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EDITORIAL
THE BOAT PEOPLE

Collectivism has presented humanity with another predictable and recurring tragedy. This time the victims are Vietnamese
refugees, the most visible and endangered of which have been named "The Boat People." Predominently of Chinese
descent, these ex-Vietnamese are fleeing or being forced to flee from the communist regime in Vietnam, packed literally
shoulder to shoulder in boats of all sizes, hence their name. Their growing numbers and lack of nations willing to accept
them, has made their plight an international problem without a visible solution.

Can the world not see that the Boat People are not the problem? They are an unfortunate symptom of the real
problem facing mankind - the forced collectivization of the human race. Refugees will always be an inherent part of a

collectivist world. All those who are not a part of the chosen tribe, clan, race, or religion are always forced to suffer harsh
consequences at the hands of the majority. Always a part of the solution to the collectivist problem of minorities is
expulsion. And therein lies the problem facing the Vietnamese refugees. This "problem" has no solution because every
nation on earth has collectivist-rooted barriers to the free movement of dissatisfied or persecuted men and women.

The problem, the use of force by the state to restrict the free movement of man on this globe, is inescapable in today's
world. lt is merely another way of expressing the basic tenets of collectivism. A collectivist state by its nature must
restrict immigration and emigration. To do otherwise is to recognize that an individual has the right to leave his nation
at will and live somewhere more to his liking. This is to recognize that an individual has the right to his liberty and to
property, both of which by definition are characteristics of an individualistic philosophy, of which collectivisim is the
exact opposite.

There is only one "solution" for the agonies facing the next victims. Mankind must discover the principles of
individualism and practice them consistently on a near-global scale. Only a free world in which borders do not act as
barriers to the free flow of men, their ideas and their products offers relief to the Vietnamese Boat People and their
inevitable heirs to follow.
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While taxation is certainly the central issue in the Crown's
suit against Walter Boytinck, the 38 year old Vice-president
of HALT (Human Action to Limit Taxes) says it is by no
means the only issue. Also at stake is the right of an

accused in Canada to be judged by a jury of his peers.
ln a preliminary hearing, Judge D.D. Jones declared

that the trial would proceed by way of summary conviction
(judge without jury). On July 24, Boytinck petitioned the
British Columbia Supreme Court for an Order of Prohibi-
tion directing the lower court not to proceed by way of
summary conviction, but to give the accused the option of
trial by jury.

Boytinck maintains that trial by jury is a right long
recognized by the Magna Carta which is part of the
Canadian Constitution.

Last year, while fighting the government over his ref usal
to file his census form, he had a similar appeal turned down
by the Supreme Court. The Honourable Mister Justice
Munroe ruled that the version of Magna Carta adopted in

(continued on page 2)
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No free man shall be seized or imprisoned, or
stripped of his rights or possessions, or outlawed
or exiled, or deprived of his standing in any other
way, nor will we proceed with force against him,
or send others to do so, except by the lawful
judgment of his equals or by the law of the land.
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LAW

The right of an accused to be tried by a jury of his peers

has long been regarded as a fundamental protection of
liberty. Churchill said we must never cease to proclaim in
fearless tones the great principles of freedom and the
rights of man which find their expression in the Magna
Carta, the Bill of Rights, the habeas corpus, the trial by
jury, the English common law and the American Declara-
tion of lndependence. The famous jurist, Sir William
Blackstone, called the trial by jury "the glory of English
Law" and a "palladium of liberty".

Spooner on Trial by Jury

But what does the concept of trial by jury mean and why is

it of such importance? Perhaps the best philosophical
exposition of the subject is by Lysander Spooner, the 19th
century American iconoclast, in his Essay on the Trial by
Jury (1852). "The trial by jury," he says, "is a'trial by
the country', that is, by the people - as distinguished from
a trial by the government".

He continues, "the object of this trial 'by the country',

THE TRIAL BY ,URY: BULWARK AGAINST TYRANNY

by Marco den Ouden

or by the people, in preference to a trial by the govern-
ment, is to guard against every species of oppression by the
government. ln order to effect this end, it is indispensable
that the people, or 'the country', judge of and determine
their own liberties against the government; instead of the
government's judging of and determining its own powers
over the people. How is it possible that juries can do any-
thing to protect the liberties of the people against the
government, if they are not allowed to determine what
those liberties are?"

