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SAYING NO TO THE TEXT TAX
By: Joshua Lipana
In a rare moment of rationality Senators from across the The economic impact of this will be disastrous, foreign
aisle are opposing the Text Tax; Mar Roxas expressed a investors are already hesitant to do business here due to our
wonderful assessment of our situation: “Our people need regulations and corrupt bureaucracy a new tax on the best
tax relief, not more taxes. We are better spenders of our industries in this country is not going to help us in the least.
money against government spending it for us.” [1] Senator Smart Communications Inc. is also opposing this measure
Chiz Escudero said in Filipino “They don’t want to cut the and warning us rightfully that this bill will drive away investors.
VAT on oil. They don’t want to cut the income taxes of
minimum wage earners. Now they’re thinking of more taxes, OFW groups have also promised to fight this bill.
I think that’s too much,” [2] Other lawmakers are also
[5]
opposing this abhorrent proposal such as Senate President TXTPower president Anthony Ian Cruz rightfully noted
that people already pay a 12% vat for the services the telecom
Juan Ponce Enrile and many others.
industries provide us. “For example, the Arroyo government
Globe Telecom Inc. is spot on when they say that this proposal charges VAT amounting to P3.60 for every P30 electronic
for every
is “one of the worst anti-consumer legislations ever made.” [3] load, P36.00 for every P300 call card, P144
P1,200 monthly postpaid subscription fee,” [6] said Cruz .
One of the odder arguments being used by the text tax
advocates is that the proposed tax is going to discourage
people from wasting time on texting and the like. This one
doesn’t need a long answer; People’s texting habits are none
of their business.
More importantly this proposal is evil because it seeks to
single out a particular industry and punish it precisely because
it’s successful. The telecommunications industry earned every
peso their making and in the process has provided us with a
service that’s cheap, reliable and something that we as
consumers want. This Text Tax proposal is an attack on
wealth that was honestly and rightfully earned. Those
companies earned their profits through productive
The services the telecom industry provides us are beyond achievement, and confiscating the wealth that they earned is
affordable and their promos make it almost dirt cheap to call deeply immoral; I shout as every Filipino should; NO to the
and text family and friends. “What we have at hand is one of Text Tax!
the worst anti-consumer legislations that, once implemented, Footnotes:
[1] 1/10/2008
INQUIRER.net “Senators oppose tax on text” By Veronica Uy
will destroy the viability of these aggressive promos that the [2] Ibid.
[3] abs-cbnNews.com 09/10/2009 ‘No more unlimited SMS with text tax bill’
public today benefits from, like free and unlimited SMS. The [4] Ibid.
days of unlimited and free SMS will be numbered,” [4] said [5] Although the following statement from TXTPower is quite good I do
support this organization in any way to due their other advocacies
Globe Chief Legal Counsel and Senior Advisor Atty. Rodolfo not
which are clearly statist.
[6]
Salalima in a statement.
TXTPower.com “Taxpayers Revolt Vs. Text Tax” 9/ 9 / 2009
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From: Kevin Trenberth <trenbert@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
To: Michael Mann <mann@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
Subject: Re: BBC U-turn on climate
Date: Mon, 12 Oct 2009 08:57:37 -0600
Cc: Stephen H Schneider <shs@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>, Myles Allen ......more...
[…]
The fact is that we can’t account for the lack of warming at the
moment and it is a
travesty that we can’t. The CERES data published in the August BAMS 09
supplement on 2008 shows there should be even more warming: but the data
are surely wrong. Our observing system is inadequate.
[…]
Kevin

Climategate:
A Short Report
by Joshua Lipana

————————-

Thousands of E-mails hacked from the Climatic Research
Unit of the University of East Anglia in England have now
been posted on the internet that reveals a systemic use of
deception by the higher up’s in the scientific establishment of
the environmentalist / Global warming movement. This
scandal now known as Climategate appears to show that
climate scientists from the University of East Anglia colluded
to withhold scientific information, deleted e-mails and raw
data to prevent data from being revealed under the Freedom
of Information Act and manipulated data to make the case
for global warming appear stronger than it is.

