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NEWS ELECTORAL REFORM

NEWS SECURITY & SYRIAN REFUGEES

Feds’ electoral
reform in doubt,
but pollsters say
a broken promise
won’t sink Liberals

Canadian security agencies
‘consulting’ with U.S.
Homeland Security to vet all
Syrian refugees coming to Canada

After six months of work and an almost $700,000 price tag, Democratic
Minister Maryam Monsef said she was ‘disappointed’ in the House
Electoral Reform Committee. She later apologized. Meanwhile, the
government has sent out more than 13 million postcards asking
Canadians to participate in an online survey on electoral reform.

BY ABBAS RANA
Canadian security agencies responsible for vetting the
thousands of Syrian refugees who
have been arriving in Canada
since late last year have been
using a “robust” and “multilay-

ered” security check process that
includes checking U.S. Homeland
Security databases.
“On the Syrian refugee decisions,
we consulted with the Americans on
everyone to make sure there was not
somebody identified as a security
Continued on page 22

NEWS MONEY & POLITICS

Liberal MPs want per-vote
subsidies for political parties back
BY ABBAS RANA
Some Liberal MPs are talking
about bringing per-vote subsidies
back for federal political parties,
but deny this has come up because of the negative headlines or
opposition criticism regarding the
party’s fundraising events.

“The general consensus is that
it would be one way of avoiding
the misconception that you have
to sell your soul for fundraising,” said Liberal MP Alexandra
Mendès (Brossard-Saint-Lambert,
Que.), in an interview with The
Continued on page 34

NEWS AG & HOUSE PUBLIC ACCOUNTS

House Public Accounts Committee
‘stretched’ in playing ‘crucial role’ of
holding departments accountable: AG
BY RACHEL AIELLO

Publications Mail Agreement #40068926

Auditor General Michael
Ferguson says MPs on the House
Public Accounts Committee
responsible for studying his
reports are “very challenged and
stretched to be able to perhaps
have as much influence as they

possibly could,” and says he’d
like to see other standing committees in both the House and
Senate pick up on the systemic
issues that his audits continue to
uncover in federal departments,
and to do more follow-up.
Continued on page 30

NEWS POLLING & POLITICS

Is it over: Electoral Reform Committee chair and Liberal MP Francis Scarpaleggia, third from left, Bloc MP Luc
Thériault, left, Conservative MP Scott Reid, and NDP MP Nathan Cullen, right, present the majority committee report
on electoral reform on Dec. 1 at the National Press Theatre in Ottawa. The Hill Times photograph by Andrew Meade
BY LAURA RYCKEWAERT
There are doubts the government will keep its election campaign promise to replace the firstpast-the-post electoral system by
2019, but pollsters say one broken

promise on electoral reform alone
would unlikely sink the Liberal
ship, however, more than one could
be trouble down the road.
“If you’re looking at this
through the political cost of inaction of breaking this promise, it’s

probably one of the few that the
government won’t feel too much
pain over,” said David Coletto,
CEO of Abacus Data, in an interview with The Hill Times.
Continued on page 32

‘Like a nuclear secret,’ public
polls only scratch surface of what
political campaign teams know
BY DEREK ABMA
The victory of Donald Trump
in last month’s U.S. presidential
election shocked many, even media
people who had been closely following the race.Yet, it’s quite likely

the results weren’t as surprising to
those directly involved with each of
the main candidates’ campaigns.
Published polls that indicated
just ahead of the Nov. 8 election
Continued on page 6
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Leitch reaches out to
those ‘ignored and
mocked’ by Liberals, elite

ance and disrespect.” (It remains to be seen
if her screening for Canadian values would
test whether immigrants spell words like
“behaviour” with the letter u.)
She asked supporters to donate $5, $15,
or $25, in an effort raise $25,000 in 24 hours.
(The campaign said this goal was surpassed.)
The Facebook post provided a link to Ms.
Leitch’s website to make a donation. On this
website, the preset amounts—which one
could ignore and punch in any amount—
ranged from $35 to the maximum donation
allowed by law of $1,525.
One has to wonder: is a person in a position to donate more than $1,500 to a political
campaign not likely an elite themself?