Juries, Spooner argues, not only must judge of the
facts of the case, but also of the justice of the law. lt is

"their primary and paramount duty to judge of the justice
of the law, and to hold all laws invalid, that are, in their
opinion, unjust or oppressive, and all persons guiltless in
violating, or resisting the execution of, such laws".

Moreover, conviction can only arise out of the
unanimous consent of all twelve jurors. This guarantees
that only such laws as "substantially the whole country"
would agree to, will be enforced. This is the greatest
protection of minority rights that a constitution can offer.

(continued on page 3)

Jury Tria! A Key lssue in Boytinck Case (from page I )

Canada provides that "no free man shall be seized or
imprisoned, or stripped of his rights or possessions, or out-
lawed or exiled, or deprived of his standing in any other
way, nor will we proceed with force against him, or send
others to do so, except by the lavtrful judgment of his
equals, or by the law of the land". The law of the land, he
said was that the court could proceed by way of summary
conviction. He rejected Boytinck's argument that the
word "or" should be interpreted as "and".

ln this new attempt at obtaining a trial by jury,
Boytinck has submitted in evidence a lengthy affidavit from
Professor Elizabeth Bongie of the Department of Classics at
UBC. Professor Bongie states that she has studied the
relevant clause of Magna Carta in its original Latin and
after consulting several authoritative books on Magna Carta
and using her own expertise in Latin, she concluded that if
the Latin word "vel" is to be rendered as "or" in English,
"then the 'or' will be one of the conjunctive forms of
that word which exist in English", specifically, "or" as

defined in the sixth definition of that word in the Oxford
Dictionary. (6. Or connects two words denoting the same
thing: = otherwise called, that is l=L. vel, sive). I ln other
words, the trial by jury rb the law of the land.

On July 27, 1979, Mr. Justice Esson rejected Walter
Boytinck's application for trial by jury. Boytinck is
appealing.
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The Trial By Jury: Bulwark Against Tyranny
(from page 2)

The key concept that the trial by jury embodies is, in
the words of the late J.A. O'Halloran of the B.C. Court
of Appeal, that "inherent rights remains in the People and
not in the King or Parliament or both combined".

While Spooner spends a good portion of the Essay

discussing the legal niceties of the Magna Carta and arguing
that the trial by jury was a right historically recognized by
that venerable document, he recognized that a long history
does not necessarily prove the validity of a long-held ideal.
He spends further chapters considering objections.

Perhaps the strongest objection is that the trial by jury
could paralyse the power of the majority. Spooner argues
that this is its crowning merit. "The will, or the pretended
will. of the majority, is the last lurking place of tyranny at
the present day. Obviously there is nothing in the nature
of majorities that insures justice at their hands. They have

the same passions as minorities, and thev have no qualities
i,vhatever that should be expected to prevent them from
practising the same tyranny as minorities, if they think it
will be for their interest to do so".

Trial by Jury Undermined

Recognizing the fact that juries are beholden to no one, the
Canadian government passed a statute during the Depres-
sion 30's permitting jury acquittals to be reversed on
appeal. Says Dr. Edgar Friedenberg of Dalhousie Univers-
sity, the government apparentiy anticipated "that juries

wr:uld reckiessly acquit some of the more revolutionary
of the unemployed whom the Crown would have iiked to
keep locked up anyway, no doubt with sincere confidence
that if they hadn't been guilty they '"vouldn't have been

accused". That statute was never invoked until the 70's
when Dr. Henry Morgentaler had his jury acquittal on
aboriir:n charges overturned by ti e Ouebec Court of
Appeal. The Supreme Ceurt of Canacja upheld the
appellate cor :rt's decision.

