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( MEDIA cont'd from prev. pg.)

Once again, their silence was broken by the
host suggesting that everybody was still
waiting for Fp's “literature to hit the streets”,
although no attempt was made to explain how
this had any bearing on Plant’s question.

“Mr. Plant,” concluded the program host,
“| regret to say that I'm going to have to
offend you all over again and move on to
another caller so thank you for your contribu-
tion to the show tonight and best wishes in
your campaign..."”

On June 1, only a few days after Plant's
conversation, Fp secretary Robert Vaughan
was tuned into Radio Western to listen to
commentary about the election. One of the
speakers repeatedly tried to bring up Free-
dom Party, against the objections of the
program host who successfully cut off any
discussion of Fp.

Other media disappointments involved
expectations based on past election
experiences which did not repeat themselves
in 1995. During the last election in 1990,
Rogers Cable in Toronto featured a pro-
vince-wide leaders' debate between the lea-
ders of all the alternate parties. Radio stations
like CFRB and CBC in Toronto conducted
extensive and well-researched interviews with
then Fp leader Robert Metz. None of these
opportunities were extended to Freedom
Party in 1995.

We have been asked by a number of our
London-area supporters why Freedom Party
was not featured on CKSL Radio's "Jim
Chapman Show" during the election, which
is London's only local phone-in talk show. We
can offer no explanation, particularly in light of
the station’s publicized commitment to bring
all the alternatives to the attention of voters,
and in view of Chapman's awareness of
Freedom Party. Once again in contrast to
past experience, this was the first time in four
elections that Fp was not offered an oppor-
tunity to appear on an open-line talk show in
the London area.

In Toronto, Global TV featured a series
on Ontario’s alternate political parties and
Freedom Party was well represented by
Chris Balabanian. Unfortunately, Global had
its own agenda, leaving anyone who watched
its coverage of the alternate parties com-
pletely in the dark about what those parties
may represent.

Experiences such as these are continual
disappointments, and hard learning
experiences, about the power --- and bias ---
of the media. It may well be that much of the
dramatic decline in support for the alternate
parties was due, not only to the majority
Conservative victory, but to dramatically-
decreased media exposure, and thus, drama-
tically-decreased public awareness. <END>

THANK YOU!

Fp leader Jack Plant and our candidates wish to extend a hearty
“THANK YOU” to the following people whose contributions and
volunteer help made their Election’95 effort a success.

Jeffrey Adam, Bob Adams, Jim Allan, Eugenia Allen, Marc Baker,
Chris Balabanian, Ted Banks, David Bawden, Elizabeth Bendell, Ron
Bendell, Tom Borrowman, Mike Braley, Michael Brandt, Bruce Braund,
Carol Bridgelal, Harold Burrows, Noemi Byrnes, Vaughan Byrnes, Joe
Byway, Kathy Byway, Sara Byway, Bob Cape, Franz Cauchi, Craig
Chandler, Sandra Chrysler, John Cossar, Mike Davidson, Gord Deans,
Sylvie Desrosiers, Frank Doberstein, Lynda Doberstein, Gordon Domm,
Erich Donisch, Bill Downe, Elija Elieff, Marc Emery, John Ferguson, Dick
Field, Sandra Forbes, Jay Forhan, Dave Fortner, Bill Frampton, Morris
Gates, John Gaul, Edward Gil, Morris Goldenberg, William Goodman,
Frank Gue, Mary Lou Gutscher, Lyle Halverson, Andrea Hanington,
Stephen Hayhurst, Ken Hilborn, Murray Hopper, Shirley Hopper, Helen
Irwin, Greg Jones, lvan Kasuriak, Doreen Kimura, David Kohlsmith,
Dusan Kubias, Paul Lambert, John LeBlanc, Rick Leir, Ken Lewis,
Steven Lotz, Lou Lumani, Paul Magder, Kim Malcolm, Joel Mayne, Paul
McKeever, Dan McRae, Bill Metcalfe, Mary Metcalfe, Danielle Metz,
Frances Metz, Kathy Metz, Gary Milani, Rick Minto, Gordon Mood,
Laurie Mood, Trudy Moody, Brad Morosan, Sheila Morrison, Barbara
Newham, Ivor Nixon, Dorothy Nother, Tom Ofner, Sandra Paquet, Lynn
Payen, Sieg Pedde, Gary Penn, Patti Plant, Conrad Ranzan, Rick
Redman, Ken Reffell, Mavis Reffell, Joe Renaud, David Rodman, John
Runge, Linda Runge, Jack Sands, Karen Selick, Peter Sergautis, Steve
Sharpe, Dave Southen, Jack Southen, Louise Spanics, Philip Spicer,
Todd Spurrell, Craig Stevens, Frank Stevens, Barry Swane, Joan
Swane, Maurice Temoin, Adam Toth, William Trench, Stephen Turner,
Silvio Ursomarzo, Greg Utas, Andrew Vandenberg, Carol Vandenberg,
Peter Vandenberg, Ted VanKool, Jeanette Vaughan, Robert Vaughan,
Wally West, Peter Zathey.
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ONTARIO ELECTION

Alternate parties deserve voters’ attention
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The Freedom party
and Family Coali-
tion offer contrast-
ing and well-consid-
ered views.

