other Christians don't see things like that, beats me? There are many different views on the Bible and God himself. This is a view which is simplistic yet logical and intelligent from non bible scholar. Christians really should be Anarchists. 

A Warning: This Literature is extremely biased, bigoted, ignorant, false, misleading, incorrect, contradictory, stupid, juvenile, insane and rotten! So, I said it, now you can't accuse me of it

- Jello Biafra influenced some of the ideas here.