Under p,,.,ssure f rom John Diefenbaker, the federal
government has since passed a Bili forbidding appellate
courts from si..ri:stituting a conviction for jury-acquittal.
But the trial by jur;, still stands on sh;iky ground in Canada.

in 1976 a draft copy of a conf derrtial memo by a senior
justice dcpartment officia: rrvas nradi p,iblic. lt suggested
that *.iie riglit of an accused 'o he ied by jury be elimi-
nated in r:aseq o: theft. breaking lnci entering, and in some
narcotics cf: nc:s. The th':n..rstlce ltlinister, Ilcn Basford,
spoke oi a Je,.r to redu, ' I iai de,.iys, argLling that "an
accusei ', ; i ,eli ser:;e, if ,t ' ,l<ei months or year; for
him to ,:,rr , ri: innoc:nc+". T tis irom the it-'' tice
ilfii.1jgi..7 !C, ri. I r ;iJflir!: wh;re ]n , :cused is presumed to
be innocent dnt ti ..., i.'.;rd:,n, o,,ti'e state to prove guilt.

Surnmary Ce;rvicilu r \tiolates Liberty

Trial by .iury is not a right in Canada in allcases. There are

two kinds of offenses, indictable offenses and those subject
to summary conviction (judge without jury).

lndictable offenses include robbery, murder and other
violent crimes. Summary offenses include "srimes" against
the state such as failing to file a census form or tax return
or failing to comply with some bureaucratic regulatory
agency.

But, surely, it is precisely in cases of victimless, non-
violent crimes, of crimes against the government, where the
importance of the right to trial by iury is paramount.

While judges try to be impartial, nevertheless, judges are
charged solely with deciding questions of fact and inter-
preting the law. They do not judge of whether a law is
just or unjust. Only a jury can do this.

The government makes the laws. But it is for the
people, not the government, to decide whether those laws
are worthy of upholding.

It should be the accused's option to decide to have a

trial by judge alone. That option should rest solely with
the accused, not with the government. California and
Alaska already guarantee a iury trial to anyone charged
with a public offense. Canada can only gain by following
suit.

Conclusion

At a time when Canada is talking of a new constitution, it is

important that the issue of trial by jury gets thoroughly
discussed and the right to trial by iury as described in
Magna Carta 1215 be firmly entrenched in any such con-
stitution.

The trial by jury is one of the most solid bulwarks
against tyranny we have. We would do well to heed the
words of the Retired Chief Justice of the Alberta Supreme
Court, S. Bruce Smith. Commenting on the lustice depart-
ment memo leak and Ron Basford's statement, he said,
"The right to trial by jury is a centuries old right which
must be maintained. lt would be a ragedy if the right to
trial by jury in criminal cases was seriously abridged. The
consequences would be disastrous to our basic constitution
and pillars of freedom and would result in a partial elimina-
tion of the philosophy of fairness in the administration of
criminal law".

lndeed, the right to trial by jury ought not just to be
maintained in criminal law, but should be extended to any-
one and everyone charged with any offense in Canada.
Only then will Canada truly merit the title, "the true north
strong and free"!

+**++*******+*+**+*

Spooner's Essay on the Tria! By Jury is available from
The Libertarian Book Service,909 Thurlow St., Vancouver,
B.C. V6E 1W3. price $5.00. Please enclose .50 cents
extra for postage and handling.
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EDUCATION

BACK IN THE U.S.S.R.
by Heather Engstrom

Several Vancouver high schools are implementing a new
reading program. Called "Uninterrupted Sustained Silent
Reading", the program is one which touches every student
in the school, and whose objectives are to significantly
improve reading skills, one which encourages all students to
read, one which attempts to provide learning in an atmos-
phere of peace and tranquillity. Sounds great, right?

lf you are not yet even wary, you belong to the great
majoriry of parents, students, teachers, and school board
members who by general intellectual default allow pro-
grams such as the one I am describing to enter a school.
No one can question involvement, improvement, encourage-
ment, tranquillity - - - but too few people check beyond to
look at the larger picture. A willingness to let others do the
thinking has created another educational abortion.

No program is introduced without its being some sort of
answer to some sort of problem. So let us begin by
analyzing the nature of the problem, as the schools see it,
and then continue to look at the chosen solution.

The problem is seen to be a large proportion of illiterate
high school graduates, a flow of students leaving the schools
unable to read fluently and with comprehension. llliteracy
is seen to be a lack of reading skills, which is seen to be a

product of not reading. "Let's get the students reading!"
becomes the operative policy. To this end the
"Uninterrupted Sustained Silent Reading" program was
adopted. (The cumbersome and redundant title is more
than compensated for by the catchy familiarity of its
initials.)

