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(McKEEVER ...cont'd from previous page)

"Another huge mistake," explains
McKeever. "If you look at the history
of electricity and how we got into this
mess in the first place, we were spend-
ing billions upon billions to run these
price inefficient, cost inefficient
nuclear stations when in reality what
we needed to be focussing on was
more cleaner sources, renewable
sources of energy.

We shouldn't have been sinking $2
billion of taxpayer money into putting
Pickering A up --- years late, way over
budget --- when in fact, even when we
get it up and running, it's going to be
very expensive to generate the
electricity. Whereas if you had instead
natural gas, water powered, air
powered, solar powered alternatives to
these things. What we're having right
now is policy made up on the fly
without any reference to the to the
people who understand the system."

THE PRICE CAP SHELL
GAME

"Eves is trying to distance himself
from his own party's decision to open
up the price of electricity to
competition," said McKeever. "Which
was wrong, not because there wasn't
something to be done, but because he
did the wrong thing.

"The right thing would have been to
explain to the public how they can cap
their own fees by entering into con-
tracts with retailers, and to explain to
them that this is a short term bumpy
ride that is the result not of free market
change, but (of) a pattern of twenty or
thirty years of government controlled,
price-capped, overly-taxed electricity
suddenly coming on to your bill. The
whole thing is shown; it's transparent.
You can see it now. This is what
you've really been paying for electric-
ity all along. And now all he's really

doing is fooling people. Put a 4.3 cent
cap on the bill, but the government
keeps paying whatever the generator
charges. So it's really a bit of a shell
game."

Describing how the price cap was ef-
fectively a way in which to force
people who conserve electricity into
subsidizing the electric consumption of
others, McKeever offered the follow-
ing facts and explanation:

"Residential consumption in Ontario is
27%. The rest is commercial and
industrial. When a good portion of it
is paid through the tax system, guess
what? The guy's who's doing his part
trying to keep the lights low and just
use a little bit of electricity pays a
small bill but is paying for a lot of
electricity that OTHER people use
through the tax system. Who's hurt
most? The poor! Ironically they're
now going to be paying more for their
electricity with the price caps, than
they would have been paying without

them.  (November 27, 2002 - Jim Chap-
man Live, London)

McKEEVER on TAX REFORM

“No more property tax? You would
say to people they don't have to pay
any more property tax!?" reacted a
somewhat disbelieving Steve Pakin to
McKeever's proposal. "What would
you replace it with?"

"We're saying that you've paid for that
house with after-tax dollars,” confi-
dently responded McKeever. "It's your
house. You're 70 years old. Why
should you have to continue paying a
rent to keep it? Instead, what should
happen is that if you're consuming
services, you should pay for your
consumption. In conjunction  with
municipalities we would develop a
consumption oriented tax from which
they could then derive the revenues
needed to replace the property tax."

Aired on September 11, 2003,
McKeever's Studio 2 interview on TV

Ontario generated more favorable
public response to Fp's message than
any other single identifiable media
source. Host Steve Pakin's tight, infor-
mative and challenging interview cov-
ered all the basics: health care,
education, electricity, property tax,
auto insurance reform (eliminating no
fault), and background information
about Fp leader Paul McKeever.

ONTARIO'S FUTURE...

In a CTV Television news feature on
Freedom Party aired in Toronto Sep-
tember 20, 2003, Fp leader Paul McK-
eever summed up Ontario's prospects
for any meaningful change:

"We're going to be looking at 'Dalton
Eves' or 'Ernie McGuinty' --- they re-
ally are the same fellow when it comes
to policy. The differences are minus-
cule compared to what Freedom Party
is offering the public. We really are
offering them the only program that
will make Ontario a better place."

Like the TV Ontario interview, CTV's
news item covered all the essential
policy issues, and in addition included
footage of McKeever on the campaign
trail in downtown Toronto plus an in-
terview conducted in McKeever's own
law offices.

UNCERTAINTY ON THE
ROAD AHEAD

McKeever's Election'03 message con-
tinually emphasized the fact that both
Eves and McGuinty could not be
trusted, no matter what promises they
might make to the public.

"If (Ontarians) cast their vote for the
Liberals and the Conservatives again,
they're going to get exactly what
they've gotten,” predicted McKeever.

(McKEEVER... continued on next page)



Tories roasted at debate

Education policies
come under fire

BY LESLEY BOVIE
Staff Writer

OSHAWA - Somewhere across
town, Jerry Ouellette’s ears must

have been ringing.

