






































LIBERTARIANS DISAPPOINTED

with

FREEDOM PARTY SHOWING

Although our election results were more than rewarding
and satisfying to us, the Libertarian Party of Ontario
considered our 1.45% average showing of the vote in
three London ridings to be disappointing, “‘after a 1982
municipal campaign and several years of excellent local
publicity.”

What we're still trying to figure out is this: Since
Freedom Party was officially-registered as such on
January 1, 1984, how could we possibly have run a 1982
municipal campaign’”’ or enjoyed ‘‘several years of
excellent local publicity”?

Evidently, someone at the Libertarian Party has
confused the past political efforts and campaigns of
certain individual Freedom Party supporters with the
activities of Freedom Party itself. The Libertarian
perspective is particularly revealing; not only does it
exhibit a total misunderstanding of the marketing
techniques necessary to promote a political party (by
assuming that Freedom Party’s identity could possibly

have been built upon activities before its inception), but it
shows that the Libertarians are still placing too much
emphasis on the significance of the ‘vote’, and not enough
on results achieved in the community where the party is
supposedly ‘active’.

Considering that Election ‘85 was Freedom Party's
first election, that we did not even directly promote our
candidates (whose names appeared on the ballot without
party affiliation), and that Freedom Party had been in the
community only 14 months prior to the election,
“disappointing’’ is hardly an appropriate term to describe
our results.

As to the progress made by the Libertarian Party over
the past eleven years in Ontario, we will offer no
comment. But if it intends to continue judging itself on
the same basis it judged Freedom Party, another eleven
years added to its reputation will make little or no
difference to the province of Ontario.
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Sarnia, Woodstock eyed
as political rally locales

TORONTO — Sarnia and Woodstock are in the

running for the annual convention of one of

Ontario’s official political parties this fall.

No, Frank Miller hasn’t been pushed aside.
You won'’t see Larry Grossman, Dennis Timbrell,
Alan Pope or Andy Brandt splitting the seats in
the Perry Street Arena in Woodstock for their
delegates, or renting opulent hospitality suites in
the Oxford Hotel.

The Ontario Libertarian Party, one of the eight
officially registered parties in Ontario, is looking
for sites and dates for its fall convention.

Sarnia and Woodstock, the only ridings in
Southwestern Ontario where the Libertarians
ran candidates May 2, are challenging Toronto to
be picked as the site of the annual convention.
Sarnia candidate Margaret Coe is considering a
run at the leadership.

The Libertarians ran 17 candidates, who to-
talled a shade less than 13,000 votes among them.
The top candidate was party leader Scott Bell in
York Mills, who managed 2,339 votes or 6.22 per
cent in the riding held by Tory MPP Bette Ste-
phenson. In touting Bell's success, the party
newsletter misspelled Stephenson’s name as
Stevenson, but they’ll have hordes of civil ser-
vants to get the spelling right on their news
releases when they form the government.

On the other hand, the Libertarians devoutly
believe in less government, so they may still be
writing their own news releases when they're in
power. :

Only five candidates bettered Coe’s 2.58 per
cent share of the vote, while Oxford candidate
Kaye Sargent was right behind her with 2.2 per

Oinion
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cent. The party newsletter claims Sargent would
have doubled her vote had the Rhinos not run a
candidate in Oxford, a strange claim for a sup-
posedly serious political movement to make.

The Libertarians are crowing that only the

Liberals enjoyed the Liberatarians’ kind of suc-
cess May 2. The Tories lost 20 seats and the NDP
gain of four seats constitutes outright rejection
by voters, the Libertarians reasoned. The Green
Party, say the Libertarians, did poorly because of
organizational squabbling, the Communists *“‘got
their usual low numbers per candidate,” and the
London-based Freedom Party of Ontario had
1.45 per cent of the vote in three London ridings,
which the Liberatarians considered disappoint-
ing “after a 1982 municipal campaign and sever-
al years of excellent local publicity.”

Hmmm ... well, we usually spelled Marc

Emery’s name right.

The other official party. the Northern Ontario

Heritage Party, has never run a candidate.
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FEMINISTS
AVOID
FREEDOM PARTY

Particularly worth mentioning are those groups and
individuals who went out of their way to make certain that
Freedom Party candidates would not attend their
all-candidates debates. }

The most inexcusable example occurred at an
all-ridings, all-candidates debate sponsored by the London
Status of Women Action Group (LSWAG) at London's
Central Library on April 30.

