
POVERTY 
AND 

GOVERNMENT 
Poverty, as it applies to individuals, can be defined as 

a lack of riches or material possessions, but no defi
nition can ever' tell the whole story, and words can 
deceive. 

Poverty in North America means living at a sub
sistence level; poverty in North Africa means star
vation, disease, and even death. In Canada, even 
relatively poor citizens have a standard of living which 
would appear to a third world family as opulent beyond 
belief. This is a distinction that should always be kept in 
mind, especially when exposed to media pontifications 
about "poverty" in North America. 

Although there are obvious causes of poverty (lack of 
education, marketable skills, motivation, or courage), 
poverty can also be caused by government action and 
is often inflicted upon people who would not otherwise 
be poor. When misguided and stupid government 
policies bring economic chaos upon us, businesses 
fail, jobs vanish, homes are lost, and confidence is 
eroded. Men and women who have worked all their 
lives find themselves thrown on the ash-heap. 

A hard question needs to be asked here: If all those 
billions of dollars leeched away by governments in 
recent decades had been left with those who earned 
the money in the first place, and if those billions had 
been invested in productive enterprise instead of being 
poured down the Ottawa and Queen's Park sink-holes, 
would the welfare state or the so-called "safety-net" 
ever have been needed? 
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Think back to 1967. Even in the euphoria of 
Centennial year the poor were certainly with us, 
although scattered, relatively few in number (perhaps 
one in twenty), and without any public profile. Now 
however, we find that the "poor" are a large identifiable 
group, a recognizable entity in our society, able to 
command the attention of politicians of every stripe. 

While it is probably an overstatement to suggest 
that politicians deliberately cause poverty, the positive 
correlation between the increase in poverty and the 
growth of the welfare state cannot be denied. Also, 
there is a developing cottage industry in services to the 
poor and a burgeoning of the ranks of well-paid 
advocates on behalf of these relatively disadvantaged 
members of our society. 

All of this indicates a growing vested interest in the 
perpetuation of poverty. As economist Milton Friedman 
pOints out in his book, Free to Choose, the results of 
government programs are invariably the direct op
posite of those sought or predicted. Thus a govern
ment "war on poverty" will produce only more 
casualties and no victories. 

People need jobs, not handouts, and jobs are created 
by businessmen (especially small businessmen), not 
politicians. For example, in 1973, when Intel had a 
breakthrough in the field of microcomputers, the com
pany had only twelve employees; five years later the 
company had over 8,000 employees scattered all over 
the globe. Now that's job creation! 

Freedom Party contends that the ranks of the poor 
and jobless will continue to swell until such time as 
there is tax relief, perhaps even a tax holiday, for our 
businessmen. 

Freedom Party believes that the purpose of govern
ment is to protect our freedom of choice, not to restrict 
it. 

If you agree with us that free individuals operating in 
free markets are much better at creating jobs (and thus 
reducing poverty) than well-intentioned but inept poli
ticians or bureaucrats, we would welcome your sup
port. 

After all, freedom of choice is what 
we're all about! 

Freedom Party is founded on the principle that: Every 
individual, in the peaceful pursuit of personal fulfillment, 
has an absolute right to his or her own life, liberty, and 
property. 84068507 


