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[Note: this is a popular post, so I thought it worth updating and expanding.] 

I wrote at length on gun control1 and gay marriage2 in 2013.  This essay covers a collection of 
issues that don’t require as much discussion in my opinion.  The intended scope of these laws is 
all people of legal age (18 years +) who are of sound mind.  Dealing with legal issues for 
children and those who are mentally impaired is beyond the scope of current discussion. 

Guiding Principles 

My political views are based on strongly individualistic guiding principles. 

 As I stated in my gun control essay, “I strongly favor individual rights” so “[m]y default 
position is to trust that the average person is good until they prove otherwise.”  This is 
consistent with the judicial position of assuming that one is innocent until proven guilty, 
which is part of US common law and in the United Nations’ 1948 Declaration of Human 
Rights.3   

 People have the right to do what they want unless it takes away that right from others. 

Federal Government Responsibilities 

Also from my gun control essay, “Government should provide infrastructure to hold society 
together and enforce laws, and otherwise stay out of our way.”  This covers the need for federal 
support and management of transportation infrastructure and law enforcement. 

Under our capitalist society, there is no motivation for corporations to be ethical or moral in their 
pursuit of profits, therefore one key role of government is to impose reasonable controls on 
corporations.  This is based on my interpretation of “promote the general Welfare” in the 
preamble of the Constitution.4   

 This also means that the government should provide support for activities which 
benefit the public good but are not profitable enough for private firms to pursue, 
including basic scientific research, finding treatments for rare diseases or disorders, 

                                                            
1 https://socialsciencepapers.wordpress.com/2013/01/01/gun-control/  
2 https://socialsciencepapers.wordpress.com/2013/03/29/gay-marriage/  
3 Kenneth Pennington, Innocent Until Proven Guilty: The Origins of a Legal Maxim, 63 JURIST: STUD. CHURCH L. & 
MINISTRY 106 (2003). 
4 https://www.archives.gov/founding‐docs/constitution‐transcript  



and investigating treatment methods which are currently outside of the scientific 
realm (homeopathic remedies, herbal remedies, etc.).   

 These controls include defense of workers’ rights, environmental protection, child 
labor laws, and protection of vulnerable populations (women and other sex or gender 
minorities, people of color, ethnic and racial minorities, people with disabilities, etc.).   

The federal government represents the United States on the international scene.  As a major 
supporter historically of the United Nations and NATO, the United States has tried to be a global 
arbiter and police force.  However these organizations have no enforcement capability.  A 
fundamental trait of a country (‘state’ in political science) is that it has the sole right to use 
violence against its citizens.5  For that reason, international organizations cannot have their own 
military.   

The federal government is responsible for defending the United States (“provide for the common 
defence”6).  The great challenge here is defining what threats are genuine.  Vast amounts of 
money have been spent on defending against very unlikely threats.  Much emphasis has been 
placed on Islamic radical terrorists, but white supremacists are a far greater threat in the last 15 
years.7  No one wants to admit that the white ‘Christian’ boy next door might be a far greater 
threat than ISIS.8   

The Death Penalty 

I would ban the death penalty for two reasons.  

1. The court system is fallible; therefore it is entirely possible for people to be wrongly 
convicted, particularly if they are poor.  Putting an innocent person in jail or prison is 
bad.  Killing them is unforgivable.  In particular, the accuracy of eyewitness memory is 
very fallible, as has been extensively proven, and many convictions are based on 
eyewitness testimony.9   

2. Even if the previous point were not true, it’s more cost effective to jail someone for life 
than to go through the extensive mandatory appeals process needed for the use of the 
death penalty.10   

Additional arguments surrounding the humaneness of execution methods, and the effectiveness 
of the death penalty as a deterrent, are moot.  The death penalty is revenge, not justice.   

 

                                                            
5 http://www.politicalsciencenotes.com/theories‐of‐state/weberian‐theory‐of‐state‐explained/767  
6 https://www.archives.gov/founding‐docs/constitution‐transcript  
7 https://archives.fbi.gov/archives/news/testimony/the‐terrorist‐threat‐confronting‐the‐united‐states  
8 http://www.cfr.org/iraq/islamic‐state/p14811  
9 McGrath, M., & Turvey, B. E. (2014). Eyewitness Identification: Uncertainty, Error, and Miscarriages 
of Justice. Miscarriages of Justice: Actual Innocence, Forensic Evidence, and the Law, 91. 
10 http://answers.yahoo.com/question/index?qid=20110404183222AAan1vR 



Sex and Gender Equality  

Related to my discussion of gay marriage, I believe that laws should be written to be completely 
free of assumptions about the sex and/or gender binaries.  One’s sex includes a broad range of 
possibilities from male to intersexed11 to female, and frankly where one is on that continuum 
should be irrelevant to the legal system.  Similarly gender identity and gender expression can 
occupy an enormous range from feminine to androgynous to masculine to genderless to 
unicorn12.  Where one stands on this continuum is irrelevant legally.   

As a result of this position, laws should eliminate references to ‘male’ or ‘female’ unless some 
reference is needed medically.  In the latter case, language could be used such as ‘persons who 
could become pregnant.’  The gender aspect would also eliminate laws regulating fashion 
choices, including bans on cross-dressing.   