Ontario
Election

2003

Unable to attend an Oshawa can-
didates’ forum hosted by local
teacher unions Wednesday night,
the MPP and his Tory government
were the evening’s easy targets.

“An MPP is supposed to lobby

for Oshawa for eight years.”

“T hate to talk about the incum-
bent when he’s not here, but it’s his
choice,” added Paul McKeever,
leader of the Freedom Party. “Let’s
face it, Jerry has a ministry that

government on your behalf” said
Liberal Party candidate Chris Top-
ple. “But nothing’s been happening

stocks fish ponds. I think there is a

See NDP page 5

At Left, Below: -
from the front page
of Oshawa This
Week, September 19,
2003: Anti-Tory
sentiment was front
and center in media
coverage of Fp leader
Paul McKeever's
home riding of
Oshawa.

NDP would leave class models to bargaining

NDP from page 1

shelf-life for politicians and Jerry's past
it

Organizers of the forum said the
Minister of Natural Resources had a pre-
vious dinner engagement with the
Shriners Club. He offered an alternative
date but it couldn’t be accommodated,
said Harvey Bischof, chief negotiator
and executive officer of District 13 of
the Ontario Secondary School Teachers
Federation.

Asked if he felt the MPP’s absence
had anything to do with the fact educa-
tors were hosting the event, Mr. Bischof
said, “He had a chance between the
teachers federations and the Shriners. I
think he knows who his constituents
are.

In actuality, only two candidates
were left to answer questions by the time
the public had their tumn. Sid Ryan, of

the New Democratic Party (NDP), had
to leave one hour into the debate to at-
tend another forum, while the Green
Party’s Karen Tweedle left at the close
of the media panel’s query, also for a
previous engagement.

As expected, the right of teachers to
strike was a hot topic. Mr. Topple
blamed Mike Hamis for evoking con-
tempt for educators that has “filtered
through MPPs right down to school
boards.

“We will start with respect. We will
start with good-faith bargaining, and in-
vesting $1.8 billion over the next four
years to education,” said the Liberal can-
didate.

Mr. Ryan said the NDP would place
a small surtax of about $115 on incomes
over $100,000 to create a general educa-
tion excellence fund. It would allow
boards to hire more teachers and prevent
labour strife.

“(Former Education Minister) John
Snobelen said he was going to create a
crisis in education and that's the ‘most
successful program he’s ever put in
place,” said Mr. Ryan.

Asked about class sizes, Mr. McK-
eever said numbers didn't concern the
Freedom Party, only performance. The
Liberal party would cap classes at 20
students for up to Grade 3 and beyond
that, only as more funding is available.
said Mr. Topple.

The NDP would allow teachers to
come up with class models at the collec-
tive bargaining table, said Mr. Ryan.

Like most of her answers that
evening, Green Party candidate Ms.
Tweedle was vague.

“We believe class effectiveness starts
at home with parents,” she said. “We'd
like to see more after-school programs.
We're just shuffling money around and
our children are getting lost.”

Below: - from the Toronto Sun, September 30, 2003:

Fp leader Paul McKeever's Official Platform message appeared as the paper's "Letter of the Day" two days before
Ontarians cast their votes. Given the brief commentary made by Sun editors at the end of McKeever's message, it

was clearly no secret which party would be winning the election.

LETTER OF THE DAY

FELLOW ONTARIANS, you have
the opportunity to elect your mem-
ber of the Ontario Legislature as
little as once every four or five
years. That is a long time between
elections. Consider how much has
changed in your life since 1999, or
1995. =
In Thursday’s provincial elec-
tion, you will, in effect, be choos-
ing your representative in a crew
. that will guide Ontario over some-
* times stormy seas. But your vote
will also play a much more impor-
tant role: It will determine whether
Ontario will merely follow the
wind, or travel purposefully in a
clearly mapped direction to a bet-
ter future.

This is no time to sell your vote
for a few cheap “wedge-issue”
promises. In exchange for your
vote, you deserve a clear vision for
improvement and prosperity, not
“experienced management” of the
little you already have. A govern-

~ment with the courage to do what

. is right, consistently, rather than :

the cowardly arrogance that
schemes and flip-flops to avoid the
loss of power and prestige. A pre-
mier who will work to facilitate On-
tario’s success, not someone who
seeks only the easiest route to
avoid failure.

From electricity to choice in
schools, the very things that
brought the Tories to power — a
commitment to breaking up gov-
ernment monopolies, to more
competition, and to more choice
and personal responsibility - have
now been ejected by the new red
Tory management of the Ontario
PC party. =

* Inits place is a scatter-brained,
make-it-up-as-you-go, grease-
every-squeaky-wheel style of gov-
ernance.

