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1> HYPOCRITICAL STANCE

The Commission went on to defend its
actions on the basis that it exists to “protect
the good name of people and to ensure that
no party or person is disadvantaged...”

Citing federal precedents as grounds for
its action, Murray stated that “We are
(Revenue Canada's) agents in Ontario (1?1?)
and we have that obligation to the taxpaying
public NOT to subsidize individuals...”

“l take great exception to the idea that
tax-credits issued in Ontario are PUBLIC SUB-
SIDIES,” argued Metz. “My understanding is
that they only apply to Ontario taxes. You're
only directing YOUR OWN portion of YOUR
OWN individual taxes to the party of your
choice. If you don’t have Ontario taxes paid or
payable, you can't claim the tax-credits. No
one else is subsidizing anyone.

“However, a subsidy DOES occur AFTER
an election when a political party receives a
certain percentage of money back on its
campaign expenses, and that's something |
would object to. But | certainly wouldn't regard
the first as a subsidy in any way, shape, or
form.”

“Well, again, that's a philosophical ques-
tion,” responded Murray.

> NO HEADWAY

At the conclusion of the meeting, it was
clear that no headway had been made, and
that the Commission was determined to resist
any ideas of representation, or of accommo-
dating parties which have a radically different
agenda from the parties represented on the
Commission.

Free elections do not exist in Ontario.

0> GET THE DETAILS!

Background information and partial tran-
scripts of the Commission meeting are avail-
able to Freedom Party members and suppor-
ters on request. See green box on back cover
for details of how to contact us. <END>

Principle.
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Aboriginal Task Force...

FP RECOMMENDS POLICIES TO
REFORM PARTY

LONDON (February 26, 1995) - FP pre-
sident Robert Metz delivered a strong mes-
sage to a Reform Party of Canada Abori-
ginal Affairs Task Force formed to assist
federal Reformers in developing a solid, defen-
sible policy on aboriginal affairs for their party.

Chaired by Saskatoon Reformer Bob
Head, the public meeting was attended by
federal Reform MPs Michael Scott (Skeena)
and John Duncan (North Island - Powell
River), as well as several local Reform activists
and guests.

> NO SPECIAL STATUS

“The moment we use the terms ‘Abori-
ginal’, ‘Indian’, or ‘Native’ IN THE CONTEXT
OF DISCUSSING SPECIAL GOVERNMENT
POLICY with respect to people identified as
such, we are already practising RACISM,” said
Metz in his opening statement to the commit-
tee.

Making it clear that Freedom Party is
founded on principles that do not allow for its
advocacy of “special status” for any individuals
or groups, Metz emphasized that the long-term
solution to Canada’s aboriginal problems is not
to be found in vague concepts of “self-
government” or in the continued subsidization
of aboriginals on reserves.

1> PROPERTY RIGHTS THE
KEY

“Any workable solution must be based on
the principle of establishing legitimate private
property rights,” argued Metz. “In an age
where our governments at every level are on
the verge of bankruptcy, the continued sub-
sidization of aboriginal groups is both irrespon-
sible and destructive.

“l can well understand, and identify with ,
aboriginal apprehensions regarding privatiza-
tion,” Metz commented. “After all, Canadians
from coast-to-coast cannot count on their
governments to protect their property rights,
since such rights are not guaranteed us in
Canada’s constitution. Small wonder that the
spectre of privatization is not seen as a
solution by many. Canadian governments tax
private property, and there are no laws limiting
such taxation.”

Metz cited statistics illustrating the mis-
conceptions that many Canadians, including
aboriginals, have about each other and them-
selves when it comes to aboriginal issues. He

suggested that all Canadians, aboriginal and
non-aboriginal alike, work together to get the
government to entrench the protection of
private property rights in Canada’s constitu-
tion.

> RECOMMENDATIONS

In his specific recommendations to the
task force, Metz urged the Aeform Party to
adopt six key principles in the establishment of
its policy on aboriginal issues:

(1) We must avoid all definitions of
race, colour, creed, etc. in any legislation
establishing rights, governments, or other offi-
cial institutions.

(2) All Canadians, aboriginals included,
should be treated equally before and under
the law.

(3) Canadians should not be forced to
subsidize racial or ethnic lobby groups.

(4) (With respect to the concept of
aboriginal “self-government”), we must never
allow any government in Canada to be formed
around any racial criteria.

