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Elections Commission ... 

FREEDOM PARTY REFUSES COMPLIANCE 
TORONTO (January 5 - September 19, 

1996) - Following a series of routine questions 
regarding Freedom Party 's 1993 annual 
financial return , Ontario's Commission On 
Election Finances accused the party of 
"overestimat(ing) the value of a contributed 
item", and demanded a cheque payable to the 
Commission in the amount of $1,150 if the 
official receipt in question could not be retrie­
ved. 

The $1 ,150 represented the difference 
between the Commission's estimate ($400) 
and Freedom Party's estimate ($1550) of the 
value of a Sony Super Beta hi-fi video tape 
recorder (Model SL-HF75O), which was contri­
buted to the party. (See illustration, below) 

IIJ INTIMIDATING STANCE 

Failure to comply with Commission rul­
ings may result in the deregistration of an 
Ontario political party. The Commission's 
terms of compliance were unusually intimidat­
ing and punitive, given that there has never 
been so much as a single hint of any 
contraventions in Fp's 10-year relationship 
with the Commission. It is well within its 
powers to simply cancel any incorrectly issued 
receipts directly through Revenue Canada, 
and to leave it at that. 

What made the Commission 's stance 
suspicious was the fact that the Commission, 
as per its own request, was provided with a 
copy of a personal receipt from the contributor 
in the amount of $1550, and no further 
objections were raised until it pronounced its 
decision. 

In a strongly worded letter to the Commis­
sion's compliance officer, Eileen De Cal­
deron, Fp president Robert Metz informed 
her that a special meeting of Fp's executive 
was called on February 21 , 1996 to discuss the 
Commission's ruling : "We have arrived at the 
consensus that Freedom Party cannot com­
ply with the terms as set out in your January 5 
letter. " 

IIJ FIVE PAGES OF REASONS 
TO SAY 'NO' 

The five-page letter outlined many rea­
sons for Fp's refusing to comply, including 
charges that the Commission's ruling was 
incorrect and unaccountable, that its decision 
offered no recourse or appeal process, that its 
valuation was contrary to the Elections 
Finances Act, and that the Commission's 
valuation was retroactive. 

" I am certainly capable of justifying the 
value assigned," wrote Metz, "and would have 
welcomed an opportunity to do so had it been 
offered to me. Quite frankly, I would have 
expected a friendly call, as has been the 
Commission's usual approach to audit matters 
in the past. 

"Should the Commission care to re­
consider this case, " he concluded, "I am 
confident that our valuation of the VCR in 
question will be shown to be entirely appro­
priate and well within Commission guidelines." 

IIJ COMMISSION NOT 
CONFIDENT - CONDUCTS 
AUDIT 

Instead of providing a written reply to our 
request, the Commission chose to conduct its 
first-ever direct audit of Freedom Party's 
premises and records. (Officially-registered 
political parties in Ontario are audited 
annually, with filings due at the Commission 
each May 31 .) 

Upon arriving at our 240 Commissioners 
Road office in London on March 26, 1996, 
Executive Director Gordon H. Kushner and 
his assistant proceeded to request documen­
tation for receipts issued up to five years past. 

"Boy, these guys keep pretty good 
records," he was overheard saying to his 
assistant, as documentation for each reques­
ted receipt was consistently provided. 

Little was said about the valuation of the 
original item in question, other than in Kush­
ner's outlining the general process to be 
followed in the valuation of any good or 
service donated to a political party. 

even though this issue was well beyond 
anything that could possibly be addressed by 
anyone at Freedom Party. (Contributors are 
under no obligation to use their official 
receipts, nor is it the function or responsibility 
of a political party to follow-up on how 
individuals file their personal tax returns.) 

He commented that, among other things, 
the traffic flow going by Fp's London offices 
was too low to justify the rent paid. (Freedom 
Party's offices are located at the corner of 
Knights Hill Road and Commissioners Road, 
where the latter widens from three to five 
lanes, but the office front, which provided 
Kushner with his view, faces the side street, 
Knights Hill Road.) Kushner offered no indica­
tion as to what level of traffic flow would be 
sufficient to match our current rent paid. 

No issues were resolved during the Com­
mission's audit. 