By Rory Leishman

Although the three main politi-
cal parties in the Ontario election
campaign get most of the atten-
tion, and properly so, voters
might well also ponder the well-
considered and contrasting views
of the Family Coalition Party
(FCP) and the Freedom Party of
Ontario (FP).

Two of the leading candidates
for the FCP and FP are running in
Middlesex: Jamie Harris for the
FCP and Barry Malcolm for the
FP. Irene Mathyssen is seeking to
hold the seat for the New Democ-
rats, Doug Reycraft is attempting
a comeback for the Liberals, and
Bruce Smith aims to regain the
riding for the Progressive
Conservatives.

POSITIONS: At an all-candi-
dates meeting in Strathroy last
week, all five demonstrated an
impressive ability to articulate
the respective positions of their
parties. But since the general
policies of the NDP, the Liberals
and the Conservatives are gener-
ally well known, this column will
focus on the contrasting view-
points of the FCP and FP as repre-
sented by Harris and Malcolm.

On many issues, the two parties
are indistinguishable. Both, for
example, are profoundly skeptical
of government job-creation
programs.

Harris suggested to his Strath-
roy audience that the NDP's
JobsOntario program is. at best,
“an interesting token” for the
chronically unemploved that pro-
vides only hugely expensive and
temporary benefits. To generate
more, lasting jobs, he insisted,
“basically, we need smaller gov-
ernment, we need less intrusive

government, we need less govern-
ment spending and ultimately re-
duced taxation.”

Malcolm could not have agreed
more. If government-funded job
creation really works, he asked,
why did the NDP not hugely ex-
pand JobsOntario with a view to
wiping out unemployment alto-
gether, instead of piecemeal?

In Malcolm'’s judgment, taking
money out of the pockets of tax-
payers so it can be funneled
through a team of government bu-
reaucrats and back into a so-
called job-creation program is a
hugely wasteful and inefTicient
procedure. He holds that govern-
ment can only solve the problem
of unemployment. by taxing less
and allowing consumers to spend
more on things of their own
choice.

Malcolm also insisted that.
“"What we need is a limited gov
ernment that will put its fiscal
house in order in a responsible
manner.” On this point, too, Har
ris concurred. “To promise any

kind of tax reduction is irrespon-
sible,” he contended. “We must
balance the budget as soon as pos-
sible because as Barry (Malcolm)
was saying, all we are doing is de-
ferring taxation for every dollar
we borrow.”

Harris and Malcolm also agreed

on the merits of workfare for able-

bodied welfare recipients, the
evils of employment-equity dis-
crimination, and the desirability
of giving parents freedom of
choice in education through a
voucher system.

Likewise, the FCP and the FP
both favor abolition of the On-
tario Human Rights Commission.

MORAL ROLE: Where these
parties part company is on the
moral role of government. Harris
for example, said the FCP is hor-
rified by the casino gambling
business and would shut it down,
because it fosters gambling addic
tion. destroys tamilies and under-
mines the work ethic. Malcolm
said the FP would also like to sce

the Ontario government get out of
the gambling business, but would
sell off the Windsor casino to the
private sector.

That's typical of the Freedom
party. It maintains, as Malcolm
explained, “that the purpose of
government is to protect individ-
ual freedom of choice, not to re-
strict it. We believe,” he empha-
sized, “that everyone has the
right to life, liberty and property,
and that these rights should be
protected from fraud or physical
force on the part of any individ-
ual or group, including any
government.”

On this basis, Malcolm said the
FP would close down the censor
board of Ontario, legalize the sale
of marijuana and license private-
sector brothels. In the judgment
of the FP, government should not
coerce people into doing, or re-
fraining from doing, anything
solely for their own good.

Harris and the FCP fundamen-
tally disagree with this laissez-
faire, individualist, libertarian-
ism of the FP. They also scorn
“the weathervane morality” of
the Conservatives and the “pro-
gressive” morality of the Liberals
and New Democrats. Alone
among the parties, the FCP in-
sists that government should con-
sistently promote marriage, the
procreative family and the sancti-
ty of human life.