The program was developed by one Dr. Laymond C.
Hunt at the University of Vermont in 1960. Dr. Hunt
theorized that if students spent a few minutes a day reading
materials of their own choice in a quiet atmosphere of con-
centration, the resulting involvement in the reading material
would enhance both skills and enioyment. ln its original
form, U.S.S.R. provides for everyone in the classroom,
teacher included, to sit in total quiet for 15-30 minute
periods reading, and only reading.

So far the program is innocuous enough. lt is the twist
given it locally that gets interesting. The three Vancouver
high schools adopting the program have modified it to
embrace not iust individual classrooms but the entire high
school. The rules, which vary only slightly from school to
school, are fairly simple:

1. Everyone under the roof of the school reads, with
the exception of one secretary who mans the
switchboard and one or two monitors (usually
the vice-principals of the school) who wander the
halls to check for violators.

2. No one disturbs. Any students arriving late tiptoe
to a specified area where they slide into an available
place and commence to read. Any visitors are put
on hold for the duration.

3. No one writes. Required study books may be

read, but no one may write or do homework or
other class work.

As far as mechanics are concerned - - - the daily 25
minutes that each of the schools use are extracted from
other parts of the school day, usually borrowing 5 minutes
from each class. Only one of the program implementers
was sure that the required minimum instruction set by the
Department of Education was still being met.

The most positive aspect of the program appears to be

that a vast majority of the people involved apparently like
it. The students seem to enjoy the opportunity to read
material of their own selection, and like the quiet. lnvolved
teachers also overwhelmingly approve the program: in a

year end vote at all three schools the program was rein-
stated; in one school 123 out of 125 teachers voted for its
extension. As the reading specialist who initially imple-
mented the program said, when pressed about evaluation
procedures, "They like it, and that's what counts."

Take a moment to consider that quote. lt is so easy to
pick on that l'm tempted not even to touch it, except that
it is such a sinister and familiar old argument. Of course
it's nice when people like what they're doing, and there's
no doubt that learning can best take place in such an
environment. But let's look a little more closely at this
"liking".

Remember that liking things depends on context.
Whether we enjoy something we are doing at a given
moment depends not only on our inherent enjoyment of
the project, but also on the other choices for activity that
are available. Thus, a student who says he enjoys a 25
minute reading program is doing so in the context of tasks
he often finds boring, irrelevant, threatening, tedious or
repetitious. Ask him how he enjoys a compulsory Saturday
afternoon reading program and you will likely get an
entirely different response. So what the implementer in
question is saying is no more than that the students like
the reading program a lot better than they like the alterna-
tive they see available to them at that moment. So much
for, "They like it, and that's what counts."

Similarly we can investigate the teachers' liking the
project. The pressures involved in implementing objectives
and controlling a classroom make teaching a stressful
activity. Teachers are going to like 25 tranquil minutes.
The official interim report says teacher response to sugges-
tions of dropping the program range from, "l don't know
what I would do without it", to "Over my dead body!" -
truly a remarkable sort of support. lt becomes obvious
that for students, office staff, teachers and administration
alike, U.S.S.R. is time out from an often unpleasant and
gruelling day. (Why the educational system should be
unpleasant and gruelling at all is a story for another day).

(continued on page 5)



AUGUST 1979 THE LIBERTARIAN 5

Back in the U.S.S.R. (from page 4)

Long-term consequences

Anyone who has ever awakened with a hangover or faced
an empty bank account after a spending spree knows that
a pleasant moment can occasionally have unpleasant
consequences. The critical test of the U.S.S.R. program has

to be an analysis of its long-term results.
1. Are rhere positive results? To give a proper answer, one

must challenge the assumption that a student sitting in
his desk for 25 minutes reading any material he chooses
to have with him is actually learning skills. ls he learning
comprehension, analysis, speed, retention, enjoyment?
To agree fully is to deny that there are reading skills
which can actually be taught, that there are more
efficient ways of learning than by blunder. Practicing
a skill is essential, but learning it is the first step.

