DIRECTORS’' PERSPECTIVES (CONT.)

RIGHTS BASED ON SPURIOUS
FOUNDATIONS

BY: BILL BATT

Recent years have seen the progressive increase in
attention to human rights on a global level, both in
the articulation of their definition and in their
practical applications. At its inception, the United
Nations enumerated thirty goals of international
diplomacy. It comes therefore as some surprise, to
some at least, that the Trump administration has
proposed a new articulation of human rights, and the
principles upon which thy are based, that radically
narrows their purview.

On October 23, 2019, Secretary of State Mike Pompeo
established a Commission on Unalienable Rights
whose purpose was to redefine these principles and
rights. This draft report was released, today, July 17,
2020. Its agenda reflects Trump’s philosophy. In

a Washington Post opinion piece, Rori Kramer, who
had a long prior career in the US State Department
and the US Senate, and is now with the American
Jewish World Service, writes: “it is a partisan effort to
roll back US support for Universal human rights,” and
that it “instead seeks to reinterpret human rights
within a narrow and highly partisan agenda.”

“The [board] members of his commission he
[Pompeo] selected [are] a dozen conservative
academics, moral philosophers and theologians, most
of whom appear to have little to no practical
experience with human rights. Pompeo has also kept
the group’s work mostly private--in defiance of
Federal rules for public commissions and in spite of a
lawsuit by public interest groups.” Moreover there is
a particular focus “on the religious liberty of right-
wing conservatives over the rights of the many,
specifically women and LGBTQI+ people.”
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The Guardian headlines Secretary Pompeo’s “claims [that]
private property and religious freedom are ‘foremost’ human
rights.” Having set the stage for the content of this
document, he turns the focus to property.

Page 13 states: The aim [of government] must always be to
restore political society. The civil liberty that political
society makes possible--the rights to travel; to enter
contracts and agreements; to possess, use, purchase, and
dispose of property; to the protection of person and
property....

Foremost among the unalienable rights that government is
established to secure, from the founders’ point of view, are
property rights and religious liberty. A political society that
destroys the possibility of either loses its legitimacy.

(Cont. Page 8)

PATH TO ECONOMIC EQUITY
BY:FRANK DE JONG

Do not expect justice where might is right — Plato

Children have no filter. They automatically demand their
“fair share”, usually at the tops of their lungs. Adults typically
comply immediately, acknowledging this universal law
among children.

The notion of fairness is jettisoned as we become adults. We
assume society owes adults nothing, that they must earn
their share or beg ignominiously for bread. Never mind that
Jeremy Rifkin tells us, in “Empathic Civilization” that humans
are at peak empathy, no one has the right to a free lunch.

This notion makes the vibrant Universal Basic Income
movement all the more remarkable. Promising every U.S.
adult $1000 a month propelled Democratic primary
candidate, Andrew Yang, from an also-ran to a contender.
Alas, this was quickly followed by the COVID-19 pandemic
which actually boosted the push for a UBI into a global,
political phenomena. Maybe Rifkin was and is onto

something. (Cont. Page 12) PAGE 5



ECONOMIC EQUITY (CONT.)

Through most of human history, it could be said that
there has always been a free lunch. With a modest
amount of labour, hunting and gathering societies
secured food and shelter, and until the modern era,
agricultural land was available for little or no cost.

My parents immigrated from the Netherlands to Canada
in 1950, got menial jobs, and in 1955, bought a modest
farm. We missed the pioneer era of free farmland, so our
lunch wasn't free. But, with hard work, we repaid the
mortgage and lived well. Essentially, the land provided.

Most farmers in the 50s and 60s owned a 100-acre farm.
No one rented land, so we all rose with the market. No
one became rich, but no one was poor. Our family
pocketed the imputed rental value of our land, untaxed, as
did every other farm family. We effectively received a
Universal Basic Income. Andrew Yang's dream was my
family’s reality.

But, as teenagers, me and my friends noticed poverty in
our local town. The landless and jobless dressed poorly,
had no vehicle, walked with bowed heads. They didn't get
much Iunch, free or otherwise.

By the late 1960s, my siblings and [ were part of rural
depopulation to cities, where, rather than collecting
unearned income, we provided free lunches to landlords.
After many years of hard work, some of my siblings
managed to buy houses. Once again, they rose with the
market, collecting their basic income in the form of rising
land values. The rest of us, unable to afford houses,
helped provide others with a “basic income”.

Roughly one-third of the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) in
every economy is economic rent, also called unearned
income or the unearned increment. Economic rent is
revenue without a corresponding cost of production. It
accrues to desirable, non-replicable assets like land, non-
renewable resources, the electromagnetic spectrum,
scalable internet platforms like Facebook, Google, and
Amazon.

Every citizen has the right to their share of the unearned
income, either in the form of government services like
healthcare, education, roads and police or as a UBI or
“citizen’s dividend”. The dollar value of the payment would
be calculated by the number of citizens divided by the
rental value of all rent-producing assets. When a young
person reaches adulthood or an immigrant becomes a
citizen, they would begin receiving their share.

At the same time, income that is earned through
investment, innovation or value-added should stay,
untaxed, with the person or business that earned it.
Government services would be financed by economic rent
capture in lieu of taxes on jobs, business or sales. In my
opinion, people with jobs shouldn’t be taxed to pay for
people without jobs.

Might is no longer right — nor is might necessary — in an
equitable society. Everyone will benefit financially when no
one lives in poverty and when entrepreneurialism is no
longer burdened by taxation. The acknowledgement of full
entitlement for each citizen will spur civic pride, empathy
and inclusion and defuse racism, sexism and intolerance.

There should be no need to grab for food at a rich person’s
table. If we correct the ship, there will be enough for all.

“Freedom is not a state; it is an act.
It is not some enchanted garden
perched high on a distant plateau
where we can finally sit down and

rest. Freedom is the continuous
action we all must take, and each
generation must do its part to create
an even more fair, more just society.”

-Congressman John Lewis
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