From: Phil Jones <p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
To: mann@xxxxxxxxx.xxx
Subject: Fwd: CCNet: PRESSURE GROWING ON CONTROVERSIAL
RESEARCHER TO DISCLOSE SECRET DATA
Date: Mon Feb 21 16:28:32 2005
Cc: “raymond s. bradley” <rbradley@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>, “Malcolm Hughes”
<mhughes@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>

The Philippine government has decided to support any policy
that the climate alarmists put forward. No matter how dubious
the scientific backing or how anti-business it may be. Every
proposal that these greens put forward are anti-capitalist and
call for more controls.

————————

This story got very little traction here due to the fact that
practically everyone has joined the “green” bandwagon. I
hope this short report devoted to the scandal will at least
inform more people about a very important story that deeply
affects our Republic.
Here are some of the E-mails. I edited them for brevity and
the emphasis are mine. For more information about this
scandal and to see the thousands of E-mails visit a very good
website which has all the E-mails pertaining to Climategate
“www.eastangliaemails.com” you may also simply google
“Climategate”:

Can you delete any emails you may have had with Keith re AR4?
Keith will do likewise. He’s not in at the moment - minor family crisis.
Can you also email Gene and get him to do the same? I don’t
have his new email address.
We will be getting Caspar to do likewise.
I see that CA claim they discovered the 1945 problem in the Nature paper!!
Cheers
Phil

On Sep 4, 2009, at 5:24 PM, Nick McKay wrote:

From: Phil Jones [mailto:p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx]
Sent: Wednesday, September 12, 2007 11:30 AM
To: Wahl, Eugene R; Caspar Ammann
Subject: Wahl/Ammann

Mike, Ray and Malcolm,
The skeptics seem to be building up a head of steam here […] The IPCC
comes in for a lot of stick.
Leave it to you to delete as appropriate !
Cheers
Phil
PS I’m getting hassled by a couple of people to release the CRU
station temperature data.
Don’t any of you three tell anybody that the UK has a Freedom of
Information Act !

From: Phil Jones <p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
To: “Michael E. Mann” <mann@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
Subject: IPCC & FOI
Date: Thu May 29 11:04:11 2008
Mike,

Prof. Phil Jones
Climatic Research Unit Telephone +44 (0) 1603 592090
School of Environmental Sciences Fax +44 (0) 1603 507784
University of East Anglia
Norwich Email p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx
NR4 7TJ UK
———————

[…] We had higher values as warmer in the reconstruction, so it looks to me
like we got it wrong, unless we decided to reinterpret the record which
I don’t remember. Darrell, does this sound right to you? […]

Gene/Caspar,
Good to see these two out. Wahl/Ammann doesn’t appear to be in CC’s
online first, but comes up if you search. You likely know that McIntyre will
check this one to make sure it hasn’t changed since the IPCC close-off date
July 2006! Hard copies of the WG1 report from CUP have arrived here
today.

Nick
———————
From: Phil Jones <p.jones@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>
To: ray bradley <rbradley@xxxxxxxxx.xxx>,mann@xxxxxxxxx.xxx,
mhughes@xxxxxxxxx.xxx
Subject: Diagram for WMO Statement
Date: Tue, 16 Nov 1999 13:31:15 +0000
Cc: k.briffa@xxxxxxxxx.xxx,t.osborn@xxxxxxxxx.xxx

Ammann/Wahl - try and change the Received date! Don’t give those
skeptics something to amuse themselves with.
Cheers
Phil

Dear Ray, Mike and Malcolm,
[…] I’ve just completed Mike’s Nature trick of adding in the real
temps to each series for the last 20 years (ie from 1981 onwards)
amd from 1961 for Keith’s to hide the decline. […]

Joshua Lipana is the publisher and editor of Free
Enterprise.

Thanks for the comments, Ray.
Cheers
Phil
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When trading is done, not by consent, but by compulsion - when you see that in order to produce, you need
permission from men who produce nothing, when you see money flowing to those who deal, not in goods,
but in favors - and your laws don’t protect you against them, but protect them against you, when you see
corruption being rewarded and honesty becoming a self-sacrifice, you may know that your society is doomed.
– Atlas Shrugged by Ayn Rand

We have a system that increasingly
taxes work and subsidizes non-work.
–Milton Friedman

A government big enough to give
you everything you want is a
government big enough to take
from you everything you have.

