ing philosophical exercise, and that such a Bill does
not seek to deny personal freedom since anyone may
contract out of it, is tantamount to maintaining that
it should be legally and morally right that all persons
apprehended for alleged offences shall be presumed
guilty unless they can show evidence to prove their
innocence, simply because they thereby have the
right to plead not guilty.

The next assault upon our personal liberty and
rights will come in the shape of a Bill to enact the
compulsory addition of fluoride to our water supplies.
There has been much argument over the past few
vears for and against this measure which is put for-
ward ostensibly for the purpose of reducing tooth
decay in children. At the risk of labouring the
obvious, I believe that children are the responsibility
of their parents, and that this responsibility includes
the dental welfare of their offspring. If it is believed
that fluoride is useful in this cause (and there are
still many professional people who know much more
about the subject than I do, who do not so believe),
it may be freely purchased in several forms including
tooth paste. But whether or not the claims for its
efficacy are justified, I am vigorously opposed to it
for several reasons, mainly because I contend that
since my body is my personal possession and I alone
have the natural right to decide what shall or shall
not be put into it, should the Bill succeed, this natural
and sacred right will thereby be wilfully and wickedly
violated. Even if it were remotely possible to prove
that those who do not want fluoride in their water
will be the better for it, I still oppose it on the
same principle. One might as well argue that be-
cause most of us suffer from time to time from con-
stipation, Epsom salts should also be added to the
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and limiting the overall maximum

STIFF medicine containing pur-

wiler.

Such is the state of life into which we have meta-
morphosed, that we are all children of the Welfare
State, the great Father and Mother of our existence.
We have to be told what to do and what not to do,
and what to eat and drink and what not to eat and
drink, and so on, because this or that behaviour re-
sults in some of us becoming an additional expense
to the National Health Service. The more we allow
ourselves to be nationalised, the more we must expect
to toe the line and bow to those who, God save us,
always think they know what is good for us.

Enough ink has already been spilt to expound and
reiterate human rights, and enough blood has been
shed to defend them. These are the things in life
worth more than life itself. In life and in death, man
has a right to himself, so that his body shall be dis-
posed of without mutilation. The onus is upon him
to waive this right and to express his wish to donate
his body or any part of it for medical purposes if he
s0 chooses. And while he lives his body is his own,
to feed as he alone shall decide. The state has
absolutely no claim of right to any part of any human
being, alive or dead. Let that be clearly understood
by all, especially those in authority. There is no “if”
or “but” or “unless” about it.

Medical science must be allowed to progress in
the conquering of disease and the relief of suffering,
and human lives must be saved whenever possible,
but not at the cost of human dignity. Vital principles
of liberty are at stake as never before. If we ignore
this, we endanger the very raison d'étre of life itself.
We have fought hard and long for the freedoms we
still have left, but if we are not very careful, even
they will dissolve in apathy, and vanish for ever.

of free trade and the taxation of
land values, parts of the econo-
mic jigsaw-—and basic parts—that

gatives is prescribed for Bri-
tain’s economic ills by the Sound
Money League and Taxpayers'
Association in a Manifesto issued
shortly before the close of 1976.
The purgatives, apart from the
vitamins that the mixture con-
tains, include stripping govern-
ment of the power to control the
money supply and the denationali-
sation of telephones, gas, electri-
city, airlines, docks industries, and
other loss-making enterprises.
The Government must set out to
balance its budget within the next
three years—and do it without in-
creasing taxation. Indeed, states
this well-written and well-reasoned
paper, to achieve the necessary
goals, taxation must be reduced,
starting with the lowering of the
top marginal rate of income tax
from 98 per cent to 60 per cent
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rate of income tax to 55 per cent
of an individual's income. Sharp
reductions are also proposed for
Capital Gains Tax, Capital Trans-
fer Tax, Development Land Tax
(because of its adverse effects on
housing) and other taxes.

The Association says that the
main objectives of its Programme
for Britmin® are the minimum
objectives that must be achieved
before the economy can produce
enough to increase our standard
of living and substantially reduce
involuntary unemployment.

There are no concessions to
“middle-of-the-road” thinking in
this paper and rightly so. Econo-
mic appeasement never works and
only makes easier the “final solu-
tion” of Marxism.

The paper sadly lacks the ex-
tension of its logic into the fields

make up the picture of Britain as
she might be. Maybe that will
come later, but meanwhile these
proposals will help to clear the
path. H.V.
*Six pages foolscap, 25p post free, from
LaND & LiBeRrTY,
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ASHLEY MITCHELL

As we go to press we are sad
to report the death, on January 12,
of Ashley Mitchell, President of
the International Union for Land-
Value Taxation and Free Trade
and member of the Executive Com-
mittee of the United Committee
for the Taxation of Land Values.
He was ninety-one. To his daugh-
ter and her family we offer our
sincere condolences.

A tribute to Ashley Mitchell
will be published in our next issue.
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