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National Convention Meets in Orlando 
The Libertarian National Convention met in Orlan-
do over the Labor Day weekend. Nick Sarwark was 
re-elected as National Chair on the first ballot. Arv-
in Vohra, Alicia Mattson, and Tim Hagan were re-
elected as national officers.  Bill Redpath, Sam 
Goldstein, Starchild, Daniel Hayes, and Marc Feld-
man were elected as at-large members.  Feldman 
has since passed away; the LNC will choose a re-
placement. Regional representatives are Caryn Ann 
Harlos, Ed Marsh, Brett Bittner, Jeffrey Hewitt, Jim 
Lark, David Demarest, Whitney Bilyeu, and Patrick 
McKnight. 
 
On the second ballot, Gary Johnson was chosen as 
our Presidential candidate. Between the first and 
second ballots, Johnson picked up many of Marc 
Feldman’s delegates (Feldman was out) and a few 
of Darryl Perry’s delegates. Delegates supporting 
the other candidates were rock-solid behind their 
people; those vote totals were almost unchanged 
between the two rounds of voting. 
 
Johnson used his nominating speech to plead for the 
nomination  of William Weld as his Vice Presiden-
tial candidate. Weld failed on the first ballot but was 
chosen on the second ballot. 

LP Adopts Platform Plank  
Opposing the Death Penalty 

As we had urged previously, the Libertarian National 
Party has adopted a plank opposing the death penalty. 
Your Editor had the privilege of speaking first in fa-
vor of the plank.  My first words, reminding the dele-
gates of the racist nature of the  death penalty, were 
“Black Lives Matter!”. 
 
In past issues, we had expressed concern that many   
of the proposed bylaws changes were not in the best   
interests of the party.  Those changes were rejected.  
A series of proposed platform amendments attacked   
a woman’s right to choose. Those proposals were all 
rejected. 
 

Libertarian State Leadership Alliance 
Adopts New Bylaws,  
Elects New Officers 

The Libertarian State Leadership Alliance, the associ-
ation of State Chairs, met in Orlando. The LSLA is 
one of two national Libertarian Political organizations 
the other being the national Libertarian Party. A new 
set of bylaws were adopted.  Major changes include: 
The At-Large Member is replaced by a Political Coor-
dinator.  Officers must be current state chairs or have 
been a state chair within the past two years. Methods 
of conducting meetings other than in person are now 
specified. 
 
The LSLA elected new officers. After one replace-
ment following resignation, the new officers are John 
Wilford—Chair, Stewart Flood—Vice Chair, David 
Traynor—Secretary, Michael Pakko—Treasurer, and 
George Phillies—Political Coordinator.  
 

Where Your Money Went—Johnson 2016 
Our most popular article series resumes on page 2 
with coverage of Johnson 2016 and the Libertarian 
National Committee. 

Charles Wilhoit 1923-2016 
 

Charles Wilhoit (Captain, USN, Retired), former 
State Chair, Libertarian Party of Tennessee and for-
mer candidate for Vice Chair, National Libertarian 
Party, passed away in May, 2016, at the age of  93. 
Wilhoit was an occasional contributor to Liberty 
for America and its predecessor, Libertarian Strate-
gy Gazette. He maintained his mental acuity and 
good health almost to the end.  He is survived by 
his own son and daughter and grandchildren and 
great-grand-children. 

Rest In Peace 
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Consulting Services for campaign consulting,  $2800 
to McCauley & Associates for professional account-
ing and reporting, $3750 to Evan Twede for Printing, 
$2000 to DB Capitol Strategies for legal fees, and 
$44.57 to Authorize.net for merchant fees.  That’s 
85% of all  campaign income for the month going to 
campaign consultants. 
 
