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Freedom Briefs...

(...cont'd from page 10)

influential as it has been in the past, there is
still much | can do as a member of the school
board.”

Vaughan has become widely known in
London as a fresh voice of reason at the
London Public School Board. Often on side
with fellow trustees Ab Chahbar, Rob Alder
and Tom McClenaghan (all of whom have
chosen to seek city council seats in the
November election), Vaughan was often quo-
ted by the press acting as a sort of unofficial
“opposition” to the majority members of the
Board.

Vaughan successfully fulfiled his 1994
campaign promises of acting fiscally respon-
sible and championing the ‘“back-to-basic”
approach to education. He opposed every tax
increase the Board made over the past three
years. He opposed the $50 million renovation
and down-sizing of Beal Secondary School

(the single largest education capital project in
the province). He was also instrumental in
putting “phonics” on the agenda of the Board.
With a motion by Vaughan, the Board recog-
nized “phonics” as a “fundamental” com-
ponent of reading instruction rather than
simply another “clue” in the guessing-game
approach used in “whole-language”.

INVITATIONS

LONDON (September 29, 1997) - London
area Fp members and supporters received a
special invitation from party president Robert
Metz to attend a campaign fund-raising event
for Fp executive member Robert Vaughan to
be held October 10. Vaughan is running for
re-election as trustee (see previous brief).

0=

We wish Robert success in his re-election
campaign. Any Fp member who is able to
help Robert with either a financial contribution
or on a volunteer basis is asked to call him at
(519) 451-8613.

0> VAUGHAN RESIGNS

LONDON (October 8, 1997) - Due to his
new position on the PC executive (See brief,
page 10), Fp executive member Robert
Vaughan tendered his resignation from Free-
dom Party’s provincial executive.

“l want to avoid the appearance of con-
flicting political roles,” he explains. "I cannot
appear to be supporting two competing politi-
cal organizations at an executive level, though
| see no problem in retaining my membership
status with Fp. | would like to thank Fp leader
Lloyd Walker, president Robert Metz, and
other Fp executive members for their friend-
ship and commitment to freedom.”

“Although we are saddened and dis-
appointed to see Robert leave the executive,”
responds Fp leader Lloyd Walker, “there is
still much that we can do together. We will
continue our long-standing tradition of working
with other individuals and groups, on an ad
hoc basis, wherever common goals and objec-
tives exist, regardless of political affiliation.”
{END}

BY NATE HENDLEY
I was standing on the steps of the

London, Ont. provincial courthouse

on Aug. 14 when Marc Emery stepped
out of the building and began handing
out marijuana.

One for the pot

contained “no THC, or only trace

ing the right to make decisions that effect

amounts,” but police raided his London
store and residence anyway, charging
him with possession of marijuana, culti-
vation and trafficking.

Clay then hooked up with Osgoode
Hall law professor Alan Young, a long-

“If you want freedom, you just have
to take it,” explained Emery, as he and
several eager takers sparked joints in
front of a crowd of journalists.

With a reefer of California Orange
bumning in his hand, Emery, publisher of
Cannabis Canada

magazine and owner of
Hemp BC, the best bis
known head shop in the ‘(‘"‘“‘

: aw reform
country, launched into

advocates get
something to
smile about

monologue about the pots'|
trial he just witnessed.
“The judge was
plainly a coward," sai
Emery to the scrum. “Hi
didn't defend our rights,
Emery offered a choice
slander against the ju
family which 1 won't
repeat, then announced.
Emery and about 80
other people, who rang
from hippies and street
youth o suit-clad me
of the libertarian Freedo:
Party of Ontario, had com
to London to witness J;
John McCart pronounce h

verdict against Chris Clay#
In May, 1995, an undercover polic time drug critic of Canada's drug laws.
officer entered The Great Canadian Along with Toronto lawyer Paul Burstein,

Hemporium (later known as Hemp
Nation), Clay's pot paraphernalia and
cannabis information store, and pur-
chased a two-inch female hemp clone.
Clay insisted the plants he was selling

Clay and Young launched a legal chal-
lenge aimed of marijuana laws.

cy, the right to “bodily integrity” (mean-

your body — i.e. inhaling pot smoke)
and what Young called the “arbitrary
placement” of marijuana in the Narcotic
Control Act with hard drugs like heroin
and cocaine.