When Freedom Party candidates arrived on the scene,
much to their amazement, no seating had been prepared
for them under the assumption, apparently, that they
would not show up. When LSWAG organizers were
asked why this was so, we were told that they were
“unaware’’ that Freedom Party was running in the
election. _

Of course, nothing could have been further from the
truth.

As the last all-candidates debate of Election ‘85,
LSWAG organizers had to be aware that our candidates
were present at every previous debate. Not only was
press coverage of our attendance at these debates very
fair and adequate, but Marion Boyd, the NDP candidate
for London North, was immediate-past president of
LSWAG --- and was an organizer of the debate!

In fact, LSWAG's ““awareness’’ of Freedom Party in
the community has a history, in which Freedom Party
representatives have engaged in direct debates and
political conflicts with LSWAG representatives. Freedom
Party president and London South candidate Robert
Metz debated LSWAG past-president Gail Hutchinson,
‘both within the pages of the London MetroBulletin and on
a two-hour open line talk show. Freedom Party Action
Director Marc Emery was scheduled to debate LSWAG
representative Heidi Strasser on another two-hour radio
debate, scheduled for May 3, the day following the
election. All debates were initiated by ourselves.

Add to all this the fact that our repeated calls to
LSWAG’'s telephone answering machine were not
responded to --- well, not “aware’” that Freedom Party
had candidates running in the election?

We must suspect that LSWAG has placed some form of
“boycott”” on Freedom Party, much in the same way its
members are urged to avoid shopping at Emery’s City
Lights Bookshop in downtown London. In a zealous
display of its inability to deal with our ideas on an open
and free forum, LSWAG has been forced to advocate its
position through evasion, avoidance, and through a
political advocacy of censorship of any ideas with which it
does not agree. '

But LSWAG's tactics of evasion and avoidance
extended far beyond the manner in which it treated the

Freedom Party candidates, as attested to by the
following day’s coverage in the London Free Press:

While the meeting, organized by the
London Status of Women Action Group, was
billed to discuss women’s issues, the
audience used much of the two and a half
hours to bad-mouth the Tory record, scorn
the Freedom Party candidates, ignore or
disagree with the Liberals and applaud the
NDP candidates.

The format did not allow debate and
directed a different set of questions to
candidates in each riding.

Organizers called an end to the meeting 30
minutes earlier than scheduled, saying they
felt all the ground had been covered.

Press coverage was actually quite kind.

Of all the special-interest group audiences encountered
by Freedom Party candidates during Election ‘85, none
was as rude, intolerant, or as inconsiderate as the
NDP-stacked audience at LSWAG’s debate. But
Freedom Party candidates held their ground and never
once accepted the false premises on which most of
LSWAG’'s questions were based.
uncivilized behaviour with civility, their questions with
philosophical challenges, and their evasions with direct
confrontation.

At one point during the “debate”, things got so bad
that Freedom Party candidate Robert Smeenk was
prompted to bring attention to the audience’s lack of
consideration for any and all non-NDP candidates with
whom it did not agree. ““Thank God you guys are here,”’
commented lone Tory candidate Bill Rudd, helpless
against the onslaught of left-wing vindictiveness and
name-calling.

LSWAG’s attempt to dominate and control its all
candidates debate clearly backfired --- and justifiably so.
In addition to the negative press coverage quoted above,
local radio stations chose only to air the comments of
London South candidate Robert Metz, who bluntly
accused the forum of being nothing but an NDP front.

So much for ““women’s issues.”

But the real surprise of the LSWAG debate did not
become known to us until several days later when our
campaign office received phone calls from several women
who attended the spectacle and who let us know how
impressed they were with the Freedom Party candidates

. ---and that the alternatives we offered were the only ones

that made any sense at all. Evidently, our message found
its mark.

