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we get letters...

(...cont'd from prev. page)

their land. Hey, I'm all for a little privacy,
but the playing scales are hardly balan-
ced in my best interest. There is no way
that the present economic market could
go from what it is now to what you people
envision without the playing field being
totally skewed towards those that are
already in power. And by that | don’t
mean the “G”. Big business already runs
the “G” far too much as it is.

You have to be joking when you say
that through private property everyone is
going to become responsible; if there
wasn't any “G” around to dampen the
economic interests of the big companies,
they’d be raping the earth and its inhabi-
tants even faster than they are now! This
is probably not even going to be read by
you so I'll stop now. It was worth a try.

Marc Bowes,
mbowes@awinc.com, June, 1997

Thanks for taking the time to write us, but
we sure would appreciate it if you could let us
know what we've said that led you to your
conclusions. Certainly, based on what you've
written above, your conclusions appear totally
based on assumptions, even to the point of
your assumption that we ‘probably’ won't even
read your mail. While we do not always have
the time to respond to all the mail we receive,
rest assured that we do read all our mail, and
that many of our letters find their way to a
permanent position on our website, as will
yours.

Your suggestion that Dr. Block and Mr.
Metz are in some way paid by ‘people like
Conrad Black’ is certainly fanciful, and we at
Fp would certainly welcome such funding.
Unfortunately, it just isn't so. It is a fact that the
largest recipients of corporate political contri-
butions are the Liberal and Conservative par-
ties, while the NDP is the main recipient of big
union contributions. Freedom Party is totally
funded through the voluntary contributions of
individuals, and we are unaware of any who
claim access to vast amounts of wealth. Nor
would it matter, since contributions to political
parties are severely limited to minuscule
amounts. Financial records of all political
parties are also open to public scrutiny,
though in light of the contribution restrictions,
we would prefer to see that contributors to
political parties retain their privacy.

Your statement that Freedom Party
exists ‘solely to keep thediscussion of politics
from ever veering too far to the left' and to

prevent any ‘truthfully thought out discussion’
is way off mark. Strictly speaking, Freedom
Party is neither a ‘left’ nor ‘right' wing party,
since we believe in both economic (unlike you)
and personal (like you) freedom. What we find
puzzling is why a person like yourself, who
sees the value of personal freedom, seems to
have a problem with the concept of economic
freedom. Perhaps you'd like to let us know.

If you really believe our discussions are
not ‘truthfully thought out’, then on what
grounds would you explain our support of
hemp activist Chris Clay?

You have stated that the arguments put
forth by Dr. Block and Mr. Metz make you
‘shudder’. What arguments? We'd certainly
appreciate an opportunity to allay your fears,
but without any specifics, how can we? Most
importantly, what possible arguments put forth
by us would lead you to conclude that Fp is
‘racist, sexist, and anthropocentric'?

We believe that all individuals are equal
before and under the law, and we repeat this
message constantly. Those interested in a
‘truthfully thought out discussion’ bear the
obligation to let us know what specifics are
being referred to.

Your comments are symptomatic of many
criticisms levied against the philosophy of
freedom: Labeling, evasion of specifics, and a
misrepresentation of the opposition are three
clear signs of an argument that has no interest
in truthfully thought out discussion.

A prime directive behind Freedom
Party’s philosophy is that no individual, group,
or government has any right to INITIATE force
against any other individual, group, or govern-
ment. To suggest that such a philosophy of
individual freedom could possibly lead to
totalitarianism would be a contradiction in
terms. Again, if we've said or printed anything
that contradicts this aspect of our philosophy,
please let us know.

Your reference to criminals forcing people
from their land seems to indicate that you
value the institution of private property. Howe-
ver, you seem to suggest that private property
means that there wouldn’t be any government.
Quite the contrary.

Protecting property rights is one of the
prime legitimate functions of government. It is
the failure of government to do so that has led
to unnecessary pollution and environmental
problems. It is no coincidence that environ-
mental problems are worst in those countries
where the government owns and runs every-
thing.

If you would provide us with evidence of
your conclusions about Mr. Metz, Dr. Block,
and/or Freedom Party, we'd sure appreciate
hearing from you! Then we could address your
concerns more directly. [rm]

o= FAKE PHONICS ON
SESAME STREET?

| believe you may want to update *“10
Alibi’s” in your Whole Language section
[on Fp's web site - ed] because you state
Sesame Streef has been exposing the
children to phonics. Well, they used to do
phonics, but now their ‘reading” vig-
nettes are instead presented as some
form of whole word recognition, which as
you know, is the method used in Whole
Language. At least, that's the Sesame
Street we see down here. The only real
concession Whole Language has made to
phonics is to teach the initial consonant
sound, and so maybe that little bit of
phonics has led some to believe the
‘' Sesame Streefteaches phonics.”