U.S. Vice-President Joe Biden is coming to Ottawa
this week. Photograph courtesy of the White House

The Hill Times
photograph by
Jake Wright

Lisa Raitt has more Twitter followers than
all other registered Conservative leadership
candidates. The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

C

places where that happens. It’s where the
media relegates those voices, tells us how
wrong they are, and derides them as a
joke.”
Ms. Leitch, the MP for Simcoe-Grey,
Ont., said in her online post that in response to her suggestion that Canada keep
a visa requirement in place for Mexicans,
The Toronto Star replied: “Can’t we just
build a wall, or shoot them all as they pour
across our defended frontier?”
Mr. Kouvalis said this was in an email
from an editor at the newspaper, and not in
an article.
Ms. Leitch said in her Facebook post:
“It’s time to say enough to this condescending, elitist sarcasm that we get from the
Liberal and media elites. It is the ultimate
left-wing hypocrisy: they rally and rail for
tolerance and respect and then their behavior and attacks are the epitome of intoler-

VP Biden coming to
Ottawa this week

Raitt leads Tory race in
Twitter followers, so far

Conservative
leadership
candidate
Kellie Leitch
is expressing
sympathy for
those seen as
‘goobers’ and
‘slaw-jawed
yocals’ for not
adhering to
Liberal and
media elitist
viewpoints.

onservative MP Kellie Leitch’s latest
effort to raise funds for her federal
Conservative leadership bid invites those
feeling “mocked and ignored by the Liberal
and media elite” to join what she’s calling the “Revenge of the Comment Section”
movement.
She said in a Facebook post last week
that it’s “clear that my campaign has
touched a nerve amongst the Liberal and
media elites who demand adherence to
their ideas. Anyone who disagrees is dismissed as ‘goobers’ and ‘slack-jawed yokels’
and is relegated to the ‘comment section.’ ”
Ms. Leitch’s campaign manager Nick
Kouvalis expanded on the “comment section” theme in an email to The Hill Times:
“If you want to read the comments and
opinions of the two-thirds of ordinary Canadians who agree with Kellie’s platform,
the comment section is one of the only

Here’s another fact. If donations were
made in direct proportion to Twitter popularity, Tony Clement would still be in the race.
He had 64,949 followers as of last week,
which was more than three times what Ms.
Raitt had, yet still dwarfed by Mr. O’Leary.

Lisa Raitt has the most Twitter followers
of any of the 14 registered candidates in
the Conservative Party leadership race.
However, if Kevin O’Leary were to
enter the contest, he would bring with him
a Twitter base many times greater than
any of the leadership candidates so far.
The business magnate and panel member
on the ABC reality show Shark Tank had
573,490 Twitter followers as of last week.
Ms. Raitt had 20,047.
Here’s how the rest of the field looked
last week in terms of Twitter followers:
Kellie Leitch had 18,240; Chris Alexander had 13,405; Erin O’Toole had 12,821;
Maxime Bernier had 9,861; Andrew
Scheer had 9,835; Michael Chong had
7,606; Steven Blaney had 7,499; Deepak
Obhrai had 4,400; Brad Trost had 2,238;
Andrew Saxton had 2,063; Rick Peterson
had 98; Daniel Lindsay had 46; and Pierre
Lemieux had 35.