For March, the campaign gave $76,500 to Liberty 
Consulting Services, $4500 to Joseph Hunter for 
campaign consulting, $3000 to Frohman and Associ-
ates for grassroots consulting, $2052 to John 
LaBeaume for press and media relations consulting, 
and $781 to Andy Craig for campaign consulting .  
The campaign gave $8400 to Aristotle International 
for software, $6266 to Alita Grafx for printing, 
$3750 to McCauley & Associates for accounting and 
reporting services, $3171 to authorize.net, Paypal, 
and Wepay for merchant services, $1500 to Gil Ro-
driguez for website design, $962 to Jo Vaccarino for 
graphic design, and $822 to Documart for printing. 
That’s a total of  $87,833 for consulting, or 77% of 
funds received.   
 
For April, the campaign gave $48,000 to Liberty 
Consulting Services for campaign consulting.  The 
campaign gave $3000 to Joseph Hunter, $800 to Na-
thaniel Grabau, and $800 to Constance Hannigan-
Franck for relations with the press and media.  $8412 
went to McCauley & Associates for accounting and 
reporting services. The campaign gave $2250 to 
Apollo Pizell, $2130 to Andy Craig, and $1500 to 
Charles Frohman, a total of $5880, for grassroots 
advocacy. $19439 went to Alita Grafx for printing.  
Campaign consulting is now down to 53% of total 
spending for the month. 
 
In May 2016, the Johnson campaign gave $140,000 
to Liberty Consulting Services and $500 to Christo-
pher Thrasher for campaign consulting. Press and 
media relations as paid to Nathan Grabua, Constance 
Hannigan-Franck, Joseph Hunter, and John 
LaBeaune came to $9300. $1500 went to Andy Craig 
and $1591 went to Apollo Pazell for grassroots advo-
cacy.  
 
On the IT front, No Monkey LLC received $4500 for 
web site hosting, while Aristotle received $2800 for 
software. Alita Grafx was given $16,455 for signs, 
bumper stickers, and T-Shirts. Accounting and re-
porting services cost $7025.  Merchant service and 
bank fees came to $1749. 
 
Adding it all up, “campaign consulting” came to  
74% of campaign spending. 
 

Where Your Money Went—Johnson 2016 
 
We consider Johnson 2016 spending from formation 
of the committee up toward the nomination, taking 
May 31, 2016 as the break date. The numbers you 
are about to read are all from the FEC filings of the 
Gary Johnson 2016  committee.  As of this date, the 
Joint Fundraising Committee has not yet reported 
raise any money. 
 
For the first five months of 2016, the total raised by 
the committee came to $699,231, including nothing 
from the candidate. The total spent for all purposes 
came to $523,657. 
 
Where did the money go? 
 
For this we have the FEC reports. Unlike 2012, we 
do not at this stage have more detailed breakdowns 
that the money going to a campaign consulting firm, 
but in 2012 all that money turned out to be nameless 
people at various hourly rates. 
 
For the five months as a whole,  the campaign gave 
$379,600 to its lead campaign consultants, Liberty 
Consulting Services.  The campaign spent for the 
same period a grand total of $523,657.  Combining 
those numbers, 72.4% of its spending went to its lead 
consultant group. 
 
How does that number compare with other cam-
paigns? For this question, we have an answer due to 
Kevon Carty at Morning Consult.  He processed the 
spending outcomes of a bunch of other candidates, at 
the openings of their campaigns.  For the Democrats 
and Republicans in question, that was last October.  
You can read the details at morningcon-
sult.com /2015/10/22/how-presidential-campaigns-
spend-their-money 
 
Clinton spent 21% of her third quarter 2015 income 
on payroll.  Sanders spent 14% of his total income 
on staff.  Rubio and Cruz  each spent 7% of their 
campaign budgets directly on staff.  What you see 
here for Johnson is much larger. 
 
For January 2016, the Johnson campaign reported 
giving $63,600 to Liberty Consulting Services for  
campaign consulting services,  $2636 to Paypal and 
WePay for Merchant fees, $2000 to DB Capitol 
Strategies for legal fees, and $1400 to McCauley and 
Associates, PC for Professional Accounting and Re-
porting services. That’s 91% of the month’s income 
going to the core group of campaign consultants. 
 