The Constitution is not an instrument for the government to restrain the people, it is an instrument
for the people to restrain the government - lest it
come to dominate our lives and interests.
- Patrick Henry

-Gerald Ford
Presidential address to a joint session of
Congress (12 August 1974)

I have only one thing to say to the tax
increasers: Go ahead, make my day.
– President Ronald Reagan
Speech threatening to veto legislation raising
taxes (1985-03-13)
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Praise Big Pharma
By Dan Edge (The Undercurrent, Spring 2008)
If you are sick, there is no better place and time to
live than America in the 21st century. The past 50
years have witnessed an explosion of medical
innovation in the West. Drugs have been developed
to lower cholesterol, fight AIDS, and altogether
eradicate some diseases. Pharmaceutical companies
have invested, and are investing, tens of billions of
dollars each year researching new technologies to
extend human life. Some day in the near future,
doctors may be writing prescriptions to slow your
grandmother’s Alzheimer’s, to kill your father’s brain
tumor, or to vaccinate your baby daughter against the
virus that causes cervical cancer. (Actually, cross that
last one off the list—the HPV vaccine was invented a
few years ago.) Just as our current era has been called
the Information Age, the next era of human history
may very well be dubbed the Biological Age.

to pay top dollar for them. Does this mean, as Big
Pharma’s critics say, that drug companies are holding
the sick hostage? Of course not. Such a view implies
that sick people are the rightful owners of the drugs,
which pharmaceutical companies illicitly swipe and
hold for ransom. In fact, it is the pharmaceutical
companies that have a right to the drugs that they have
created.

In fact, since the average drug takes 15 years and $500
million to produce, a pharmaceutical company puts
its good name on the line every time it produces a
new drug. The risk of expensive lawsuits, and the
accompanying loss of credibility, always loom large.
In the rare instances where drugs are found to have
negative effects, they are taken off the market as
quickly as possible. No drug company would last five
minutes if it disregarded the well -being of its
customers.

This is a perverse injustice. There’s nothing wrong
with making money by servicing people’s needs.
Productivity is a virtue, not a vice. The fact that Big
Pharma profits by helping sick people is something
for which it should be lauded, not derided.

Life-saving medicines don’t grow on trees. The
“miracle” drugs that improve our health and extend
our lives must be discovered. They would not exist
were it not for the enormous investments of time and
money made by the men and women who work in the
pharmaceutical industry. It takes the ingenious effort
of thousands of individuals and hundreds of millions
of dollars to bring a single drug to market. As with
any other commodity, those who create these
Yet, despite the obvious benefits pharmaceutical remedies have a moral right to set the terms of their
companies bestow upon mankind, “Big Pharma” is sale. And to profit handsomely from their
more vilified than almost any other industry. Critics achievement.
charge that pharmaceutical companies, in their
reckless pursuit of profit, produce dangerous and The enemies of Big Pharma disagree. On their view,
ineffective medicines. They claim that drugs are achievement is not to be rewarded, but punished. And
rushed to market without ample concern given to the greater the value one creates, the less of a right
one has to it.
possible health risks.

So I say: Praise Big Pharma!

Dan Edge is a 29-year old small business owner living in
Rockland County, New York. He earned a Bachelor’s
Degree in Philosophy from the University of South
Carolina, and is currently a Sophomore at the Objectivist
Academic Center. He keeps a weekly blog called “The
Edge of Reason” at http://danedgeofreason.blogspot.com.

Big Pharma is demonized not because it profits by
harming sick people, but because it profits from
treating them. What critics imply, but never say openly,
is that there is something nefarious about making
money by fulfilling a vital human need.

