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LETTERS 

I would like to take you to task for [your second issue of 
Consent]. The Family Coalition Party [FCP) is not the 
place to spend your time. It is unlikely to go anywhere. 
There is more than ample material to attack the PCs, 
Liberals, and NDP. I think that we want to hear more 
about how you would govern, and not so much about 
how a group like the FCP would or would not. 

As I remarked to [FP Action Director) Marc Emery a few 
weeks ago on the phone, I was not very impressed with 
the total program that Freedom Party had in mind. It 
looked like anarchy to me. I think that we have to hear a 
lot more about Freedom Party in areas other than BIAs 
and Sunday shopping. There is much more than this 
going on out there. What would you do about health 
care? 

I see that your candidate is for [the right tol abortions, 
but not letting OHIP pay for them. I think that is about 
where Van Der Zalm stands, and I'm afraid that I couldn't 
vote for him. I don't like aboritons either, but better that, 
than what happens to so many babies that come into the 
world not wanted. And, if we collectively pay for medical 
services in true insurance [which has a lot of advantages), 
then should not services such as abortions be part of that 
service? 

There is much to be considered and said about Freedom 
Party. Don't waste your money and time on mostly 
irrelevant issues such as the FCP. 

March, 1988 David E. Bawden 
WILLOWDALE, Ontario 

We only wish that the Family Coalmon Party was 
irrelevant The article to which you've referred, "Aborting 
our Freedoms - The Goal of the FCP" written by FP 
Action Director Marc Emery immediately following 
Ontario's 1987 provincial election. As a candidate in the 
riding of Middlesex, he was astounded by the amount of 
influence exerted by the FCP and by its unusually-high 
vote returns. Unusual, that is, for a polmcal party still in its 
infancy. 

As a polmcal phenomenon, the FCP represents a 
fragmenting of the right --- a factor that has weighed 
heavily in the policy decisions of the major three parties, 
particularly the Progressive Conservatives. Whether most 
of us like to believe it or not --- or whether we understand 
it or not --- it is our intellectual and philosophic 
environment that will detemine the course of our polmcal 
future. The FCP offers us an opportunity to investigate 
this environment from a unique perspective and thus 
alloVIIS us to better understand the types of things that 
motivate the major parties. It goes a lot deeper than 
simple Understanding and know/edge are 
valuable weapons in the polmcal \IIIOrld of ideas; that's 
why we produce Consent [See related article, elsewhere 
in this issue.] 

The suggestion that Freedom Party's platform looks like 
"anarchy" is completely unfounded. Our platform 
repeatedly states.· "Freedom Party believes that the 
purpose of government is to protect your freedom of 
choice, not to restrict it" Most "anarchists" we know 

\IIIOuld 'lrgue that there is no purpose to government so 
the onus is on those who label us in this rnanner to provide 
concrete evidence of their claim In the absence of any 
specifics, we can't really deal with such accusations. If 
there's a specffic issue in question, we can a/vvays prove 
that we're not 

What \IIIOuld we do about healthcarel Privatize. End 
universality in government health care programs. Create 
competition in health care services. Create competition in 
health insurance. Allow doctors the freedom to be 
independent --- professionally and financially. Just for 
starters. [For more informetion on this subject we refer 
you to our issue papers "OHIP- Separating the Facts from 
the Myths and Opinions" and "Healthcare.· The 
Hawkesbury As it happens, an upcoming 
article featured in Consent 'tIIi1l also be dealing with this 
subject] 

As to the issue of abortion, the principle behind our 
posmon is much more involved than simply "not letting 
OHIP pay for them" [See our issue paper: "The Moral 
Dilemma: FretkJom of Choice in 

As you suggest there is no reason whatsoever why a 
"true insurance" plan shouldn't be allovved to pay for such 
a service --- if that is part of the plan. But OHIP is far from 
being a "true" insurance plan. In fact as an insurance 
plan, OHIP is a big lie. Its "contributors" are forced to 
contribute; it is not voluntary. Competitive insurance 
plans have been outlavved by government OHIP 
premiums supply less than 12% of our medical costs [the 
balance being paid through taxes] and the whole system is 
morally, ethically, and financially bankrupt Worse, the 
services that OHIP supposedly provides, our health care 
benefits, have been seriously compromised to the point 
where emergency patients are dying on lists. So 
what \IIIOuld we do about health insurance? The same 
things we \IIIOuld with health care itself. Privatize. End 
universality. Create competition. 