Consider in this context the fact that in the average

high school English class it would be typical to find
the students reading, through the course of the year, ten
to fifteen short stories, ten essays, two novels, two full-
length plays --- all requiring, whether in class or at home,
a considerable amount of uninterrupted silent reading.
Social studies classes generally afford opportunity for a

significant amount of silent reading, and it would not be
rare in many other classes to find students reading from
a text or even a free-reading book for 15-30 minutes.
Uninterrupted silent reading is going on in the schools
already, and often in the context of practicing specific
skills.
It boils down again to the old educational dilemma:

can learning take place without motivation? Can the
learning of a U.S.S.R. automaton compare with that of
a student who, entirely of his own volition, takes out a

book on some subject of current interest and reads for
the same length of time? Does some authority figure's
saying, "Find a book that interests you for reading
during this period" constitute motivation? The question
of motivation is one that pokes holes in almost every
aspect of today's public education system, and certainly
in this particular program that was devised to circumvent
the problem.

2. A program proven to have little benefit is one thing, but
what if it were provento carry with it serious negatives?
ln reading and listening to discussions of the program,
one understands that the unquestioning uniformity of
the activity is considered to be one of its major blessings.
There is talk of "operative habit formation" and
"pattern establishment" and the old favorite "applied
social pressure". At its core this program is an exercise
in docility and regimentation. A voice over the intercom
announces, "And now it's reading time", and on
command a whole world abdicates the responsibility
of reasoning.

Accountability

One of the real revelations in this exploration has been the
lackadaisical attitude of the people involved toward
accountability. The interim report from the initiating
school states:

,,HOW WILL THE PROGRAM BE EVALUATED? ThE
habitual and pleasure aspects of the program are difficult
to measure. However, some specific aspects of the
program will be measured:
(a) increase/decrease in library circulation
(bl comparison of reading scores - before/after
(c) staff opinionnaire
(d) studentopinionnaire"
ln other words, this extensive program is being evaluated

by library circulation (can anyone seriously consider the
number of books that flow into and from a library to be

an end in itself, particularly in the contextot acompulsory
reading programT), two opinionnaires, and an undefined
comparison of reading scores? The latter is certainly the
only concrete indication in this evalution procedure, but
although there was talk of pre- and post- testing, no one
effectively surmounted the immense problem of isolating
the effects of this program. To date, the program is being
only subiectively evaluated. Over 5000 junior and senior
high school students spend 25 minutes every day of the
school year in a program (a total of some half million
learning hours a year) and no one is particularly interested
in accountability? Rest assured that the watch is NOT
being kept by school boards either: "That sort of thing is
a local community decision", said one school board official
to whom I spoke on the phone. Nobody is

watching or caring.
At the risk of overstatement, the U.S.S.R. program, like

its Eastern bloc namesake, is another mind-numbing
tyranny. Where is the allowance for individual differences,
for personal evaluation of one's time? No student or
teacher can suggest, "Why don't we try this or that at
9:45 today?" No lesson, no matter how well*tructured,
how involving, how important, can continue through the
call to books. No one can decide that today this time
might be better spent in some innovation, some follow-up,
some provocative exploration. Choice is gone, guidance is

gone, teaching is gone, learning is gone. lt is the beginning
of the end of any pretense of education.

This program is not particularly unusual. The sort
of thinking that permitted it entrance in the first place,
and that allows it to thrive unquestioned, has allowed
hundreds of similar programs and principles into the
school. The public school system today is in serious
philosophical and intellectual trouble, and U.S.S.R. is no
more than a blindingly clear demonstration.

Heather Engstrom is a former public *hool teacher and
will be writing regularly on education for The Libertarian.



6 THE LIBERTARIAN AUGUST 1979

HEALTH

TAKING A HEALTHY RISK

by Janet Brooks

"You can go through contemporary life fudging and evading, indulging and slacking, never really hungry nor frightened
nor passionately stirred, your highest moment a mere sentimental orgasm, and your first real contact with primary and
elemental n*essities the sweat of our deathbed."