With less than two months to go in
the U.S administration of Barack Obama,
Vice-President Joe Biden will be coming
to Ottawa this week, giving Prime Minster
Justin Trudeau another chance to interact
with the U.S. leadership team he’s come to
know and love.
It’s well documented that Mr. Trudeau
and Mr. Obama have great rapport, and we
assume that extends to the veep. We also
know that anything can happen in terms of
Canada-U.S. relations when Donald Trump
takes over on Jan. 20.
Mr. Biden and Mr. Trudeau are sure to
have some fascinating conversations next
week. Assuming they’re not shy about
photographs, meme makers will have a lot of
material to work with. However, the actual
talk that occurs between these two might be
stranger than anything meme makers could
come up with, given the circumstances.
Mr. Biden will be here on Dec. 8 and 9,
according to the PMO. His visit will coincide with a first ministers meeting being
hosted by Mr. Trudeau on Dec. 9, which
also includes First Nations leaders.
The PMO provided no details about the
itinerary of Mr. Biden’s visit, beyond the
fact that there will be an official dinner
held in his honour.
Continued on page 38
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NEWS LEGISLATION

Feds want to pass
government agenda,
opposition parties
‘disappointed’ by state of
relations in House
The government
says it’s pushing
this week for the
opposition to come
to the table with a
consensus on some
bills.
BY RACHEL AIELLO

P

ressure is building inside the
House as the government
eyes priority bills it wants passed
before the House adjourns until
2017, but the government says it’s
so far been unable to find consensus with the opposition parties
on how many hours and days of
debate the parties are willing to
cooperate on.
“It takes two to dance and
we’re on the dance floor and we
want to dance,” Liberal MP Kevin
Lamoureux (Winnipeg North,
Man.), parliamentary secretary
to Government House Leader
Bardish Chagger (Waterloo, Ont.),
told The Hill Times last week.
Mr. Lamoureux said the opposition parties aren’t yet coming to
the bargaining table with the understanding that the government
has legislation it needs to pass
which is why the government has
to use its majority to pass bills.
“Any piece of legislation opposition can hold up indefinitely if
it so chooses … we would rather
negotiate something, but where
negotiation doesn’t allow for it,
what other alternatives do we
have? Not to act? That’s not an
option,” said Mr. Lamoureux.
The government says it’s
pushing this week for the opposition parties to come to the table
with a consensus on some bills
and it’s placed the bills on notice
to be debated this week.
This week, the House will
spend Monday and Tuesday debating Bill C-29, the second budget implementation bill at report
stage. The government has to pass
the budget implementation bill
before the House adjourns. The
Senate is already conducting a
pre-study on the legislation in
anticipation of receiving the bill
shortly. The Senate has a deadline
of Dec. 6 to report back on its prestudy of Bill C-29.
The rest of the week’s agenda
was not formally set, pending a
plan between the three parties. Ms.
Chagger said she’d like the House
to debate Bill S-4, Tax Convention
and Arrangement Implementation
Act, 2016; and Bill S-3, An Act to
amend the Indian Act (elimination
of sex-based inequities in registration), which were both still before
Senate committees as of dead-

line; Bill C-25, the diversity and
modernization of corporate boards
bill; and Bill C-30, the CanadaEuropean Union Comprehensive
Economic and Trade Agreement
Implementation Act.
“These are bills that we would
like to see debated and if it’s
[consensus] there, ultimately, we’d
love to see them passed, but we’re
waiting for more of a tangible
response from the opposition,” Mr.
Lamoureaux said, as to whether
they’re on board with moving
these bills through. Both Bill C-25
and Bill C-30 have raised criticisms from the Conservatives and
NDP, respectively.
Also on the docket this week,
it’s expected the conversation
around electoral reform will continue in the House and in Question Period; and on Thursday and
Friday, United States Vice-President Joe Biden is in town and
will be attending Prime Minister
Justin Trudeau’s (Papineau, Que.)
first ministers meeting with the
premiers as they finalize a panCanadian climate plan.