We sense an understandable degree of frustration in 
your comment that "we have to hear a lot more about 
Freedom Party in areas other than BIAs and Sunday 
shopping." We agree --- but where did you get the 
impression those are our only t\IIIO issues? 

T\IIIO newsletters ago, we devoted our entire issue of 
Freedom Flyer to "The Labour Issue" and chronicled 
several labour campaigns in which Freedom Party was 
completely successful in attaining its objectives. We've 
expanded our participation in provincial elections, where 
we publicly deal with every polmcal issue under the sun. If 
any Freedom Party member or supporter evidence 
of our past involvement in issues ranging from censorship 
to taxation, just ask 

It is through all the issues we get involved with that we 
can launch our attacks against the PCS, Liberals, and New 
Democrats. Yes, we'd like to do a lot more. And contrary 
to the assumptions of some, we're not limited by our 
principles or platfonn; we exist because of them Our only 
limitation in actively and effectively dealing with issues of 
a broader scope and greater rnagnitude is the level of 
financial and volunteer support we get If, as you say, 
"there is much to be considered and said about Freedom 
Party': it should be clear what you [and many of our other 
members and supporters] have to do to rnake this 
possible. 

(continued on next page) 



LETTERS 
Sorry, but the first thing you guys need is: [a] a better 

lay-out artist or a good printshop, [b] a better copy-writer 
for your pamphlets and letters. It all looks very 
amateurish. 

December 1988 W.F. Van Duyn 
BRAMALEA, Ontario 

EDITOR: It is. We don't usually use a "print shop" [all our 
pamphlets and newsletters are printed right in our offices] 
and our "lay-out artists" are party volunteers, including 
members of our provincial executive. Yet despfte these 
handicaps, our literature and pamphlets have aJvvays been 
complimented for their "professional" appoorance. We're 
always open to improvement, however. If you have any 
suggestions, please pass them on to us. 

Last year I contributed [money] to Freedom Party on 
the understanding that it would be 75% tax-creditable. 
However, when doing my taxes [the "simplified" form] I 
discovered that I could not get a property tax credit [for 
renting] as well as the political tax credit. 

I studied the form's instructions carefully, and as far as I 
could tell, my interpretation was correct --- an individual 
cannot claim a political tax credit if they are receiving the 
property tax credit. 

While you stress in your literature the tax credit for 
donations, perhaps you could clarify for me and others the 
correct tax implications for renters supporting you. 

September, 1988 Jay T. Murray 
LONDON, Ontario 

EDITOR: Your inability to claim both property and 
political tax credits has nothing to do vvith your status as a 
renter; it has to do vvith the amount of provincial income 
tax that has been deducted from your eamings during the 
yoor in question. 

If, for example, your combined provincial tax credits are 
equal to or exceed the actual amount of provincial [not 
federal!] taxes you have paid [or 01N9], you Vllill have 100% 
of your provincial taxes retumed to you. Because it is a 
tax credit, and not a tax subsidy, you can't collect more 
than the 100% you've all'9Bdy paid 

However, it lIVOuld make us feel a lot better ff you were 
contributing to Freedom Party for l'9BSons over and above 
the Bbi/'Tf to get a tax credit Don't let your support be 
limited by the amount you can claim as a tax credit It's a 
lot more comforting to know that people are supporting 
Freedom party because they value their freedom. Tax 
credits make for gl'9Bt incentives, but the I'9BI value of your 
contribution lies in where it has been invested. 