Reprinted with permission from The Undercurrent

Is there? Businesses earn profits by creating values The Undercurrent is a national campus newspaper in the
to fulfill the needs of potential customers, and the U.S.A that analyzes issues of interest to college students
more crucial the need, the greater the value.
from an Objectivist perspective. For more information go
to their website www.the-undercurrent.com

Big Pharma makes massive profits because it
produces medicines that are of great value to sick
people—of such great value that the sick are willing
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Price Controls: Impractical and Immoral
By: Joshua Lipana
Against overwhelming evidence, price-control proponents
still think price controls are necessary and moral to help
people who cant buy their food, yet time and time again its
been seen that price controls bring nothing but catastrophe
for everyone in nations who implement it. If the goal is to
make food more available to people than this is precisely
the kind of thing which should not be done; Price controls
cause shortages of goods because of two simple reasons:
supply and demand, people will not supply as much at a
lower price as they will at a higher price, some businessmen
that will repay their costs and earn a profit when the price of
a certain product is 100 Pesos will not cover their costs
when the price is 60 Pesos. If you force them to work at a
loss, they will simply stop supplying the goods; which is the
only rational and proper thing to do. Price controls do the
exact opposite of what they are intended to do if the intent is
to give more people access to goods.

The history of price controls goes way back, from the time
of thieving monarchies, to the time of thieving Communists,
to the very present where the so called “21st century
Socialists” in 3rd world countries are now giving price controls
another try. Not discouraged at all by the past calamities
brought about by this most unjust policy, Hugo Chaves
declared price controls in Venezuela. The results? Nearly its
entire farming industry went out of business. How Mr. Chavez
expected farmers to work at a loss or work with a gun pointed
to their heads would baffle the mind, that is, had he not been
a self-avowed Socialist, which then makes his economic
stupidity quite understandable. Price controls have brought
nothing but catastrophes to any nation or state that has tried
it, short term or long term they are bad for the economy, they
cause shortages of products most needed, and most
importantly they violate the individual rights of man.

More importantly price controls violate the individual rights
of businessmen to sell their products at the price that they
want. People have no right to enslave the producers of goods
regardless of any need or consideration. Need is not and
cannot be a claim on what someone else has produced,
anything less would mean slavery or socialism.

Joshua Lipana is the publisher and editor of Free
Enterprise.

Oil Companies Have a Right to Their Profits
By David Holcberg (Houston Chronicle, Nov. 6, 2005; New York Sun, Nov. 8, 2005;
Chicago Sun-Times, Nov. 17, 2005)
Oil companies have a right to their record profits.
The oil companies earned their profits honestly, and have a right to keep them. Their profits are
a just reward for decades of investment and production.
If politicians are really concerned with the effect on the public of high oil and gas prices, they
could do many things about it. They could cut gasoline taxes, eliminate regulations mandating
gasoline blends, and free energy companies to drill at will. These measures would increase the
supply of gasoline and reduce its cost—without violating the property rights of oil companies.
Oil companies, in pursuing their own profit, provide us with an invaluable product, without
which our modern civilization would suffer immensely. We should be grateful for their good
work, and our government should protect—not expropriate—their well-deserved profits.
Copyright © by the Ayn Rand Institute. Used by permission.
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If—
by Rudyard Kipling
If you can keep your head when all about you
Are losing theirs and blaming it on you;
If you can trust yourself when all men doubt you,
But make allowance for their doubting too:
If you can wait and not be tired by waiting,
Or being lied about, don’t deal in lies,
Or being hated, don’t give way to hating,
And yet don’t look too good, nor talk too wise;
If you can dream—and not make dreams your master;
If you can think—and not make thoughts your aim,
If you can meet with Triumph and Disaster
And treat those two imposters just the same:
If you can bear to hear the truth you’ve spoken
Twisted by knaves to make a trap for fools,
Or watch the things you gave your life to, broken,
And stoop and build ’em up with worn-out tools;
If you can make one heap of all your winnings
And risk it on one turn of pitch-and-toss,
And lose, and start again at your beginnings
And never breathe a word about your loss:
If you can force your heart and nerve and sinew
To serve your turn long after they are gone,
And so hold on when there is nothing in you
Except the Will which says to them: “Hold on!”
If you can talk with crowds and keep your virtue,
Or walk with Kings—nor lose the common touch,
If neither foes nor loving friends can hurt you,
If all men count with you, but none too much:
If you can fill the unforgiving minute
With sixty seconds’ worth of distance run,
Yours is the Earth and everything that’s in it,
And—which is more—you’ll be a Man, my son!