Tensions fray over time
allocation, lacking opposition cooperation
In asking what would be on
the agenda for this week, during
the Thursday Question, Conservative House Leader Candice
Bergen (Portage-Lisgar, Man.)
raised issue with the Liberal government’s continued use of time
allocation. The Liberals used time
allocation last week on Bill C-26,
amendments to the Canada Pension Plan. To date, it’s used time
allocation nine times.
Ms. Bergen asked for more
days of debate on Bill C-29. The
bill had six days of debate at second reading before it moved into
committee. Comparatively, during
the last Parliament, the Conservatives’ last budget bill, then-Bill
C-59, had a total of seven days of
debate at all stages.
The frustration was spurred
by the government’s attempt to
rush through procedure, according to the Conservatives. On
Wednesday, Ms. Bergen rose after
Question Period with a point
of order over the government’s
attempt to skip over routine proceedings, when anyone can table
a bill or a motion, and to move
straight to orders of the day, when
the House goes back into debate,
which prevents any MP from
tabling a bill or a petition. As she
pointed out, this was the sixth
time the government has done so
in this Parliament.
“The House expected more
than a minimal effort from this
so-called ‘new tone’ government
House leader and we are very
disappointed,” said Ms. Bergen.

“As you get closer to the windup [of the session] … I suspect
that there’s a little bit more tension, a little bit more pressure
on all sides, and hopefully we’re
able to work it through,” said Mr.
Lamoureux.
As NDP House Leader Murray
Rankin (Victoria, B.C.) explained
in the House, this move means
MPs weren’t able to table bills,
or petitions “or to advance those
parts of our roles as Members of
Parliament that we are here to do
in representing our community.”
Mr. Rankin added that he
agreed with Ms. Bergen that the
opposition parties have made a
“genuine effort to work in good
faith,” and have been disappointed
by the outcome.
But Mr. Lamoureux said if
the opposition parties had their
way, no bills would pass. “Give
me a classroom of kindergarten
students and I can prevent legislation from passing. At the end of
the day, it doesn’t take a genius to
prevent legislation from passing.
You have the numbers and you
get some people to stand up and
speak,” Mr. Lamoureux said.
Overall, since returning in
September, the government has
tabled 11 new bills in the House,
and another three in the Senate.
So far, just one bill has passed
this fall, and it was introduced
in the spring; Bill C-13, implementing the Agreement on Trade
Facilitation done at Geneva by
members of the World Trade Organization in 2014. It was passed
late last week and it’s waiting
for royal assent.
A number of committees this
week are working to complete
their studies and reports. Other
committees are planning committee business for when they
return at the end of January. At
that point, all committees’ travel
is expected to start up again after
the Subcommittee on Budgets
of the House Liaison Committee
ruled this fall that until then, no
further budgets for committee
travel would be considered.
According to the minutes, the
subcommittee required all committees interested in travelling to
prepare a rationale for why the
travel is required, alongside an
estimate of costs by Oct. 17, after
approving $1.8-million in travel
costs this session.

Lamoureux calling for
support on Standing Order
changes
With just a few weeks left, and
the Procedure and House Affairs
Committee delegated to study
the Standing Orders, but tied up
on other matters, Mr. Lamoureux said he’s losing daylight
on the possibility for Standing

Conservative House Leader Candice Bergen, Liberal MP Kevin Lamoureux,
parliamentary secretary to Government House Leader Bardish Chagger, and
NDP House Leader Murray Rankin pictured in the House on Wednesday, Nov.
30, when tensions flared over the government’s attempt to skip over routine
proceedings. Images courtesy ParlVu
Order changes in this Parliament
and before the next election. He
said it’s a personal desire of his,
and that the prime minister is
supportive. However, Mr. Lamoureux said he thinks the time to
do it is early in the session, and,
so far, he hasn’t got the buy-in he
was hoping for.
During the federal election,
the Liberals promised to execute a number of reforms to the
business of the House, including
opening up the Board of Internal
Economy, introducing a Prime
Minister’s Question Period,
making Question Period more
relevant through use of technology, and changing the House of
Commons Standing Orders, or
House rules, to end prorogation
and the use of omnibus legislation. Other suggestions MPs have
brought up included a departure
from the current practice of having the whip’s office draft lists
of MPs’ speaking slots for the
Speaker to follow when calling
on MPs in Question Period, and
instead leave it up to the Speaker
to decide based on who is in the
Chamber and who is making an
effort to participate in the debate.
Back in October, the House
spent most of one day debating
changes to the House rules, and