I was 100% joyed by my Freedom Party calendar! So 
on with what small constructive suggestions I can make: 

Of course, we all wish you could have afforded to place 
a picture of a pencil in the free space next to "Look at this 
pencil ... " [Milton Friedman, January 1989] 

As I read the paragraph next to each libertarian's 
picture, I wished I could know whether words were in 

direct quotation, or were paraphrases, or were just general 
summations of each one's ideas. 

/,11 be reading each day's notations as each day comes 
along. In liberty, best wishes. 

November, 1988 Doug M. Fowle 
REDONDO BEACH, California 

EDITOR: All quotes in our 1989 Calendar of Individual 
Freedom W8m direct although the quoted authors 
themselves mey have been paraphrasing the IIVOries of 
others. [See letter by H.E. Harvey.] 

As an active supporter of the Clarkson Village Business 
Improvement Area [BIA], I take exception to many of the 
accusations contained in your letter and brochure, 
dropped off at my store. While your concerns may apply 
to some BIAs in Ontario, ff you had done your homework, 
you would have discovered the following facts concerning 
Clarkson Village: 

[1] Our budget of $25,000 is one of the lowest in Ontario 
and unlike your examples, has not changed in three years. 
In fact, as more new businesses have opened here, the net 
BIA tax to our businesses has actually declined. 

[2] Our budget was debated and voted for at our general 
meeting earlier this year. While three people abstained 
from voting, everyone else at the meeting voted in favour 
of our budget. Surely you would agree that business 
people discussing and voting to collect monies amongst 
themselves, is the essence of democracyl 

[3] Unlike any of your "examples': Clarkson Village has 
no administrative staff or office. All work done for the 
business community is done on a volunteer basis, by 
people who are genuinely interested in improving their 
business area. [Curiously, even your "Freedom Patty" has 
an office and an administrative director!] 

[4] Finally, our BIA executive was elected by area 
business people, and will serve voluntarily for three years. 
They were not appointed by the city, as you suggest. 
Our most vocal critic also serves as Vice-president of our 
BIA and she continually challenges us to make the best 
possible decisions. So indeed we welcome constructive 
criticism from our members, simply because we have a 
common interest in attracting shoppers to Clarkson 
Village. 

For these and other reasons, I feel your comments are 
misinformed in regards to Clarkson Village. Rather than 
making gross generalizations based on your personal 
experiences in London, I would appreciate it if you would 
leave my fellow merchants and I to promote and improve 
our community as we see fit. 

I respectfully suggest that ff you put as much effort and 
creativity into your own business and your community as 
you have with Freedom Party, both would be more 
prosperous and happy. 

March, 1987 James Biss 
Proprietor, All Gems 

MISSISSAUGA, Ontario 

EDITOR: "BIAs are so gl'8l1t, why aren't they voluntary? 
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LETTERS 

Re: "Education in the Marketplace" (Consent No.5) 

It's not only unfortunate but disastrous for the nation, 
that the scores of billions of dollars wh ich have been spent 
in the past 40 years on so-called "advanced" teaching 
methods, have produced two generations of people, the 
large majority of whom cannot read, cannot write, cannot 
spell, cannot speak properly, can't do simple mathematics 
and so on . It's inexcusable that taxpayers should now be 
called on for f.urther millions to try to solve illiteracy 
problems in a large .segment of the population which went 
through this system . 

Like you, I believe that the only thing that will stop this 
nonsense is a good dose of old-fashioned competition, in 
the form of an educational "voucher system". 
Unfortunately, I see no evidence in the present-day 
socialist welfare state of Canada, that either our 
vote-seeking politicians or our long-mollycoddled unioniz­
ed teachers will allow this to happen. 

December, 1988 Dr . William E. Goodman 
TORONTO· Ontario 

I was very much pleased by my copy of the Freedom 
Party Calendar for 1989. However, I believe that the late 
Leonard Read, former head of the Foundation for 
Economic Education, originated the idea of the inability of 
one person to make a lead pencil. Not having the essay 
before me, I am unable to say whether that in your 
publication there is a direct quote from Read or whether, 
possibly, it might be a paraphrasing of the idea by Dr. 
Friedman. 