(5) Any land claim settlements must
allow individual aboriginals the full right to
privately own their own land, including the
right to buy, sell, rent, or mortgage that land
to, from, or with anyone of any racial back-
ground.

(6) We must be careful to avoid any
agreements or settlements that divide people
according to their race.

The recommendations were very warmly
received by the task force, and from the
reactions of the chair and of the MPs in
attendance, seemed to reinforce the direction
that federal Reformers would like to move on
aboriginal issues. <END>
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Copies of FP's address to the Aeform
Party 7Task Force are available to FP members
and supporters on request. The full presen-
tation (Drawing The Line - Property Rights
and the Aboriginal Question) will also be
published in an upcoming issue of Consent.
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lute right to his or her own life, liberty, and property, and (2) that
these rights should be adequately protected from fraud or
physical force on the part of any individual or group, INCLUDING
ANY GOVERNMENT.

So if you've ever wondered WHY we adopt and advocate the
various policies that we do, now you know. Your life, your liberty,
and your property belong to YOU --- and to no one else.

This is a tough pill to swallow for political parties who think
it's their right to violate your rights. No matter how nice, polite, or
“sincere” the politicians of such parties may appear, as long as
they believe this, you can pever count on them to DEFEND your
life, your liberty, or your property -— which is the proper function
of government.

While personalities are important in matters of trust and
integrity, it is only fundamental principles that determine direction.
Politics IS a matter of direction. Thus, the measure of a politician’s
integrity rests upon his/her commitment to principle. Period.

Which brings us back to the vote.

Let's face facts: We're going to get another socialist
government in Ontario after the next election, like it or not.
Guaranteed. The difference is, how good do you want to feel
about the way you voted? Do you want to be part of the problem,
or become part of the solution? When you leave the polling booth,
how do you want to feel?

By voting for Freedom Party in 1995, odds are you'll still
end up with a socialist government - but YOU WILL NO LONGER
BE PART OF THE PROBLEM. That may sound like a small
consolation for those of you desperate for answers and change.
But building a political party on principle is a long-term process,
particularly when that principle demands that citizens accept
personal responsibility for their actions and social situations,
instead of relying on governments to solve their problems.

We're doing everything we can to influence the public --- and
even other political parties, including the Conservatives -- to move
in the direction of freedom. Without principles, they NEED an
influence like Freedom Party to act responsibly, but they do not
deserve our vote until they EARN it, by displaying a commitment
to principle on their own, without having to be forced into it by
circumstances.

Socialism simply doesn’t work, either in theory or in practice.
Reality will eventually catch up with the socialists in all parties, and
they will do everything they can to start sounding like something
they're not.

An election is imminent in Ontario. This is your chance to
vote your conscience - and to support a principle.

By voting for the lesser of three evils, you'll only be sending
a NEGATIVE message of REJECTION. Even if you vote for the
“winner”, you'll be throwing your vote away because if the winner
supports socialism, he’s a loser.

By voting for and supporting Freedom Party, you'll be
sending a POSITIVE message, and helping us build a base of
power and influence --- FOR freedom, not AGAINST it.

The future belongs to freedom --- IF we are to have a future.

So if you're still angry at Bob Rae, don't bother. His party’s
over.

Ours is just beginning. <END>

You’ve
tried

the rest.

Now

try
the best.
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Fducation Budgels. ..

"JUST WINDOW DRESSING’, SAYS PLANT ON

LONDON (March 6, 1995) - In his second
annual address to the London Board of
Education on its budget process, FP leader
Jack Plant followed up on his previous year's
message by concluding that public school
board budget hearings are a futile and frustrat-
ing experience for those making submissions.

1> BUDGET PROCESS
MUTED

“The most expensive and significant
issues are teachers’ salaries and mandated
programs,” said Plant, “yet we are constantly
reminded that Board trustees and administ-
ration are relatively powerless to act in these
areas. From the very beginning, our input to
the budget process is muted. All that rate-
payers can do is to criticize the Board - take
out their frustrations on you - and perhaps
suggest where you can nibble and chip away
at marginal cost-cutting measures with do not
address our real budgetary problems.”