IIJ COMMISSION RE-ORDERS 
FREEDOM PARTY TO 
COMPLY 

In an April 3 1996 letter, faxed and sent by 
'double registered mail', Kushner thanked 
Metz for his cooperation during the Commis­
sion's audit, and on the issue of the contribu­
ted VCR's value, again ordered "Freedom 
Party to pay the $1,150 difference to the 
Commission to correct this apparent contra­
vention of the Elections Finances Act. " 

Metz responded by demanding that the 
Commission "state what this 'apparent contra­
vention' is, in writing, and provide us with 
evidence of any such contravention. You have 
referred to 'three quotes from electronics 
dealers'. Please provide us with copies of 

(COMPLIANCE .. . cont'd next pg) 

IIJ WHAT DO 
WE PAY 
FOR RENT? 

Curiously, most of 
the discussion pertained 
to the Commission's con­
cern that the rent paid 
($S5O/mo) for Freedom 
Party's (via official 
receipts) offices was 
'overvalued'. 

YCR-GATE: A semi-professional editing maching, Sony's Super Beta hi-fi VC 

model SL-HF750 features computer hook-ups and high-speed (81) recording capabil ities. 

Used to preserve Fp's beta library of the party 's history on video, the machine w 

ontributed, still new and unused in its packaging, to Freedom Party in 1994. 

Kushner went on at 
length about the possibi­
lity that the building 's lan­
dlords may not have 
been filing their tax 
receipts appropriately. 
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these quotes." Metz also informed Kushner 
that he had contacted the electronics dealers 
in question, and that they each agreed that 
Fp's evaluation of the VCR was perfectly 
justifiable. 

The Commission never did produce any 
of the requested information. However, Kush­
ner later wrote Metz that "the quotes we 
received were oral although you seemed to 
get much the same information." (Somehow, 
an $1150 difference in opinion can be regar­
ded as "much the same information" !) 

Kushner also listed four other receipts, 
two from 1994, and one each from 1993 and 
1992 respectively. He informed Metz that "the 
tax credit receipts issued for the two com­
puters and the typewriter will be invalidated." 
He requested that Metz provide him with 
"quotes from three businesses that deal with 
such second hand equipment and present 
these to the Commission in writing ." 

[D" Fp RE-REFUSES 
COMPLIANCE 

"Your request that we obtain three quotes 
from second-hand equipment stores is not 
only inappropriate and premature, " he respon­
ded, "but amounts to nothing less than asking 
us to provide evidence for a decision you 
apparently have already arrived at. That is the 
Commission's responsibility, not ours. It's up 
to US to justify OUR evaluation of the receipts, 
not your (evaluations) ." 

Metz also demanded that the Commis­
sion explain why it invalidated official receipts 
going as far back as 1992 before Freedom 
Party was gIven any opportunity to investigate 
or respond. "Also, " he demanded, "please 
provide us with the specific contraventions 
regarding EACH of these receipts, so that we 
can be ABLE to respond. " 

In yet another turnabout, Kushner respon­
ded by saying that "the Commission has not 
yet invalidated any receipts. It is a proposal at 
this time." (The quote four paragraphs above 
was taken verbatim from Kushner's previous 
correspondence. That's a 'proposal'?!?) 

(JJ LET'S TRY RENT 
CONTROL 

In its apparent effort to find SOME kind of 
contravention on Freedom Party's part, Kush­
ner demanded that we " reconsider" our office 
rental agreement. 

"Inquiries in the mall where you have your 
offices;'L wrote- Kushner; ~'indicateu 1hat-a fair 
rent for your premises would be $1 per square 
foot... .. 

He noted that there was no written rental 
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agreement (which has never been a require­
ment) , and informed Metz that "the Commis­
sion will invalidate all the tax credit receipts 
issued in 1994 as payment for rent in 1995. " 
The latter was particularly surprising, since the 
Commission had, in advance, explicitly appro­
ved Freedom Party's prepayment of rent 
arrangement when the party first moved into 
its new premises. 