The ERA 

The Equal Rights Amendment (ERA) states “Equality of rights under the law shall not be 
denied or abridged by the United States or by any state on account of sex.”13  I support 
ratification of the ERA, and wish the end of it were modified to read ‘sex, gender identity, or 
gender presentation’ instead of just ‘sex.’  

More generally, I believe that humans have equal rights regardless of sex, gender identity, 
gender expression, race, ethnicity, religion or absence thereof, sexual preference or absence 
thereof, or physical ability.  

Nudity and nursing 

Far too much pointless stress has been brought about by legal issues surrounding exactly what 
parts of the human body may or may not be exposed.  In my view the human body is sacred, and 
therefore revealing it in a nonsexual way must be legal.  In short, I don’t care if you want to wear 
a three piece suit or your birthday suit. 

Similarly there should be no laws to ban nursing in public, unless it is not safe for anyone to 
consume food or beverages in that environment. 

Laws and the Human Body  

Laws should not regulate the management of one’s bodily functions unless it threatens public 
safety or public health.  Therefore it is acceptable for laws to ban peeing in the streets, since that 
is a public health concern. 

                                                            
11 I am offended by the new term “Disorders of Sexual Development (DSD)” (http://isna.org/) so I won’t 
use it. See also https://wordpress.com/stats/day/socialsciencepapers.wordpress.com.   
12 A reference to Kate Bornstein’s “My New Gender Workbook” where one person described her gender 
as ‘unicorn.’  ISBN 978-0415538657 
13 http://www.equalrightsamendment.org/ 



A key basis for this principle of government non-interference in bodily functions is found in the 
First, Ninth, and Fourteen Amendments to the US Constitution in terms of privacy rights. 

Abortion Rights and the start of “life” 

The legendary Roe v. Wade decision14 in 1973 made abortion legal in the United States until the 
fetus is viable.  Here we have a battle among conflicting rights:  1) the right of the woman to 
control her body and make private decisions about it, 2) the right of the woman not to be 
physically endangered by being pregnant, and 3) the ‘right to life’ of the fetus. 

In my opinion the fetus is subject to legal protection after it is viable on its own (outside the 
parent) for a period of time on the order of hours.  This is typically around 28 weeks’ gestation, 
but in some rare cases may not occur until much later.  While medical science can support an 
unviable fetus until it matures, the staggering cost of such feats is not a practical basis for law. 

Therefore I support the right of a person to choose to terminate a pregnancy: 

 Even when contrary to the wishes of the other parent of that fetus 
 At will before the fetus is viable 
 Any time the life of the fetus threatens the life of the host person 
 Any time the fetus is the result of rape (non-consensual sex) 

Animal Rights 

In the interest of species self-preservation, I assume that the rights of humans outweigh those of 
any other species.  Nevertheless it only makes sense to avoid needless pain or suffering for 
animals in the context of scientific research (e.g. drug testing). 

I support an emerging new classification for some species as ‘non-human persons,’ granting 
them special rights and protections15.  I would regard cetaceans (whales) and primates in this 
category, and would consider adding other species to this category such as elephants. 

Drug Laws 

I support the legalization of marijuana because, like alcohol, it is a relatively weak drug.  Far too 
much money and jail space is currently devoted to prosecuting pot usage.  I would release all 
prisoners who only have marijuana convictions.   

I would keep other recreational drugs illegal, e.g. heroin, LSD, cocaine, etc. because they are too 
powerful to be used responsibly by the average citizen. 

 

                                                            
14 http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/cgi-bin/getcase.pl?court=us&vol=410&invol=113 
15 http://ieet.org/index.php/IEET/more/jsearle20130729 



Banned Sports 

While I’m extremely liberal about most personal rights, I would ban two “sports,” namely 
boxing and ice hockey.  I would ban boxing because its goal is to give the opponent a 
concussion, which even consensually is barbaric.  I would ban ice hockey because it actively 
promotes a culture of persistent violence which is contrary to the public good. 

Gerrymandering 

Gerrymandering is the practice of creating very complex boundaries for political districts in 
order to select the people with the desired viewpoints.16  Figure 1 shows an example of a very 
severely gerrymandered district.    

 
Figure 1.  Illinois’s 4th Congressional District.17 

Very complex algorithms have been devised to prevent this practice,18 but I propose a much 
simpler approach.   

 Districts can have no more than six sides. 
 A side can be the center of a street, the center of a river, the coast of a sea or ocean, or a 

straight north-south or east-west line.   

While this concept surely needs refinement, we could eliminate such absurdly biased district 
shapes very easily.   

 

                                                            
16 https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2015/03/01/this‐is‐the‐best‐explanation‐of‐gerrymandering‐
you‐will‐ever‐see/?utm_term=.426b653db354  
17 https://www.wired.com/2016/01/gerrymandering‐is‐even‐more‐infuriating‐when‐you‐can‐actually‐see‐it/  
18 http://cho.pol.illinois.edu/wendy/papers/talismanic.pdf  


