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(...WHO? from previous pg)

bringing all up-to-date with developments
and additional observations relating to the
many political, economic, and social issues
discussed in his book.

After reviewing many of the problems
and concluding that current political trends
are responsible for the deterioration of
Canada’s social environment, Trench offered
the following suggestion: “Now to get the
country we need we require two things: (1)
we need an informed citizenry that demands
changes and (2) we need a government that
is responsive to the citizen's wishes. We
need a government that protects our free-
doms to make our own choices in life.”

To help point the way to a possible
means of achieving this goal, Trench ela-
borated on some of the obstacles and
opportunities that will be faced on the road
to a free society:

> IGNORANCE AND
APATHY

“You know, they did a survey here on
the street, one of these radio stations in
Toronto the other day, and they walked
around with a microphone and they said to
some guy (a typical Canadian), ‘Tell us,” they
said, ‘which do you think is the greatest

problem Canada faces today: ignorance or
apathy?’ And the guy says: ‘Il don’t know and
| don't care.’

“The question is: Do you care?

“You see, I'm not interested in people
who don’t care. | don't care about people
who don't care. It's easy not to care. That's
how we got into this mess -- because
people didn’t care. The only way we can get
out of it is by caring.”

1> ONLY YOU CAN SAVE
CANADA

“So here comes the $64 question. Who
will do it? Who is going to save Canada?

“Well, I'm sorry to bring you the bad
news. The cold hard horrible truth is that
ONLY YOU CAN SAVE CANADA. If you think
I'm being a little ridiculous, I'll be even more
ridiculous: I'll make some other suggestions
as to who's going to save Canada. Brian
Mulroney? Joe Clark? (“Mr. Canada” they
called him.) Sheila Copps maybe?

You see, you can hear how ridiculous it
sounds.

It's only the individual citizens who can
do something about it. Personally.”

0> FREEDOM’S BIRTH?

“If you want to be different from the
majority of Canadians," continued Trench,
‘it's easy. Just don't be apathetic. Because
what will you say when your children or
grandchildren come up to you and ask: ‘What
did you do to try to save Canada?’

“Maybe you'll be able to answer: ‘| gave
$25 a year to Freedom Party.” Because the
question you'll ask yourself then, is ‘Could |
have done anything more?’ You know, I'm
getting on in years and I'm beginning to
realize that the only regrets | have in life are
the things | didn’t do. So don’t let yourself
have those regrets because then it will be
too late.

“This is critical: We are living in the most
incredibly exciting time in the last, probably,
couple of hundred years. Certainly, these are
the most exciting times in Canada, and
probably in the world. There is change taking
place daily, monthly. Become part of this.
Get involved. Don't sit on the outside watch-
ing it. Be a part of it. You can make a
difference. You really can. It's the most
amazing time in human history. | think it may
be the birth of freedom -- the final break-
through. Let’s hope it is. Because nothing
else works. And it's becoming more and
more obvious.” <END>

FREEDOM 200
PINS AWARDED

LONDON (June 24, 1990) - Another fourteen
people were added to the list of recipients of
Freedom Party’'s Freedom 200 Fins, gold-plated
pins which bear the party’s official icon.

Only 200 such pins will ever be awarded. To
qualify, an FP supporter must have (1) supported
the party for no less than one year, (2) contributed
more than the minimum level required, and (3)
attended an FP public event or dinner where the pin
was awarded. In this case, the event in question
was FP’s dinner featuring author and guest speaker|
William Trench.

Our continuous thanks and appreciation is
extended to all the following members and suppor-
ters who have been added to the list of #reedom
200 P ‘recipients: Ann Cronyn, Hume Cronyn,
Dan Lenart, Lou Lumani, Danielle Metz,
Frances Metz, Kathy Metz, Tony Metz, Jim
Montag, Paul Needham, Dorothy Nother, Patti
Plant, Louise Spanics, and Craig Stevens.

To date, 55 of the 200 available pins have been
awarded. Only 145to go! <END >

CRTC rules fringe parties
deserve equal TV time

Canadian Press
TORONTO — The political stage
could become crowded in future tele-
vision debates after the federal
broadcast regulator ruled that fringe
parties were not given equal air time
in the 1990 Ontario election.

The ruling this week was touted by
the environmentalist Green Party as
evidence of collusion between the te-
levision networks and the three main
political parties to keep the public
uninformed.