Kushner also ordered Metz to "retrieve 
and return to us all those tax credit receipts 
issued in 1995 for 1996 rent or make payment 
to the Commission the excess value of the 
rent. " 

(JJ BADGE OF HONOUR 

This prompted a response not only from 
Metz, but from the owners of the property 
where our offices are located. 

"I am one of the owners of the above 
property," wrote landlord and Freedom Party 
supporter David Southen. " I would like to 
thank you for skulking around my property 
and disturbing my tenants and asking them to 
disclose to you confidential information. You 
allege that tenants at 240 Commissioners Rd 
W. pay $1 per square foot. Explain to me how 
you calculated this amount. None of the 
tenants there pay that amount of rent. 

"You also make mention that there is no 
written agreement," he continued. "In spite of 
what you may think, you will find that it is 
entirely legal and proper for parties to conduct 
their business affairs without written documen­
tation. In another age, it was a badge of 
honour to deal verbally with each other, 
without the need of a written contract. At this 
point, I see no reason to change that. " 

Southen went on to attack the Commis­
sion on a broader basis, and challenged the 
Commission's motives for its directed harass­
ment against Freedom Party : 

(JJ BAND OF TOADIES 

"I think that it is particularly despicable 
that an organization I pay taxes to support 
comes sniffing around my property. Has the 
government mandated that you eliminate 
small or fringe parties? Did the Freedom 
Party's ruthless criticism piss off the govern­
ment so badly that you were told to harass 
them? Why are you wasting your time on 
minor issues? That's the thing that really 
interests me." 

In a defiant stance against the Commis­
sion, Southen concluded that "this year I'm 
deducting the receipt I've been issued by the 
Freedom Party. If you don't like that, I guess 
I'll be seeing you and your band of toadies in 
court. Perhaps there, in an open and public 
forum, we'll get to the truth of why you 're 
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snooping around areas which do not concern 
you." 

Metz added his voice to Southen's: 

"We reject your request that we formalize 
a rental agreement subject to the Commis­
sion's terms. Since neither we nor our lan­
dlords have any desire to do so, any such 
'agreement' would have to be forced upon us 
by the Commission, and would have to be 
written and drafted by the Commission. If the 
Commission actually has such authority, 
please advise. " 

(JJ COMMISSION RELENTS 

After consulting its legal counsel, and 
after holding several 'in camera' meetings 
regarding Freedom Party's position, we were 
informed on September 19, 1996 that "the 
Commission met on September 18, 1996 and 
reviewed all of the outstanding issues related 
to Freedom Party." 

Surprisingly, the Commission ordered 
only minor name changes to two receipts 
pertaining to Freedom Party's rent, neither of 
which affected the amounts on those receipts. 

All other matters were dropped. 

Despite its inability to demonstrate any 
contraventions on the part of Freedom Party, 
"the Commission asked that the party be 
reminded that it has a responsibility to ensure 
goods and services are contributed and recor­
ded at their proper value." 

OJ GOODBYE GOODS & 
SERVICES RECEIPTS? 

No doubt , the Commission's frustration 
with Freedom Party was a 'contributing ' 
factor (no pun intended) in its recent proposal 
to abolish tax credit receipts for goods and 
services contributions. 

In its February 1997 newsletter, the Com­
mission announced that "There's potential for 
abuse of the tax credit system if overvalued 
receipts or receipts for questionable goods 
and services are issued." 

Until the legislature passes the proposed 
amendment, it's politics as usual. 

OJ GET THE DETAILS! 

There were many other issues and details 
in our dispute with the Elections Anences 
CommISsion that were not covered in this 
article. Copies of all correspondence regard­
ing this matter are available to Freedom 
Party members and supporters on request. 
See green box on back cover for details of 
how to get in touch with us ! 
< END> 
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distraction to cover his sleight of hand, taken 
greater control of education with hardly any 
notice. 

Not to be uncovered, they have also 
worked to ensure that it's even more difficult to 
notice that all the same cards are present. 
When you know that the players in the game 
are counting the cards in the deck, you can 
always resort to using more than one deck at 
the same time. Harris has deftly mixed the 
welfare and social services decks into the pile. 
Now the shuffling is more cumbersome, but no 
one can focus on where anyone card is in the 
pile. 