Plant went on to criticize the documen-
tation provided to ratepayers and trustees,
citing its inadequacy as a decision-making
document: “We can look at the figures, but
have no way of knowing whether or not we are
overspending in certain areas or underspend-
ing in others. We have no way of determining
where, or how, we, at the local level, can make
a difference to these figures.

“Why do we even bother with these
hearings?” he asked. “What is it we can

BUDGET PROCESS

effectively accomplish here?”

1> RECOMMENDATIONS

Citing the fact that the bulk of education
spending is salaries and provincially-mandated
social programs, Plant put forth three key
recommendations with respect to the budget
process itself:

(1) A call for budgetary information and
reports to SEGREGATE MANDATED
EXPENSES from those which are not. This
would allow trustees and the public to target
their efforts on those areas where they DO
have some say.

(2) A call for a COMPREHENSIVE AUDIT
as a means to establish proper accountability
and consistent, meaningful reporting pro-
cedures.

(3) A call to have a REPRESENTATIVE
FROM THE PROVINCIAL MINISTRY OF EDU-
CATION PRESENT at local board budget hear-
ings so that ratepayers can direct their sug-
gestions to someone who can address the
largest part of the budget.

1> PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY?

Plant concluded his presentation by chal-
lenging the Board to reflect the wishes of its
constituents by reassessing its stated commit-
ment to “principles of equity”: “A December
1993 Gallup Poll found that 74% of Cana-

dians are opposed to Government Equity
programs, yet such programs are still
endorsed by the federal government, the
provincial government, the municipal govern-
ment, and the Board. All of these governments
are making decisions that most Canadians do
not agree with."”

Plant also expressed his shock at the
Board’'s “vision paper” which stated that the
aim of the Board is to prepare students for a
“post-capitalist” world.

“l don’t understand how anyone would
assume we are entering a post-capitalist
world,” he exclaimed. “We are not entering a
post-CAPITALIST world, but rather, a post-
SOCIALIST world. A prime example of this is
the inevitable cut-backs in provincial grants.
These grants represent a redistribution of
wealth by governments — a purely SOCIALIST
phenomenon, both in theory and in practice.
The CAPITALIST world of the future will
demand quality education, a spirit of entre-
preneurship, accurate literacy and numeracy
skills, a focus on individualism, high standards
of excellence, and above all, choice.”

0> GET THE DETAILS!

Copies of Mr. Plant’s address to the
London Board of Education (Window Dress-
ing!) are available to FP members and suppor-
ters on request. See green box on back cover
for details of how to contact us. <END>

FREEDOM FLYER

Volume 5, Number 3, April 1995, is published by the Freedom Party of Ontario, a fully-registered Ontario political party. Editor: Robert Metz;

Subscription Rate: $25 per year (six issues).

FREEDOM PARTY OF ONTARIO

Freedom Party of Ontario is a fully-registered Ontario political party. Contributions are tax-creditable. Statement of Principle: Freedom Party is founced
on the principle that: Every mamiaua), i ihe peaceiy pursut of peysonal fiiiment has &n absolude rght fo s or her own e, Kberty, and property: Platform:
that the pwpose of governmenhis to profechindividual freedom of choice, oo restrict it. Annual Membership & Support Level: $25 minimum (tax-
creditable); Provincial Executive: O/ PresidentRobert Metz; Vice-presiden; OntaroAloyd Walker, Onlaro Secrelary-Robert Vaughan, Fegiona/
Vice-presiaent Eastern Omtarno. Willlam Frampton; Chve/ Financrig/ Omicer:Patti Plant; Executive Officers: Barry Malcolm, Barry Fitzgerald; Party Leader:

Jack Plant.

We are aware that, due to their reduced size, many of the reproduced articles or letters in this newsletter may be difficult for some to read.
FULL-SIZED REPRODUCTIONS ARE THEREFORE AVAILABLE ON REQUEST.

TO ORDER TRANSCRIPTS, REPORTS, OR OTHER REPRODUCTIONS mentioned or published in this newsletter (or simply to request more

information on Freedom Party) please call or write:

[FREEDOM PARTY OF ONTARIO, P.O. Box 2214, Stn. ‘A’, LONDON, Ontario N6A 4E3; Phone: 1-800-830-3301 (Ontario only); Outside Ontario,
or in the London area, please call: (519) 681-3999; OFFICES: 240 Commissioners Road West, LONDON, Ontario, N6J 1Y1.




