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business. If my employer got a tax cut it
would go right into their pockets or into
the stock market.

What is your position on the MAI and
a tax scheme like the Tobin Tax? Do you
see bank service fees the same as a tax?
My feeling that | get from your page is that
the Fpis not a very compassionate group
but a 'survival of the fittest’ type. Some of
my best friends are poor and unhappy.
They would love to just work in relatively
unskilled work but with at least a livable
wage. The free market has exported their
jobs. We have a minimum wage, so how
about a maximum wage? Believe me, the
incentive to do well in this life would not
be lost. If you think so, call me and come
and try keeping pace with me at my work
place. | would make mince meat out of
your free market ideals. | am a true
socialist in my heart but when | am in
Rome | do as the Romans do.

| work in the dental business. There is
pure free market forces hard at work.
When a dentist charges you mega bucks
for work you didn't need because you
didn't shop around, do not complain
about the bill or [what] they may or may
not have done.

Anthony Sinn,
ajs@rosphere.net, August 10, 1999

Hello Anthony! Thanks for taking the time
to write us regarding your concerns, which
we'll respond to roughly in the order in which
you raised them:

You state that our economic policies and
our stance on gun control are ‘scary’. We think
that gun control is scary because the only
thing it accomplishes is to disarm law-abiding
citizens while criminals remain armed. The
right to self-defence is a fundamental right.

However, no one has a right to INITIATE
force against anyone, whether with or without
a weapon. By controlling a person’s right to
self defense we have morally equated such a
person with the person who uses a weapon as
an instrument to INITIATE force. That's why we
believe that people who use force in the
commission of a crime should be given much
more serious sentences that those who do not.

Gun control is very much like drug
prohibition. It opens the door to corruption in
our police forces, makes criminals out of
people who are not criminals, and gives undue
powers to the government that cannot be

justified in a free society. Every totalitarian
society has gun control.

Economically, we believe in freedom. As
George Bernard Shaw, one famous socialist,
once said: "Freedom means responsibility.
That's why most people dread it.” There is no
doubt that many people find individual respon-
sibility ‘scary’, but no matter how scary it may
seem, its alternative is definitely more scary.
You are quite correct when you say that “Fp
policy would be that | chose to take the job
and that is my responsibility.”

The fundamental moral question is: If it is
NOT vyour responsibility, whose is it? Mine?
Your neighbour's? Your family? The stranger
down the street? If so, consider how scary
YOU would seem to them. Or even worse, if
they felt the same way you feel, then it would
be YOUR responsibility to provide THEM with
the things they want in life. And the only way
that could be accomplished is by INITIATING
force against you. Now that's scary!

With respect to the MAI, we support the
principles behind it, that all investors in a
particular country should be on an equal
footing before the law, regardless of where the
investor may live in the world. It works both
ways: Foreign investors investing in Canada
would have the same rights and freedom as
Canadians, while Canadians investing abroad
would have the same rights and freedoms as
the citizens in the country where they invest.
To do otherwise would be to promote inequa-
lity before and under the law. We'll be publish-
ing a full article on this issue in the near future.
Watch for it when it is posted to our web site
later this year.

We are opposed to the imposition of ANY
further taxes and would lower taxes across the
board, something that would benefit those with
low incomes the most. Bank service fees are
not the same as a tax, since they are techni-
cally a ‘user fee’, whereas a tax is a ‘NON-user
fee' which would have to be paid even if a
person does not use a particular service. Does
this make any sense at all?

You speak of compassion and socialism.
They are not the same thing. Socialism is the
use of government force to achieve a given
political and social end. Compassion is the
voluntary giving by some individuals to others
in need. We would support the right of anyone
to give their own money to anyone of their
choice; we do not support the right of anyone
voting to spend SOMEONE ELSE'S money on
the programs they may happen to agree with.

If you are indeed a ‘true socialist’ in your
heart, then in practice you will be forced to
support the initiation of force in human rela-
tionships, and worse, you will require an
instrument of force (i.e., a gun) to implement
any such policies. The contradiction of social-
ism (i.e., the use of violence vs compassion) is
self-evident and that is why no socialist system

has lasted very long.

Your example of a dentist who charges for
services not required is not unique to a free
market. It is probably more prevalent in a
socialist system, where the consumer does not
even know when and how much a doctor is
charging for a visit. But there is no way to fairly
compare such statistics under a state mono-
poly, since the issues of ‘shopping around’ or
‘complaining about a bill’ do not exist.

Remember, a free market does not mean
an absence of laws or consumer protections. It
simply means that consumers within a market-
place are free to choose with whom they deal
with and what they buy. Its alternative is an
unfree market, which means that someone
else (politicians) will tell you what price you
must pay and whom you must buy your
products from. Similarly, minimum (or maxi-
mum!) wage laws restrict the right of
employees to negotiate their own terms of
employment. For example, because | am
self-employed, | am often working for less than
minimum wage, but | believe that it is my right
to do so. Those who would set the value of my
work at some legal minimum or maximum
level are in effect saying that | am not the
owner of my own labour; if that is true, then |
do not even have the right to my own life.
Consider the consequences; they extend far
beyond the self-interest of any given indivi-
dual.