- H.G. Wells

It would appear that one of the prime functions of govern-
ment in North America is to attempt to reduce the amount
of risk which ir citizens encounter in their lives. We have
government-sponsored automobile insurance, medical
insurance, and old-age pensions. We have family allowance
payments, safety testing of motor vehicles, and compensa-
tory payments to victims of crimes.

Furthermore government regulations often seek to
protect us from our own urges for experience and adven-
ture. We can't ride motorcycles without wearing helmets,
we must buckle our seatbelts while riding in automobiles,
and private boatowners must supply enough lifesaving
equipment for all passengers. ln the light of recent fatal
encounters with avalanches by helicopter skiers and rafting
accidents on the Fraser River, there are those who call for
even greater government involvement in the regulation of
such activities. Everywhere, it seems, government seeks to
coddle, protect and preserve us from ourselves,

Paradoxically governments, from time to time, also
encourage their coddled citizens to go to war. Many
people who lived through World War ll state that it was the
high point of their lives. And we've all talked to oldtimers
spinning their war yarns whose eyes still portray "the fierce
sparkle of life (which they felt) in the presence of death". 1'

However, as George Leonard wrote in The Ultimate
Athlete: "We need a society in which it is not necessary
to go to war or break the law in order to feel fully alive". 2-

Sport has been one of the socially acceptable areas in
which one could indulge in risky activities that challenge
and extend without confronting a host of governmental
rules and regulations. The incredible growth of participants
in high risk sports is directly related to governmental
encroachment on opportunities in other fields to take on
risk or challenge .

An American professor of preventive medicine at the
University of lllinois, Dr. Sol Rosenthal, has divided
sporting activities into two groups which he has called 'risk
exercise'sports and 'non-risk exercise' sports. He observed
that after non-risk exercise such as tennis or golf, one feels
tired, spent, fatigued. Those who participate in risk exer-
cise such as skiing or hang gliding often report a feeling of
euphoria. They finish the activity feeling immensely

exhilerated and animated in body and spirit. Rosenthal
speculates that there may be a chemical reason for this
unusual exhileration and if there is, and it can be isolated,
we will have a powerful instrument to combat aging and
mental depression.

Rosenthal suspects that taking calculated risks on a

physical and mental basis is necessary for our daily well-
being. His studies show that regular participants in risk
exercise sports are more efficient, more creative, and more
productive. He theorizes that risk-taking is an evolutionary
need. Those who were willing to take risks often were the
ones who survived.

Rosenthal also points out that the degree of euphoria
is proportional to the degree of competence in the activity.
The novice hang glider may experience nothing but fear.
Only when the individual is trained and skilled enough to
make the risk a calculated one, rather than a foolhardy
one, does euphoria result.

Nathaniel Branden in The Psychology of Self-Esteem
says that pleasure is a profound psychological need. He
describes the need for a demanding type of pleasure -
"a pleasure that demands the use of one's mind; not in the
sense of problem-solving but in the sense of exercising
discrimination, judgment, awareness". 3' ln the psycho-
logically healthy individual, there is an eagerness to face
challenges, to achieve, and to giow.

When governments restrict opportunities for people to
partake in activities that challenge and extend, they prevent
individuals from experiencing sensation that is at the far
horizon of human elation. lf one wishes to go helicopter
skiing in the Bugaboos or rafting down the Fraser River, it
is our right to do so. We all need to sweat a little before
we reach our deathbeds.

t. George Leonard, The Ultimate Athlete (New York: Avon
Books, 1975). p. 252.

z. lbid., p. 253.
3. Nathaniel Branden, The Psychology of Self-Esteem (New York:

Bantam Books, 1969), p. 136.

Janet Brooks is a Teaching Assistant in the Department
of Kinesiology, Simon Fraser lJniversity.
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COMBATTING INTERVENTION
by Kenneth McDonald

Decades of governmental intervention in, and regulation of ,
the market economy have all but obscured a fundamental
truth: that an economy which encourages competitive free
enterprise is the most productive both of material wealth
and of individual freedom.