On the issues that will still mat-
ter five years from now - educa-
tion, health, electricity — you will
in fact see no real difference be-
tween the PCs, Liberals and NDP.
All of those parties are firmly com-
mitted to forcing you to pay for

schools your children do not at-
tend. All are committed to rationed
health care. All are in favour of ec-
onomically naive, dangerous and
irresponsible price controls for
electricity.

The Freedom Party of Ontario
believes the greatness of a society
is determined not by its govern-
ment’s tendency to divide a single
loaf of bread evenly, but by the ef-
forts of its members to produce
enough loaves for everyone. Indi-
vidual choice, personal responsi-
bility, dignity, prosperity and jus-
tice: That is Freedom Party’s vi-
sion for Ontario over the next four
or five years. You can find out
more about our platform at
www.freedomparty.on.ca and we
haye 24 candidates running across

~ the province. It all starts with your

vote on Oct. 2.
Paul McKeever
Leader
Freedom Party of Ontario
(Good luck. It appears all right
wing parties are going to need it)
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(McKEEVER ...cont'd from previous page)

"A host of uncertainty. We've gone
from crisis to crisis to crisis with this
government. | can't see it being any
different with Dalton McGuinty, who
over the last week has changed about
half of his policies 180 degrees from
where he was two weeks ago. (Nov/02)

CAPITALISM vs SOCIALISM

Chapman Live interviews aired in
London on Rogers Television.

"People like to believe the Tories are
proposing capitalism, but the fact of
the matter is that if you look at the
NDP, the Liberals and the Tories, their
only solution is more public ownership
of health care, more public ownership
of schools, 'public-ownership-public-
ownership-public-ownership', which
can only mean 'tax-tax-tax' to fund
them. That's not capitalism. That's
socialism as much as they want to

our socialism, not because of it," con-
cludes McKeever. "More rules? If you
look in the Liberal handbook, you'll
find the word BAN or REGULATE
more than you'll see anything along
the lines of 'allow' or 'permit.’

"There are two ways in which to make
people do something. You can either
give them sugar, or you can give them
a crack across the head with a whip.
Freedom Party essentially says: 'Let

"We are the only party proposing capi-
talism as a solution," McKeever clari-
fied in two separate pre-election Jim

wrap it up in a capitalist robe.

"We are successful in Ontario despite

people make a profit. Give them a
reason to do something productive for
society, and they'll do it." {end}

=

. ]

(...MESSAGE, cont'd from pg 4)

distribution. Concerns expressed by the Globe and Mail
revolved not only around the double-entendre of the
headline, but about the accuracy of the quotes on the
second page of the brochure.

Perhaps the most frustrating part of the experience was
knowing that virtually everyone at both papers who got to
see the original brochure found it to be extremely
humorous, some even suggesting that it was the "biggest
laugh they've had in months." Most notably, it was clear
that neither the Globe and Mail or the National Post made
its decision on any majority rule process, since in both the
cases, we were informed that it was only one executive or
person in authority who vetoed the original version of the
ad. Representatives at the Globe and Mail did not appear
interested in distributing our version with the revised
headline, and thus the decision to go with the National Post
was made.

While some small papers and distributors had no issues
with distributing the original version of Fp's brochure (i.e.,
the St Marys Independent, Fanshawe College's
Interrobang), other papers such as the Sarnia Observer
refused to accept Fp's advertising dollar with either version
of the ad on the explicit grounds that they supported
another political party.  Other distributors, particularly in
the Toronto area, refused to distribute Fp's brochure, incor-
rectly arguing that they were prohibited by government-
imposed election black-out rules. Attempts to convince
them that those rules do not apply to brochures (which is
the fact), fell on deaf ears.

Over 10,000 Fp Election'03 brochures were hand-delivered
door-to-door by volunteers in the London-area ridings,
thanks to the incredible efforts of volunteers Dave Durnin
(who was our #1 door-to-door distributor in Election'03),
Terry Clemens, and Dan Lenart. While the vast majority
of people clearly reacted favorably to Fp's brochure, a
small but vocal minority predictably reacted with open
hostility to having received a brochure with the words "Just
Blow Me" in their mailboxes, and made sure to let us know.
But the remarkable thing was this: without exception, when
it was suggested by Fp president Robert Metz that they
simply discard or throw the brochure away if they found it
to be offensive, the typical response was: "No way. [I'm
going to show it to my friends..."

Mission accomplished. {end}

Freedom Party
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