Thanks again for writing. We hope that
some of these responses are helpful. Many of
the issues you have raised are dealt with in
greater detail on our website; Check out our
issues index page which is accessible from
any page on the site. [rm]

o> JUST SLUTS FOR VOTES

You people are way off the mark. We
need strong governments to enforce laws
to maintain a civil society. Your ideas
[about] gun control are just plain ludicr-
ous. | don’'t know of one gun owner who
has ever defended themselves with a
firearm. | have known many who are law
abiding citizens who have either shot
themselves or shot someone else while
drunk.

If you believe in responsibility so
much then how come'the stock market is
only responsible to the shareholder and
no one else? Come on, think about it. A
company can take all its profit and plow it
into the stock market and forget about the
people on the shop floor.

Taxes are user fees. Who do you think
supplies our, health care, roads, sewers,
infrastructure, public broadcasting? We
should have government-run banking.

{cont'd on next page...}




Fall, 2000

Freedom Flyer 34

FPage 39

feedback

we get letters...

{ contd from previous page}

Yes | am a socialist. Without strong
legislation and a strong enforcer we end
up with a capitalist system that has a few
rich people and mostly wealthy people. |
say tax the shit out of the stock market
trades. The record breaking Dow Jones
hasn’t increased my standard of living for
me or my neighbour. Our health care isn't
the greatest, but a least it serves everyone
instead of mostly everyone.

You guys are just sluts for votes like
all the rest of the political parties. If you
really don't like paying taxes, move to a
country where they don’t have them.
Sierra Leone perhaps. | bet they also
don’t have gun laws.

Please don't reply.
Anthony Sinn

<afs@iosphere.net>, August 10,
7999

No reply necessary. [rm]

0 HOW EXTRAORDINARY!

How extraordinary to discover you,
your site, and your party! Here you are
speaking bold truths long lost to the
masses, and in Canada, no less.

| am only saddened to see evidence
of individualists leaving in frustration and
going to the U.S. Things here are not
good, we are in the final stages of what
was once said by Winston Churchill ‘there
will be a time when America has become
socialist and Russia free'. Even as this
unravels, a travesty manifests as ex-com-
munists come to the United States and
Canada to learn how to better control
people.

| have been spending much time in
my own ‘Galt’s Gulch’ (yes | am a Ran-
dian, but in the sense she and | believe
the same things, just as you, apparently,
do; in that sense | contend we are not
‘followers of Ayn Rand’ but believers in
the same principles she stated so well*).
Discovering you, it might be reasonable to
conclude that through your efforts
Canada will become superior to the
United States in the coming Millennium
and it will be Canada the productive will
call home.

Please retain your exceptional sanity;
while under attack from those who call
you totalitarian, fascist, right-wing and all

the myriad expressions they themselves
obviously do not understand (Individual-
ism = fascism???; Avowed abhorrence of
controlling others = totalitarian-

they may gain of your philosophy and
platform with such logic(ill) is drug rela-
ted.

| will stay in touch and find a way to
help you, as you know that is only helping
myself. Intelligent Generosity and Altru-
ism is, after all, the ultimate expression of
selfishness, helping others worthy; help-
ing as an investment in humanity not a
gift, our individual products being the
only possible true gift.

Warm Regards from one less alone.
H. Bruce Hartgers,
<thephnx@gis.net>, August 8, 1999

*BTW: not to let ‘the Cat out of the Bag' but you
may soon see "‘Atlas Shrugged" on film from a major
studio. Thanks to the extraordinary efforts of one
woman who will have to remain anonymous for not too

much longer, | hope.

Hello Bruce! Thanks for the comments
and valuable insights. | hope you plan to keep
in touch in the future. Any time you're ready to
let the ‘cat out of the bag’, please let us know
This sounds like great news. [rm]

0= EXCELLENCE AWARD
Congratulations!

Your website, http://www.freedom-
party.org has been selected as a featured
site in StudyWeb as one of the best
educational resources on the web by our
Researchers. StudyWeb is one of the
Internet’s premier sites for educational
resources for students and teachers.
Since 1996 our professional reviewers
have been scouring the Internet to select
only the finest sites to be included in
StudyWeb’s reviews. Each site in Stu-
dyWeb includes a detailed review describ-
ing it’s merits.

If you are unfamiliar with StudyWeb,
please check us out at ’http://www.stu-
dyweb.com’.

Inclusion in StudyWeb will increase
your exposure and attract new visitors to
your site: our reviews have been featured
on Webcrawler Select, The Top 5%, Edu-
cation World, and many others. StudyWeb
updates are provided to media and edu-
cational resources around the world.