As precedents for the case, Young
cited a 1975 decision by the Alaskan
Supreme Court which legalized pot
smoking in private dwellings and the
1988 ruling by the Supreme Court of
Canada which overturned Canadian
abortion laws.

Young also tried to prove pot had
legitimate medicinal uses and that laws
against recreational smoking violated
the Charter of Rights of Freedoms.
The challenge failed and Justice
McCart found Clay guilty on three
counts of trafficking and possession.
Clay was acquitted of cultivation while
all charges were dismissed against
Hemporium employee Jordan
Prentice, who had also been arrested
for possession and trafficking.
In his ruling the judge conceded
that marijuana was “relatively harm-
less,” didn't lead to hard drugs or
psychosis and might have some thér-
apeutic benefits. Justice McCart
spoke positively of decriminalization
efforts in Europe, the United States and
Australia whereby possession cases are
treated as minor, ticketable offences that
don’t result in jail time.

While in favor of reform, Justice

The constitutional challenge consisted ~ McCart said only politicians, not judges,
of three main elements: the right to priva-

had the authority to change drug laws and
he urged Parliament to take a “second

look™ at statutes forbidding marijuana use

RADICALS VS. GRADUALS

The trial over, splits within the pot move-
ment have become more apparent. On one
side, radicals such as Emery view the trial
as a farce and pledge civil disobedience.

Robert Metz, leader of the Freedom
Party, which gave Clay $1.000 to support
his challenge, has said on previous occa-
sions that “marijuana should have the
same legal status as asparagus.” This
position may be seconded by many pot
smokers, but is unlikely 1o win many
converts in the wider public.

It seems to me that a combination of
well-planned court challenges with real-
istic goals (Clay and Young were solely
concerned with legalizing pot, not all
drugs), is an excellent method of getting
media attention while pressuring the gov-
ernment to liberalize marijuana laws.
Smoking pot on the courthouse steps and
talking about repealing ull drug laws
might make good street theatre but won't
impress the audience that mauers: poliu-
cians in the House of Commons who, as
Justice McCart points out, are the only
people can trigger a “green revolution”
and legalize pot in this country.

Clay himself says he thinks the ver-
dict was “a very positive decision.” He
plans to appeal Justice McCart's verdict
and that the judge’s “comments on
marijuana’s use in treating glaucoma,
nausea, AIDS wasting, etc. have opened
the doorway to a separate challenge
based on medical grounds.”

Indeed, only days after the Clay ver-
dict was reached, Lynn Harichy, a
London, Ont. woman who has multiple
sclerosis, told the London Free Press that
she plans to launch a constitutional chal-
lenge to legalize medical marijuana. &

o> ABOVE: -from £yemagazine, September 4, 1997. Article by Nate Hendley offers some background
information on the Chris Clay court challenge. For related stories and articles, see pages 4-7.
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We have a track record to be proud of. A
track record to brag about. A track record we
should --- and do --- brag about. Our Aecord
of Actiorr and every back-issue of our newslet-
ters are available in print and on our website. If
anyone doubts that Freedom Party is a party
of principle, they have only to look at the
evidence.

average voter is reluctant to vote for a party
that is not “a contender”. Electoral expec-
tations aside, fielding roughly quadruple the
number of candidates, let's say 52, will be an
accomplishment that demonstrates our seri-
ous commitment to shaping the political
environment of Ontario.

my personal choice to stay involved with Fp.
The same holds true today. Only now, I'm one
of the helpers.