For February, the campaign gave $51,500 to Liberty 



There may also be some interest 
in the monthly record of total in-

come and total receipts.  The following numbers 
come directly form FEC filings for the period of in-
terest. 
 
FEC filings for the period record monthly income 
and outgo as listed in the following table.  It is par-
ticularly noteworthy that the Committee had no debt, 
and therefore post-nomination may not legally raise 
any money to pay off that debt. 
 
January 2016 
Total Receipts This Period $93,096.18 
Total Disbursements This Period $69,848.41 
Cash on Hand at CLOSE of the Reporting Period  
$23,247.77 
Debts and Obligations Owed $0.00 
 
February 2016 
Total Receipts This Period $56,265.15 
Total Disbursements This Period $60,371.14 
Cash on Hand at CLOSE of the Reporting Period  
$19,141.78 
12. Debts and Obligations Owed $0.00 
 
March 2016 
Total Receipts This Period $129,595.56 
Total Disbursements This Period $113,705.39 
Cash on Hand at CLOSE of the Reporting Period 
$35,031.95 
Debts and Obligations Owed $0.00  
 
April 2016 
Total Receipts This Period $69,713.47 
Total Disbursements This Period $89,821.14 
Cash on Hand at CLOSE of the Reporting Period 
$14,924.28 
Debts and Obligations Owed $0.00 
 
May 2016 
Total Receipts This Period $350,561.42 
Total Disbursements This Period $189,911.39 
Debts and Obligations Owed  
 

Gary Johnson 2012 
 
Gary Johnson 2012 is now disputing the FEC find-
ing that the committee and candidate owe $300,000+ 
to the Federal Treasury. The issue is now in the Fed-
eral legal system. Younger readers may live long 
enough to see the final outcome.  Those of you who 
are my age may not make it. 
 

LNC ExComm Secret Meeting 
 
We have received from LNC At-Large Member 
Starchild the following message: 
 
 At the end of the scheduled LNC Executive Commit-
tee teleconference last evening, our chair proposed 
an "informal" discussion with members of the Exec-
utive Committee, to commence on the same number 
five minutes after the official call concluded. It was 
not stated that this call would be restricted to mem-
bers of the Executive Committee, though that was 
perhaps implied. 
 
 As this second discussion commenced, it turned out I 
was the only non-ExCom member on the call (LNC 
member Ed Marsh also called in subsequently, but 
upon being told it was an informal ExCom discus-
sion, took the hint and exited the call). When I 
pressed the point, there was initially some hemming 
and hawing about whether the call – the stated and 
hardly informal-sounding purpose of which was for 
the chair to do a Q&A update on the contract negoti-
ations between the LNC and the Gary Johnson cam-
paign – was in fact secret, i.e. restricted to only Ex-
Com members. Eventually however, I was kicked off 
the call, over my objections. The reassurance was 
given that there would be no votes or action taken 
during the call, but that was entirely superfluous, 
since no such votes or actions may be taken during 
an "informal conversation", and the LNC's rules for 
secret meetings already disallow any votes or actions 
from being taken during secret meetings (see Policy 
Manual excerpt below). 
 
 All seven ExCom members (the four LP officers 
plus the three non-officer members  Jim Lark, Bill 
Redpath, and Sam Goldstein) were present on the 
call, but only a few weighed in on the controversy 
one way or the other as it was being discussed. Of 
those who I heard voice sentiments, vice-chair Arvin 
Vohra sounded somewhat more open to transparency 
and allowing me to stay on the call provided I agreed 
to exercise discretion, while at-large rep. Sam Gold-
stein came across as strongly opposed to my partici-
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pation, and regional rep Jim Lark perhaps some-
where in the middle.  
 