Background: Mother of 5, whose chil-
dren hated reading and couldn’t read,
write or spell, either! After | trained them
in phonics, all love reading, and only one
can’t spell very well still (probably lazy).

Love the work you are doing up there
--- best wishes always!

Jeanne Harris,
MO/SER, Oregon USA, March 1997

Thank you for your kind comments and
for taking the time to write us. Your observa-
tions are consistent with many that we have
received about Sesame Street no longer
teaching ‘real’ phonics. Our original article on
the ten alibis for whole language was written in
1992, and our example of

Sesame Street was used simply to coun-
ter the alibi that “too much TV" is a cause of
illiteracy. Of course, whole language taught on
TV can be just as harmful as whole language
taught in the schools. Similarly, phonics taught
on TV can be as beneficial as phonics taught
in schools.

However, in the near future, we will post
your comments on our site as an update and
footnote with a link to our Sesame Street
example. Thanks again for writing to bring this
to our attention. [rm]

{END}
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Hoofts of Change Cornferernce...

(...FREEDOM FIRST cont'd from pg. 7)

or concern. Subjects ranged from organiza-
tional software solutions for the ‘right’ in
Canada (Tim McKay), to a call for lowering
the voting age to 16 (by 15-year-old Karl
Baldauf, whose compelling arguments will
find their way to the pages of Comsent
magazine in the very near future).

Toronto Sun money editor Linda Leath-
erdale kicked off the whole event by distribut-
ing Canadian flags to all attendees in com-
memoration of the “flag flap” in Ottawa.

“We have the fastest-growing tax burden
in the western world,” she marked with alarm.
“I don't understand why ' Canadians aren't
screaming in the streets.”

London South MPP Bob Wood offered
an excellent electoral history (1985-1995) of
the Ontario Progressive Conservative
Party, using that party’s history as a way of
demonstrating how it managed to appeal to
the “three kinds of conservatives” required to
build an electoral base: economic conserva-
tives, populist conservatives, and social con-
servatives. Wood’'s suggestions were both
practical and useful, based on his experience
with the “theory, history, and science” of
political activity.

He warned attendees to avoid arguing
about “minor issues” in public, or “all three
voting groups will stop listening to you.”
Uniting under a single political party is not
necessarily a solution to the issues people
want resolved, Wood reminded the audience:

“Have more than one political party
exist, but find ways to work
together.”

1> DEMOCRACY, EH?

Possibly the best mechanism for parties
and individuals to work together on issues
where they can agree is proportional repre-
sentation. That was the bottom line of a most
entertaining and animated presentation made
by author, writer, and political activist Greg
Vezina, whose book (co-authored by John
Deverelll Democracy Eh? - A Guide to
Voter Action, may well be the only publica-
tion to earn the endorsements of people
ranging from Mike Harris to Judy Rebick.

Using a healthy dose of humor, cynicism,
and sarcasm, Vezina aptly demonstrated how
“our Canadian democracy makes it impos-
sible” to effect any meaningful change. We
have “Liberals for life” under the current
constituency system of Canada’s first-past-
the-post system, he argued, and then offered
ways of defeating that electoral system.

“Don't beat them, join them!” Vezina
suggested. “Nice guys don't even finish, let
alone finish last. Politics is for animals, not
people. Some people actually think it's to do
the right thing! Politics is about obtaining
POWER. Period.”

Until we have proportional representation,
Vezina recommended that individuals take
over existing party executives and candidate
nominations. Other tactics recommended in-
cluded the formation of a new amalgamated
party, and/or a focus on strategic or negative

voting. But his bottom line was clear:

“Endorse candidates who endorse pro-
portional representation!” Vezina concluded.

1> COMMON GROUND

Roots of Change organizer Craig
Chandler wrapped up the two day conference
by calling upon attendees to arrive at some
consensus on the issues they could all agree
to support, despite their many fundamental
differences in philosophy and areas of con-
cern. Surprisingly, support was virtually unani-
mous on six key issues, all of which are
supported by Freedom Party policy:

(1) End government funding of abortion;
(2) Seek an alternative to Canada’s first-
past-the-post electoral system; (3) Repeal the
Charter of Rights and Freedoms, (4) Oppose
the Calgary Framework in its current form; (5)
Promote less government, lower taxes, more
individual freedom; (6) Limit law-making to
those issues that protect individual rights.

We are pleased to report that the last item
(#6) was included at the behest of Freedom
Party founding member Mary Lou Gutscher,
who was quick to warn all that item #5 was too
vague and could be interpreted in ways not
consistent with individual freedoms.

Chandler vowed to integrate these recom-
mendations into PGIB’s lobby platform when
he returned to Calgary following the con-
ference. Our thanks and appreciation are
extended to both Mr. Chandler and the Pro-
gressive Group for Independent Business
for hosting a most provocative and stimulating
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