We greeted their
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5 WE GIVE
PRAISES AND THANKS

Freedom Party’s Election ‘85 campaign would never
have been able to proceed so smoothly without the
financial contributions, pamphlet deliveries, and coopera-
tion of the following people:

Our thanks and appreciation are extended to Andrea
Hanington, Steve Sharpe, Bill Harris, Doug Forder, Lisa
Miles, Tom [Vree] Callan, Jennifer Frankel, Mike Gillespie,
Murray Hopper, Barry Malcolm, Gordon Mood, Tom
Ofner, Mark Pettigrew, Robert Rozanski, Paul Safr, Ruth
Truant, Susan Truant, Brendalynn Metz, Jim Reid, Mike
Revell, Hazel Hogg, Nathan and Josh Chrysler, Andrew
Boyle, Chuck Altman, Robert Metz, Robert Smeenk,
Michelle McColm, Lawrence Mood, Lois Mood, and Dean
Hodgins, for being our main army of pamphlet delivery
volunteers, with special mention to Lii Cummins, Sandra
Chrysler, David Hogg, and John Cossar, who delivered
particularly large quantities of election literature by
working virtually every day during the campaign to make
sure everything was on schedule.

Thank you to Chris Baker, Michael Brandt, Simon
Claughton, Kathleen Crawford, Frances Metz, Wayne
Gerber, David Kohlsmith, Michael McDonald, Tom Ofner,
Barry Malcolm, Jay Miller, Larry and Lois Mood, Harry
Nelson, R. Rickart New, Greg Utas, Andy Siks, Allegra
Sloman, David Hogg, Ted Smeenk [Sr.], Peter Vanden-
berg, D.J. Pengelly, and Frederick Dreyer for contributing
money beyond what was asked or expected, and believe
me, freedom gained new converts because of you.

Special thanks to David Hogg for erecting a good many
of our election signs.

Thanks to Party photographer John Oliver for being
available when we needed him.

Thanks to Silvie Desrosiers and Robert Smeenk for
being host to a fine and exciting election ““victory’’ party at
their home on election night.

Thank you to Dean Hodgins for volunteering to be our
campaign Chief Financial Officer.

Thanks to Bob Clark of BC Signs, who contributed
some fine Freedom Party banners for our use during
fairs, exhibitions, and rallies.

My personal appreciation must be extended to
Campaign Coordinator Gordon Mood, and FP President
Robert Metz for being so easy to work with and for getting
everything done that they were asked to get done.

And of course, we can all be grateful and extend our
thanks to Freedom Party’s first three candidates,
Michelle McColm, Robert Smeenk, and Robert Metz for
their great speeches, excellent appearances, great
manners, and 100% professionalism.

Thanks to all our London members who gave money
cheerfully after being asked, and to all those members and
supporters who put election signs on their lawns. | really
enjoyed working with all of you, and | hope that many of
you will look forward to working with us in the next
(bigger and better) Freedom Party election campaign
(possibly in 1986 or 1987), and perhaps in my own
municipal election campaign coming up this fall and due
to begin on September 3.

See you then!

Editor's Note: Let's not forget the person who
masterminded the success of Election ‘85 --- Marc Emery
himself. Marc’s conviction, consistency, determination,
and his considerable financial support have been the
central driving forces behind Freedom Party’s success.

His political experience, whether consisting of past
mistakes or past successes, has enabled us to avoid most
of the former and to enjoy the benefits of the latter. Marc
deserves the support of Freedom Party supporters in the
upcoming fall municipal elections --- and he’ll get it.

Interested in becoming
a Freedom Party Candidate
next election?
Contact us now!

Our next election campaign, which could be running as early as
1986 or 1987, will be a continuation of our current strategy.
Included among our objectives will be: (a) the fielding of additional
candidates, particularly in the ridings immediately surrounding
London,(b) an increase in members, supporters, and activists, (c)
having all literature, signs, promotional items completed prior to
election call, (d) a maintenance or increase of our vote totals in
London, and (e) being left with an upbeat, enthusiastic feeling

Call us at (519) 433-8612 or write

after the campaign is over, as was the case in Election ‘85.

For all you future Freedom Party candidates and organizers
out there, you can see that the next election is not really that far
away. Provincial headquarters will always be glad to help you run
an organization and campaign. We can provide you with funding,
literature, campaign strategy, and frequent visits from our
campaign office during elections.

How about it? NOW is the time to give it your consideration.

Freedom Party of Ontario P.0. Box 2214, Stn.'A’, LONDON, Ontario N6A 4E3

The next election is always closer that you think
Prepare today!