“Had they not conspired to keep
the alternative parties off the de-
bates, it may have had an effect on
the election,” Green Party adviser
Greg Vezina said yesterday.

“Who is to say the leader of the
Family Coalition Party or the Free-
dom Party of Ontario might not have
captured the public’s imagination if
he had been able to participate in the
debate?”

Mr. Vezina brought his complaint
of bias against the three Toronto tele-

vision stations — Global, CBLT and
CFTO — to the Canadian Radio-te-
levision and Telecommunications
Commussion.

The commission agreed that three
of Ontario’s nine registered parties
— the NDP, Liberals and Conserva-
tives — received special treatment in
the debate the stations co-produced
on Aug. 20, 1990.

The commission acknowledged it
may have been impractical to have
all rival parties take part in the 90-mi-
nute debate but said its guidelines
were breached when “leaders of re-
gistered parties not in the debate
were not provided with some type of
accommodating time.”

It wasn’t immediately apparent
how the ruling would affect the fu-
ture of televised leaders’ debates —
whether networks would be required
to have all registered parties present
during a debate or if smaller parties
would have to receive compensating
time elsewhere.

leg

Above: Globe & Mail report on the CRTC ruling on 'equal/

ar tme’ (See pages 8-8 for relaled coverage,)




Charfottefown Accord...

FREEDOM PARTY ENCOURAGES ‘NO’ VOTE TO
REFERENDUM QUESTION

ONTARIO (September 21, 1992) - Free-
dom Party launched an independent infor-
mation campaign to encourage Ontarians to
vote ‘NO’ in the October 26 federal refer-
endum on the Charlottetown accord.

The campaign consisted of three main
components: (1) the door-to-door distribu-
tion of an Ontario Information Bulletin
containing a personal message from FP
leader Robert Metz, along with summary
comments outlining the weaknesses of the
August 28 Charlottetown agreement; (2) the
production and distribution of a Constitution
‘handbook’ featuring (a) a complete reprint of
the Aug. 28 agreement, (b) a reprint of
Canada’s current Charter of Rights and
Freedoms, (c) a transcript of Freedom
Party’s 1991 address (made by William
Frampton) to the federal government on the
process for amending the Constitution, and
(d) several commentaries and articles analys-
ing the agreement and fundamental pur-
poses of a free nation’s constitution; (3)
public forums to discuss the agreement and
to encourage citizen input and involvement.

“To ask that Canadians accept an all-
or-nothing package of such magnitude is a

tactic that smacks of gross manipulation,”
said FP leader Robert Metz in reference to
the sixty complex clauses contained in the
August 28 agreement. “Worse, the limited
time to make an informed decision, coupled
with the scare tactics and emotional manipu-
lation of those promoting the YES’ vote,
clearly illustrates that promoters of the agree-
ment are appealing to desperation,
ignorance, and fear to win their case. Cana-
dians should be making their decisions
based on knowledge and reason.”

In our effort to provide the public with
such information, Freedom Party distributed
over 10,000 Ontario Information Bulletins
door-to-door and managed to circulate hun-
dreds of copies of its 28-page handbook on
the constitution, most to the media.

i NOT ABOUT UNITY

“The October 26 referendum is fraudu-
lently being sold to Canadians as a unity
package, when in fact it has nothing to do
with unity,” said Metz. “The agreement com-
mits our politicians to restructuring Canada
on a factional basis, one that will surely

divide Canada on a scale previously unima-
ginable. Canadians need a mandate for
freedom, and the entrenchment of inalien-
able individual rights and freedoms which are
the cornerstone of any free, unified, and
prosperous country.”

0> CANADIANS VOTE ‘NO’

Fortunately, a majority of Canadians
voted ‘NO’ to the question: “Do you agree
that the Constitution of Canada should
be renewed on the basis of the agree-
ment reached on August 28, 1992?".
Thus Canadians were spared the entrench-
ment of even more power in the hands of
politicians and left the way open to negotiate
a Canadian constitution that might be drafted
for the people, instead of for the politicians.

<END >
> GET THE DETAILS!

Copies of Freedom Party’s ‘For the
People’ and our related literature are
available to FP members and supporters
on request. Simply call or write. See
green box on back cover for details.