The case for industrial capitalism rests not only upon
material grounds but upon spiritual and ethical grounds as

well. When people are free to apply their creative energies
to better ways of doing things, when they are free to
contract their labor to enterprises that take their fancy and
to put sumething aside from the fruits of that relationship.
they add to the country's material wealth and to the capital
stock from which the means to create more wealth is

drawn.
The independence that follows from these undertakings

enables the people who engage in them to pursue, at other
times. whatever activities appeal to their talents and inciina-
tions.

It takes only observation of the condition of people
in countries where they are not free to do those things to
be reminded that much of what Canadians take for granted
is precious indeed. The multitudes that greeted the Pope
during his remarkable and courageous progress through
Poland bore witness to a yearning for the freedom which
totalitarian communism is at pains to suppress.

One of the contradictions of industrial capitalism in a

liberal democracy is that the freedom it sustains opens the
field to freedom's opponents. Mouthing slogans - social
justice, equality, war on poverty - that cloak their designs
in a mantle of morality, they would use the state to limit
the economic freedom upon which the other freedoms
depend.

Failure of state intervention

Yet the failure of state intervention to achieve any of their
professed aims - in fact, its success in achieving precisely
the opposite - is self-evident. Moreover, the prophet
under whose banner the collectivists march saw this
himself .

ln the Road to Serfdom, Friedrich Hayek wrote: "lt is
pathetic, yet at the same time encouraging, to find as
prominent an old Communist as Max Eastman rediscovering
this truth: 'lt seems obvious to me now - though I have
been slow, I must say, in coming to the conclusion - that
the institution of private property is one of the main things
that have given man that limited amount of free and
equalness that Marx hoped to render inf inite by abolishing
this institution. Strangely enough, Marx was the first to
see this. He is the one who informed us, looking back-
wards. that the evolution of private capitalism with its free
market has been a precondition for the evolution of all our
democratic freedom. lt never occurred to him, looking
forward, that if this was so, these other freedoms might
disappear with the abolition of the free market.' "

Canada's new Government has declared its intention to
reduce governmental expenditure and, by implication, the
amount of governmental intervention in the economy.
However welcome this change of political direction may
be, it will not be done easily. Nor can it be left to politi-
cians alone. Both they and the businessmen whose affairs
have suffered most f rom governmental instrusion are
opposed by forces highly resistant to change.

Regulatory boards and commissions and agencies that
have exercised their intrusive mandates for years past will
not relinquish power without a struggle. Nor do they lack
allies. The products, in press, politics and academe, of
decades of collectivist teaching will not be slow to defend
its tenets. Attempts to dismantle the state's apparatus
will be attacked from all sides.

Businessmen are targets

ls it not apparent that repulsing those attacks must fall in
the main to the businessmen who are the targets for the
state's intrusion? Not only is it i.n their interest to do so

but also in the public interest.
Championing the system that enlarges the freedom of

individuals is a worth while endeavor by any measurement.
That it should coincide with the interests of private
business and of the private individuals who, working in and
for private business, make up the great majority of
Canadians, would appear to be doubly fortunate.

Despite the coincidence, who can doubt that the forces
of intervention, the forces that oppose freedom. are still
winning?

ln numbers a small minority, they have access to a

substantial armory: the inertia that protects all bureau-
cracies, the publicity commanded by a sympathetic press

and by academic opinion-makers, above all a fragmented
opposition.

Brought up in the tradition of democratic government,
businessmen are accustomed to respecting its agencies. lt
is against their instincts to question the actions, much less

the authority of the officials who staff them. They have

been slow to realize, in short, that the government they had
looked upon as friend and protector has become their
enemy and that they are in a fight.

ln recent months there have been encouraging signs that
this realization is finding wider acceptance. ln the United
States, Sears Roebuck rejected a government agency's
attempt to dictate hiring policy through the reverse discrim-
ination of "aff irmative action" quotas. R.E. Naegele,
president of Dow Chemical of Canada Ltd., said "no"
to the importunities of the Centre for the Study of
lnflation and Productivity. No doubt others will follow
their example. No doubt some will be deterred from doing
so for fear of reprisals and the loss of government contracts.
The way to dispose of that fear, however, lies in the same

direction: toward a reduction of the governmental inter-
vention that gave rise to the contracts.
Reprinted by permission from Report on Business, The
Globe & Mail, Toronto.