Do you have ideas? Share them. Your
suggestions may well turn a key that opens a
door of opportunity to us. Do you have an
issue or project that you would like to see
pursued? Call us. We can help.
Do you have time? Volunteer it.

Where do we go from
here? Our evolution must
continue. We must build
upon the groundwork laid
so far.

As Freedom Party'’s
new interim leader, |
already have two key
objectives in mind: Dou-
ble Fp's income in the

“To effect change, we all must AC7, be it in
proviading radeas, contributing money,
volunteering fo help out, leading a cam-
paign, runming as a candidate, efc. 7hrougl
Freedorm Party, we all have the opportunity

fo become /leaders. ”

We need all the help WE can get,
too. Do you have money? Contri-
bute. With the generous tax-cre-
dits Ontario offers, there's no
reason why each of us can't
afford to chip in. Every penny
counts --- and adds up.

To effect change, we all
must ACT, be it in providing
ideas, contributing money, volun-
teering to help out, leading a

next 2 years; Quadruple
the number of candidates
we field in the next provincial election. These
are two goals | believe we must reach. To build
our credibility as an electable entity we must
field more candidates.

One simple reason many people don't ---
or cannot --- vote for Fp is because, so far, we
have only fielded a low number of candidates.
In 1985, Fp fielded three candidates. In 1995,
twelve. If we do not field the necessary number
of provincial candidates to form a government
(at least 51 under the new riding distributions)

Why double the money? Because running
in the next provincial election won't be pos-
sible without it. 52 candidates need a lot of
money to run effective campaigns, over
$10,000 in candidate deposits alone.

How will we be able to do this? There's
only one way | know of. I'm counting on you to
get involved. Through my own experience with
Freedom Party, it soon became obvious that
if | demonstrated a willingness to put in some
work and take initiative, party supporters
would be there to help. That was a big part of

campaign, running as a candi-

date, etc. Through Freedom
Party, we all have the opportunity to become
leaders. | encourage you to seize that oppor-
tunity, exploit your own potential, and help
create a better and freer Ontario at the same
time.

Taking the first step is the hardest part,
and for many of you, | know, it seems a
revolutionary one to take. But rest assured,
once taken, you'll discover, as | did, that the
next step is infinitely easier.

we seriously compromise our electability. The

The rest is evolution. {END}

Don't rank freedom
on left-right scale

A column by David Frum, Fight left
with renewed conservatism (Sept. 20).
and a letter by John Timar, Freedom
resides with the left wing (Oct. 2), both
try to identify freedom with one point
on the left-right political spectrum. In’
that attempt they both make the
same mistake. They try to take free-
dom (the highest standard we can.
measure a political idea against) and
fit it into the left-right spectrum. It
doesn't fit.

In general, the right seems to be m
favor of economic freedom, while the
left would restrict it. The left has a
greater concern with personal free-
doms, which the right would restrict.,
Those in the middle simply choose to
restrict either economic or personal

freedoms to suit their particular:

party’s tastes. Freedom, whether eco--

nomic or personal, can only be de:.

fended by a party that ignores the left--
right descriptions and considers its-
job to be putting freedom first.

I have been labelled a right-winger,
when defending economic freedoms,
and a left-winger when defending per-
sonal freedoms. In both cases, the peo-
ple addressing me were correct. That
alone should make it obvious that the-
left-right spectrum is useless in iden-
tifying those who would defend our
freedoms.

Perhaps we need to look at polmcal
ideas and measure them against a dif--
ferent standard than left-or right.
And that standard i fHé 6AT§' stai-"
dard Freedom Party \188s 4nad the one”
that Frum and Timar used first: free-
dom

. .. LLOYD WALKER-
Party Leader.
Freedom Party of Quffrio

> Above: Fp leader Lioyd
Walker reacts to two previous
commentaries in the pages
of the London Free Press
(October 11, 1997).
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