NO

The London-based Freedom party of On-
tario has come out on the “no” side of the
constitutional debate.

Leader Robert Metz said Monday his party
— which has about 2,000 members — op-
poses the constitutional agreement, primarily
because it encroaches on individual rights
and freedoms.

“‘Canadians need a mandate for freedom
and the entrenchment of inalienable individ-
ual rights and freedoms which are the corner-
stone of any free, unified, and prosperous
country,” Metz said. *'Sadly, regardless of the
vote outcome, Canadians will still be left at
the mercy of their various governments, with
no protection of fundamental freedoms,
property rights or freedom of choice.”

The Freedom party will distribute informa-
tional pamphlets on the referendum, Metz
said, and will also make available reprints of
the agreement for those who request it.

YES

The National Council of Jewish Women of
Canada will support the “yes" side of the ref-
erendum debate.

The council, with about 150 members in its
London section, said “‘these (constitutional)
proposals are intended to serve as a reason-
able compromise and as the basis for a re-
newed federalism that will secure our future
together.”

Executive director Eleanor Appleby said
the national organization is encouraging sec-
tions across Canada to mount a campaign
for the “'yes" side. “What they (members) do
as individuals is up to them, but we do rec-
ommend that they follow the guidelines."”

NO

The National Citizens' Coalition is urging
Canadians to vote “no" in the Oct. 26 refer-
endum, saying the proposed constitutional
deal will lead to less freedom and more

government.

David Somerville, president of the right
wing lobby group, says the social charter in
cluded in the accord would bind future gov-
ernments to costly economic policies

“This charter is just an attempt by Can-
ada's socialists to entrench a failing welfare
state in our constitution. If they succeed. it
will corrupt the very philosophical founda-
tions of this country.”

The coalition also says the deal grants an
unacceptable special status to Quebec
which would be guaranteed 25 per cent of
seats in the Commons — its current level —
even if its population drops in future

“Such special status would cause a wave
of resentment against Quebec across Cana
da — especially in Alberta and British Colum-
bia,”" he said

The coalition, which claims 40,000 sup-
porters across the country, says passing this
deal will not end constitutional wrangling

— Staffinews services

0> Above. Scpolember 22 1992 part of the ongoing coverage of the
réferendum adebate in the London Free Press.
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A REFERENDUM?
NO.

The October 26 “‘referendum’’ is,
in fact, a public opinion poll - paid
for by the very people who are
being polled. It is not legally
binding and is not national.
(Quebec is conducting its own
“referendum’’.)

DEMOCRATIC? NO.

A democracy demands an
informed and unintimidated
electorate. Canadians were given a
remarkably short period of time to
read and analyse a 22-page,
60-clause proposal for further
constitutional negotiations. Details
surrounding the proposals and the
“referendum’’ itself are being
manipulated and withheld while
those conducting campaigns on
the issue must report their activities
to the very government that is

AN AGREEMENT?
NO.

The August 28 "‘agreement’’ is not
a final agreement. Itis a BASIS on
which future constitutional
discussions and further negotia-
tions will continue.

FAIR? NO.

Canadians are being intimidated
and subjected to scare tactics to
get them to vote ‘YES’.

FREEDOM? NO.

“It cannot be repeated too often
that (a) Constitution is a limitation
on the government, not on private

individuals --- that it does not
prescribe the conduct of private
individuals, only the conduct of the
government --- that it is not a
charter for government power, but a
charter of the citizens’ protection

A UNITY QUESTION?
NO.

The August 28 proposals have
nothing to do with unity. They are a
blueprint for guaranteed disunity.

FOR THE PEOPLE?
NO.

The August 28 proposals represent
an exclusive deal made for
politicians by politicians. Individual
rights and private property rights
are not protected under the
proposals.

EQUALITY? NO.

The August 28 proposals grant
unequal privileges to certain
provinces, groups, and elected
representatives. Even parliamentary
representation is not equal under
the proposals. Quotas based on
sex or heritage would be allowable.

promoting the 'YES’ side of the against the government.” -- Ayn
issue. Rand
0  Above A partal summary of our position supportng the NO'side of the

referendurn, as it appeared on the back cover of our publicaton, For ThHe
People, and on our door-to-door referendumn pamphlel Coples of both
are avajable o FP mermbers and suypporiters on request Simply call or
wirite. See box below for detais.
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