Rest assured that they are all there, and 
that they 've thrown in a couple jokers with 
them. You can bet that the jokers are all wild 
cards that will allow the government to pave 
the way to even more control , perhaps in the 
form of television commercials telling us how 
much better 'efficient government' is for 
Ontario. 

The opposition parties, seeing that the 
order of the cards has changed, busily con­
demn the changes. They are joined by the 
media, who also don't recognize anything 
except that the order of the cards is different. 
Both groups voicing their criticisms are simply 
accusing the PCs of stacking the cards. 

They never question the role of the 
government dealing the cards at all! 

OJ INEVITABLE? 

On closer inspection, Bill 26 was inevi­
table. The government gets a great deal of 
flack over various facets of our society and 
(regardless of which party is in power) they 
don 't like it. We can all identify with this. In our 
lives circumstances may arise where we are 
held responsible for something but don 't have 
the authority to do anything about it. It's a 
fairly common situation for employees, and 
has been identified as a major beef that most 
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people have in their jobs. Responsibility with­
out authority is frustrating, destructive to 
morale, and generally difficult to deal with. 

There are two ways to deal with responsi­
bility without authority. One is to have the 
responsibility placed on the shoulders of those 
who hold the authority or power to control the 
situation. The other is the one that the Conser­
vatives chose: to grab the authority. Under the 
influence of their mindset, they had to. They 
were elected to 'govern', so there's no way 
they would give up responsibility by (excuse 
the cliche) 'empowering' others to deliver 
services. They are, instead, going to make a 
grab for the authority (the power) to control 
the situations for which they are being held 
accountable. 

This is what BIll 26 did. Bill 26 was a 
power grab, nothing else. It gave the govern­
ment more control of the situation. It fit the 
mindset that politicians must 'govern' the 
province. It fit their definition of 'less govern­
ment' because they can seek efficiencies with 
greater ease. 

It also fits the course of all socialist 
programs. Since they never work in practice 
and quickly become bloated, inefficient, unres­
ponsive, and ineffective, they always have to 
be 'taken over' once again by the government. 
However, this time the government needs to 
ensure that it has more control in the name of 
making those programs work . 

OJ LET'S STACK THE DECK­
FOR FREEDOM 

Many will undoubtedly argue that the PCs 
are doing a good job. They're cutting spend­
ing which was badly needed, and that's good 
for Ontario. I can't disagree with that goal, just 
as Freedom Party didn't disagree with the 
goal of reduced spending found in Bill26. 

What should bother us is the ends 
towards which these new means are being 
created. 

FREEDOM FLYER 
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The same power in the hands of a 
benevolent government or a tyrannical one 
has drastically different results. The problem 
with a stacked deck is that if you stack the 
deck and then pass it on to the next dealer 
(next government) , you 'll get the lousy cards 
you intended for them. They'll get the great 
hand. All of the authority assumed by the 
Conservative government will also be assu­
med by the next government. Think about that. 
Do you trust McGinty or Hampton as much as 
Harris? Do you really think anyone should hold 
that much power? 

Less governMENT should mean less 
governiNG. It should mean reducing the 
amount of government control, red tape and 
regulation in order to increase the choices 
available to the people of Ontario. A change 
with the goal of increasing choices in educa­
tion would be a positive step for Ontario. A 
change that delivers the same less choice, 
even if it does so more efficiently , is not a 
change significantly for the better. Of course, 
stopping the province of Ontario from bleeding 
to death economically is a good thing , but in 
and of itself, it does not make us more free. 

Unlike the Progressive Conservative Part} 
of Ontario, Freedom Party is a party that 
wants to truly empower the public. We want 
the power where it belongs, in the hands of 
private citizens. It doesn't belong in the hands 
of legislators who think they must continually 
'govern' us. It should reside with each indivi­
dual so that we may each properly 'govern' 
ourselves. 

Freedom is what is at risk . 

Governments shuffle and deal the cards 
to one another, but what is in the pot that they 
hope to win? Our right to govern ourselves. 
Our right to freely pursue our lives. Our right to 
take responsibility for our lives. 

Those are the stakes. That is what we 
stand to lose. And lose we will, until we get a 
dealer who wants us to win. < END> 
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