While the FCP and the FP
would both abolish funding for
abortions, the FP is otherwise
pro-choice. Only the FCP res-
olutely upholds the right to life of
all innocent human beings from
conception to natural death.

“The one factor that has led to
moral decline, more than any-
thing else in this province and in
this continent. for that matter, is
disrespect for life.” insists Harris
The educational three Rs will not
save us, he warns: “We are going
to turn this province into LA (Los
Angeles) north,” unless future
generations of children can learn
once again to appreciate what he
aptly calls. “the fundamental
three Rs - responsibility, right
and wrong and respect for hife”

1iv95

ABOVE: from the London Free Press, June 1, 1995. National Affairs columnist Rory Leishman's editorial comparing Freedom Party with

the Family Coalition Party provides an accurate assessment of POLICY similarities and differences between the two parties. However, Leishman's

assessment of Fp's position on the “moral role of government" reflects a fundamental misunderstanding of the principles on which Freedom Party
is based. His implication, by comparison, that Fp's “laissez-faire, individualist” philosophy has no base in “morality” is, unfortunately, a false

impression shared by many today --- and publicly admitted to by the FCP. Because this belief does a great deal of damage to the cause of

individual freedom and ultimately, to morality itself, it will become an issue we must critically address in future Freedom Party efforts. Watch for our
response to this perception in an upcoming issue of Consent!
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“Restoring freedom and prosperity to
Ontario is our fundamental mission,” says
Freedom Party Leader Jack Plant. “To do
that, we have to be able and willing to work
with people from every walk of life and
political background. People have every
good reason to be suspicious of new politi-
cal parties. We respect that. We intend to
EARN their support.”

Freedom Party is an officially-registered
Ontario political party that has been working
for individual freedom, lower taxes, and free
enterprise since 1984, when the party was
founded. Far more than “just a political
party” which fields candidates during Ontario
elections, Freedom Party lobbies, educates,
and supports groups and individuals working
towards these common goals on a full-time
basis.

Since its inception, Freedom Party has
been documenting its record of action in its
official party newsletter, Freedom Flyer. A
sister publication, Consent, is the party's
forum for opinion, discussion, and debate on
many controversial issues and ideas.
Because the party likes to demonstrate that
it practises what it preaches, back-issues of
both newsletters are always available to
members of the public and media.

In its first public campaign in 1985,
Freedom Party successfully prevented the
spending of $110 million provincial, federal,
and municipal tax-dollars to fund the 1991
Pan-Am Games in London Ontario, where the
party is headquartered. The campaign inclu-
ded six months of intense lobbying of federal,
provincial, and municipal governments, and
the doorto-door delivery of the party’s 8-
page brochure outlining its stand on the
issué.

Freedom Party has gone head-to-head
with various powerful unions, and has even
assisted in the successful prevention of
union ratifications.

Most recently, Freedom Party has
attacked what it regards as the “racist man-
date” of Ontario’s Human Rights Commission
(HRC). Volunteering his services, party pre-
sident, Robert Metz, successfully defended a
London landlord who was falsely accused of
“discrimination” before an HRC Board of
Inquiry in 1993. During the course of hear-
ings, the Board of Inquiry placed a publica-
tion ban on one of the party’s newsletters
which reported details of a deal the Commis-
sion tried to make with the landlord in
exchange for dropping the complaint against
him. Despite the ban, the party has continued

PARTY MISSION TO RESTORE FREEDOM AND
PROSPERITY TO ONTARIO

to distribute the information, and is now
preparing to go on the offensive in bringing
the dangers of the HRC to the attention of
Ontarians.

Freedom Party believes that the pur-
pose of government is to protect individual
freedom of choice, not to restrict it. Founded
on the principle that “Every individual, in the
peaceful pursuit of personal fulfilment, has
an absolute right to his or her own life,
liberty, and property,” the party has taken its
philosophy to the streets by leading and
supporting many successful campaigns
favouring lower taxes, freedom of associa-
tion in labour relations, freedom of speech,
choice in education, and objectivity in the
administration of justice.

“Regardless of your political affiliation,”
says Party Leader Jack Plant, “Freedom
Party has something to offer you. Check us
out. Surprise yourself.”

For more information, call or write:
FREEDOM PARTY OF ONTARIO P.O.
Box 2214, Stn. A.,, LONDON, Ontario
N6A 4E3 (519) 681-3999.
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=Volume 5, Number 4, July, 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
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