FREE ENTERPRISE Vol. 1 No. 1 2010

6

Another Ayn Rand Novel for Our Times
by Scott Holleran (October 1, 2009)

Kira’s choice is an expression of what Ayn Rand called the
virtue of selfishness—an idea scorned by America’s current
administration, which has adopted collectivism and
self-sacrifice as the nation’s governing principles.
President Obama has intervened in the economy more
than any president since the 1930s, firing CEOs,
imposing income caps and proposing higher taxes—
while courting catastrophe by incurring astronomical
debt. The Obama administration has nationalized the
largest banks, insurers and automobile companies.
There’s a major step toward an economic dictatorship
like Soviet Russia’s every other day.

Though increased sales of Atlas
Shrugged by Ayn Rand have
been getting the attention,
Rand’s lesser-known first novel,
We the Living (1936), is also
strikingly relevant in today’s
times. Rand once described We
the Living, recently published in
trade paperback and adapted
for a film that’s available for the
first time on DVD, as “a book
for Americans.”

Ayn Rand saw the signs of an emerging American dictatorship
over 40 years ago. She wrote that the U.S. was fast
approaching the stage “where government is free to do
anything it pleases, while the citizens may act only by
permission; which is the stage of the darkest periods of human
The story, set in Soviet Russia, dramatizes the evil of
totalitarianism. In her Foreword, Rand, who had lived under history, the stage of rule by brute force.”
Communism, wrote: “We the Living is not a story about Soviet The U.S. has been heading toward totalitarianism for a long
Russia in 1925. It is a story about Dictatorship, any dictatorship, time. The government controls every aspect of an American’s
anywhere, at any time, whether it be Soviet Russia, Nazi life, from what car to drive to how much money one can earn.
Germany, or—which this novel might do its share in helping to A home may be seized by the state under eminent domain. A
prevent—a socialist America.”
radio or television show may be censored. Air travel must be
Three characters embody the theme. Heroine Kira loathes approved by the government. Americans have been
Communism, loves life, and is in love with a man named Leo, incrementally losing their rights for decades; Obama is simply
a blacklisted aristocrat struggling to survive. Idealistic Andrei and rapidly hastening the demise.
is a Communist who discovers what his philosophy means in
practice. When Leo becomes gravely ill, Kira, aided by Andrei, Unless we reverse course, the slow, insidious misery depicted
is forced into desperate acts. Leo disintegrates, Andrei in We the Living will soon become a reality in America. As
destructs, and Kira remains unconquered. Each character is Leonard Peikoff warns in his new introduction to the novel,
crushed.
when Americans reject self-interest for self-sacrifice, “the
end result is thought control, starvation, and mass slaughter.”
We the Living depicts the cause of their devastation:
dictatorship. The Soviet government controls the economy, The world is full of dictatorships—Iran, Saudi Arabia, and
rewarding the dishonest, punishing the honest and corrupting China—yet, because it was founded on individual rights,
everyone. Banks and private property are seized. Regulations
America stands alone as man’s best hope for freedom.
prohibit private “speculators” from smuggling goods into the
city, forcing Kira to wait in line for hours to obtain food. America is changing from a nation based on rights to a state
Resources become scarce. Infrastructure crumbles. Medicine run by government control. If you do not know what that
means, to paraphrase Ayn Rand—who lived under and escaped
is rationed.
dictatorship, and wrote about it—We the Living will help you
When dying Leo is refused admission to government hospitals, to know.
Kira risks everything to save him. By the time he gets medical
treatment, Leo has lost the will to live. After he is discharged,
Kira eagerly asks: “And you’re well? Quite, quite completely
well? Free to live again?” Leo replies: “I am well—yes. As to
living again…” He shrugged. His face was tanned, his arms
Scott Holleran is a writer
were strong, his cheeks were not hollow any more; but she
and journalist. His articles
noticed something in his eyes that had not been cured;
have been published in the
something that, perhaps, had grown beyond cure.”
Philadelphia Inquirer, Los
Angeles Times and Wall
We the Living is powerful because it is not merely a journalistic
Street Journal.
account; it identifies the moral deficiency of totalitarianism—
the idea that each person must sacrifice for others—and it
Visit his Web site at
offers rational selfishness as the alternative. The conflict is
most dramatic in Kira, an egoist. Despite denunciation of the
www.scottholleran.com
word “I” as evil—the word “We” is decreed as the slogan of
the future—she defiantly chooses to live for her own sake.
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