November, 1988 Harold E. Harvey, M.D. 
BECKLEY· West Virginia 

Thank you for the · gift copy of your magnificent 
calendar. It will hang proudly in the office of the 
Advocates. 

October, 1988 Marshall Fritz 
AD VOCA TES FOR SELF-GOVERNMENT INC. 

FRESNO, California 

Your calendar singing the joys and laments of freedom 
and the individual is generally nice --- there's some stuff in 
it that I am glad to know. But gee, why print "good" 
things in green and "bad" things in red? Do you suppose 
that without your paternalistic guidance, Canadians would 
be unable to determine for themselves what is good for 
them? 

Yours for the aboliton of hypocrisy everywhere. 

January, 1989 Hugh MacAulay 
MEDICINE HA T, Alberta 

I just received your Freedom Party Calendar and i t's a 
great blow for libertarianism. I would also like to nominate 
a candidate for consideration on future publications: 
Gene Bums, currently a talkmaster on 680 AM, WRKO 
Radio, Boston MA. Gene was at one time a candidate for 
president with the Libertarian Party and is now a beacon 
for liberty in the North Eastern USA. 

November, 1988 K. Applegate 
NORTH FALMOUTH* MA 

Congratulations on a great calendar. Since you ask for 
suggestions, I have two: 

On September 24 [U.S. edition], you have the Supreme 
Court in green. I disagree. If the U.S. Supreme Court 
were protecting our rights, where are they? In a 
Washington DC safety deposit box? My reference on this 
is "Sweet Land of Liberty?" by Mark Henry Holzer --- and 
personal experience. 

October 25 has U. S. troops in Grenada in green. Very 
few U.S. libertarians I know would agree with that 
interventionism; I suggest you leave it out. 

As I read the Jesus quote at the beginning of July, it 
had a familiar ring to me --- because I edited it. I doubt 
you will find a Bible quotation with that exact wording. In 
looking at your acknowledgements, I noticed Burris' "A 
Liberty Primer", and recall the quote's there on page 109. 
He got it from "Imagine Freedom" [along with a couple of 
others I noticed in the calendar). I'm thrilled by that kind 
of ripple effect, as happened in Playboy a couple of years 
ago under similar circumstances. 

Keep up the great work! 

January, 1989 Stormy Mon, Librarian 
LIBERTARIAN LIBRARY 

DENVER, Colorado 

EDITOR: Your rights aren't disappearing because of tha 
existence of the Supreme Coure sepsrating the judiciary 
from thelegisJature is a sound principle. Problem is, it still 
hasn't happened. Your rights are disappearing because in 
the United StBt9s, just as in Canada, the principles that 
keep a nation fT96 are systemsticslly being eroded by the 
majority-role process, and by an eIecto11lt9 that is 
fundamentally ignorant of economic principles and the 
nature of government Separating politics from justice, 
economics, and religion is a goal that has as yet to be truly 
accomplished in any nation around the world, and ~ look 
fof'llllBrd to the day when that happens. 

As to the mBtt9r of "interventionism': ~ suppose that 
depends on your definition of that word. Does the 
justifiable principle of operating a defensive military 
necessitate lNBiting for an invasion to land on home soil 
before taking action? We hope not The morsl 
justification for any military action involves both I'716Bns 
and ends, though ~ admit both are subject to 
consid6f'Bble debate. 

Thanks for your suggestions --- and for your quote! 

WRrTETOUS! 

Let us know \/\kIat you think about Freedom Party, its 
philosophy, its record of action. If you have any 
questions, comments, criticisms or praises for any of our 
ideas or campaigns write: FREEDOM PARTY OF 
ONTARIO, P.O. Box 2214, Stn. 'A', LONDON, Ontario 
N6A 4E3. Letters are subject to editing and must be 
signed by the writer and include address and telephone 
number. 