We invite you to display the pres-

tigious ‘StudyWeb Excellence Award’
which is only offered to sites included in
StudyWeb, like your site. The award is
available at: http://www.studyweb.com/
about/swaward.htm.

Thanks -- and again, congratulations!

Leslie Kenny, Webmaster/Sensor £dr-
tor, StudyWeb

<StudywebAwards@studyweb.com>
June 8, 1999

0= CITING YOUR SITE

The book ‘“Creating Winning Web
Sites with e-Quality : Guidelines for Cana-
dian Politicians™ (ISBN 1-55303-003-0), is
being produced. As an aid to all politi-
cians in Canada, this guidebook is citing
well designed pages within the political
community. Included in our examples is a
link to your page, http://www.freedom-
party.org.

We want to make sure our links are
current for as long as possible. Are there
plans in the immediate future to move,
remove, or structurally modify this page?
If the page is moving, what is the new
URL? If there is a foreseeable change in
this page, could you please notify me.

Thank-you,

Eric Letts, e-Quality
hitp./www.e-Quality.net,
Ofttawa Ontario, March 29, 1999

We are honoured to be included in your
book. Rest assured that we are not planning to
restructure our home page or alter our URL.
Maintaining a registered, permanent domain
address was one of the first principles we
adopted when creating our site. It is our hope
that, notwithstanding any technological
changes that would dictate otherwise, we will
be able to continue using our web site address
for many many years into the future. [rm]
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0> Readers are encouraged to

send their letters to
Feedback. Write: Box 2214,
London Ontario N6A 4E3;
Fax: (519) 681-2857; e-mail:
feedback@freedomparty.org
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legally award “anything” as compensation to the complainant, Metz
painted a picture of a process that is a clear and present danger to
the fundamental principles of justice on which any free nation rests.

Citing the absurdity of the labels that have been used in
conjunction with ‘racial’ issues, Metz reminded attendees that “Elieff
was charged with ‘racism’ --- even though the majority of his tenants
were Asian. Philip Rushton was labeled a racist --- even though he
consistently placed races different from his ‘above’ his own. John
McKellar was labeled ‘homophobic’ because he formed Homo-
sexuals Opposed to Pride Extremism (HOPE) --- even though he
himself is gay. Ernst Zundel and James Keegstra were charged
with ‘spreading false news’ --- even though newspapers and
politicians do so on a daily basis. And that is to say nothing of what
has happened to a growing number of mayors in this country.

“Having the right to disagree is no longer a freedom we have
in Canada,” Metz emphasized. “The hidden agenda of those who
support so-called Human Rights legislation is twofold: 1) to advance
a socialist philosophy based on a redistribution of wealth, and 2) by
using labels of 'racism’ to stifle and eliminate debate about the
former and thus avoid the truth.”

o> ABOVE: Year 2000 World Libertarian
N Conference organizer Mary Lou
> CURRENT STATUS Gutscher has a lot to smile about.
As of this writing, Elieff's case is still in ‘discovery’ stage, which The 19th annual conference,
began on September 14, 2000. Many more documents, including sponsored by the /emational

affidavits, invoices, financial records, newspaper articles, etc. have . . ;
yet to be exchanged amongst the various parties involved. After that Socreyy for Individual Liberty ('S”—)

process is complete, and if there is no settlement or agreement brOK? all previous attendance records
among parties, a jury trial date will be set. and introduced Freedom Party to

: : libertarians from around the world.
Readers are encouraged to contribute to the on-going battle g
on Elijah’'s behalf. It is an expensive and time-consuming undertak- See the story inside on page 34.
ing and Elijah simply cannot afford to do it on his own. See the
box on page 33 for details of how to contribute. (\p,

FREEDOM FLYER

No. 34 (Volume 6 Number 4), Fall, 2000, 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
founded on the principle that: £very individual, in the peacefi/ pursuit of personal fulfiliment, has an absolute right to his or her own life, liberty, and
property. Platform: that the pupose of governmentis to protectour fundamental freedoms, 70/ to restrict them. Annual Membership & Support
Level: $25 minimum (tax-creditable); Provincial Executive: Ontario Fresident Robert Metz; Ontario Vice-president: William Frampton; Ontario
Secretary: Barry Malcolm; Chief Financial Officer: Paul Blair; Executive Officers: Paul Blair, Paul McKeever, Gordon Mood, Robert Vaughan; Party
Leader: Lloyd Walker.

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, Box 2214, LONDON, Ontario N6A 4E3; Phone: 1-800-830-3301 (toll-free in Ontario only); Outside
Ontario, or in the London area, please call: (519) 681-3999; Fax: (519) 681-2857; Website: http://www.freedomparty.org; OFFICES: 240
Commissioners Road West, LONDON, Ontario, N6J 1Y1; E-mail: feedback@freedomparty .org