 LP chair Nick Sarwark, who effectively made the 
decision to restrict the call, did tell me and Ed Marsh 
that if we called him the next day, he would tell us 
what he told the ExCom members on the call. Why 
we as not just LP members but LNC members, 
couldn't be allowed to hear the information and par-
ticipate in the conversation on the call along with the 
ExCom members however, instead of taking more of 
the chair's time and requiring him to repeat the infor-
mation a day later, was not explained. 
 
 While the desire for secrecy may have been well-
intentioned – reflecting a desire to maintain good 
relations between the party and the Johnson cam-
paign – I believe that holding this secret call was a 
violation of our Policy Manual, and against at least 
the intent if not the letter of the Libertarian Party's 
Bylaws.  
 
 The LNC Policy Manual (http://www.lp.org/
files/20160526_LNC_Policy_Manual.pdf) states 
(page 11):  
 
> "The LNC may enter into Executive Session only 
in compliance with this special rule of order. The 
motion to enter Executive Session must list all rea-
sons for doing so. If the list of reasons is solely com-
prised of the identified topics listed below, a majori-
ty of LNC Members voting is required for passage. 
> 
> • Legal matters (potential, pending, or past) 
> • Regulatory and compliance matters (potential, 
pending, or past) 
> • Contractual compliance 
> • Personnel matters (including evaluation, com-
pensation, hiring, or dismissal) 
> • Board self-evaluation 
> • Strategic issues (only those requiring confidenti-
ality) 
> • Negotiations (potential, pending, or past) 
> 
> Other topics require a two-thirds vote of LNC. No 
action can be taken while in Executive Session." 
 
 The Libertarian Party's Bylaws (http://www.lp.org/
files/2016_LP_Bylaws_and_Convention_Rules_w_2
014_JC_Rules.pdf) state (Bylaw 8, Section 14): 
 
>  "Any person may record the National Commit-
tee’s proceedings while in open session".  
 
 As noted, there was no vote by Executive Commit-
tee members to go into a secret meeting. In fact our 

Bylaws do not actually make any provision for the 
LNC to even have an "Executive Committee" with 
special privileges not accorded to all the LNC repre-
sentatives chosen by the members of the party to rep-
resent them. This sub-committee with its special 
powers is entirely a creation of the LNC itself. Yet 
this was clearly a pre-arranged meeting of the entire 
Executive Committee, and the ExCom is clearly a 
subset of the LNC and therefore, I contend, bound by 
the same restrictions which the Bylaws place on the 
LNC as a whole. As such, I believe this call should 
have been considered an "open session", which any 
person should have been allowed to record – and ob-
viously (unless one has NSA-like capabilities) one 
cannot record such a telephone conference if one has 
been removed from the call. 
 
 Here is the question, as I see it:  Should the LNC, or 
a subset thereof, be allowed to ignore the above pro-
viso and hold a de facto secret meeting without fol-
lowing the requirements set forth in the Policy Man-
ual for holding such a meeting, under the guise of 
calling it an "informal conversation"? 
 
Love & Liberty, 
                                    ((( starchild ))) 
At-Large Representative, Libertarian National Com-
mittee  
 
LNC Regional Representative Caryn Harlos soon 
responded: 
 
Colleagues, this is troubling to me.  There was no 
notice given of this "informal" meeting on a topic 
that many of us have been asking about, and I have 
asked about.  I normally attend all of these EC meet-
ing, and had I known this was on the agenda for a 
secret meeting, I would have been right there attend-
ing with Starchild to object.  I had an LPCO meeting 
but this is important enough that I would have desig-
nated a proxy and did this instead. 
 
Is this invitation from the Chair to be filled in only 
open to those members who were not allowed to at-
tend last night?  I would like to be filled in.  I believe 
all LNC members have the right to be filled in.   
 
Calling a secret meeting an "informal conversation" 
does not cure this IMHO. 
 
In Liberty, 
Caryn Ann Harlos 
Region 1 Representative, Libertarian National Com-
mittee (Alaska, Arizona, Colorado, Hawaii, Kansas, 
Montana, Utah, Wyoming, Washington)  
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