throughout the debate, various positions on parliamentary
reforms and how to make Parliament more family-friendly began
to shake loose. The House then
referred the discussion to the
Procedure and House Affairs
Committee for further consideration. It hasn’t been able to begin
that study yet.
“There’s got to be more goodwill from some prominent people
within the House of Commons,
MPs, to say, ‘Hey look, lets put
party politics to the side and make
this thing more functional,’” he
said, adding that “The rules suck
and there’s so much more that
we could be doing from a government’s perspective,” to show that
no side would be losing authority by removing what he sees are
flaws in the Standing Orders that
cause a lot of House negotiating to
be “doomed for failure.”
The House is scheduled to
adjourn on Dec. 16 and will
return on Monday, Jan. 30, 2017.
The possibility of the House
adjourning ahead of schedule is
still on the table, and although it’s
not anticipated this week, MPs
could still sneak out a few days
early after all the caucus holiday
gatherings.
The Hill Times

STATUS OF GOVERNMENT BUSINESS
HOUSE OF COMMONS
• C-5, An Act to Repeal Division 20 of Part 3 of the
Economic Action Plan 2015 Act, No. 1 (second
reading)
• C-7, An Act to Amend the Public Service Labour
Relations Act, Public Service Labour Relations and
Employment Board Act, and others (consideration of
amendments made by the Senate)
• C-12, An Act to Amend the Canadian Forces
Members and Veterans Re-establishment and
Compensation Act (second reading)
• C-17, An Act to amend the Yukon Environmental
and Socio-economic Assessment Act (second
reading)
• C-18, An Act to amend the Rouge National Urban
Park Act, Parks Canada Agency Act, and Canada
National Parks Act (committee)
• C-21, An Act to amend the Customs Act (second
reading)
• C-22, National Security and Intelligence Committee
of Parliamentarians Act (committee)
• C-23, Preclearance Act (second reading)
• C-24, An Act to amend the Salaries Act and the
Financial Administration Act (second reading)
• C-25, An Act to amend the Canada Business
Corporations Act, Canada Cooperatives Act, Canada
Not-for-profit Corporations Act, and Competition Act
(second reading)
• C-27, An Act to amend the Pension Benefits
Standards Act, 1985 (second reading)
• C-28, An Act to amend the Criminal Code (victim
surcharge) (second reading)
• C-29, Budget Implementation Act, No. 2 (report
stage)
• C-30, Canada-European Union Comprehensive
Economic and Trade Agreement Implementation Act
(second reading)
• C-31, Canada-Ukraine Free Trade Agreement
Implementation Act (second reading)

• C-32, An Act related to the repeal of section 159 of
the Criminal Code (second reading)
• C-33, An Act to amend the Canada Elections Act
(second reading)
• C-34, An Act to amend the Public Service Labour
Relations Act and other Acts (second reading)
SENATE
• S-2, Strengthening Motor Vehicle Safety for
Canadians (report stage)
• S-3, An Act to amend the Indian Act (elimination of
sex-based inequities in registration) (committee)
• S-4, Tax Convention and Arrangement
Implementation Act, 2016 (committee)
• S-5, An Act to amend the Tobacco Act and the
Non-smokers’ Health Act and to make consequential
amendments to other Acts (second reading)
• C-2, An Act to Amend the Income Tax Act (third
reading)
• C-4, An Act to Amend the Canada Labour Code,
Parliamentary Employment and Staff Relations Act,
Public Service Labour Relations Act, and Income Tax
Act (second reading)
• C-6, An Act to Amend the Citizenship Act (second
reading)
• C-16, An Act to amend the Canadian Human Rights
Act and the Criminal Code (second reading)
• C-26, An Act to amend the Canada Pension Plan,
Canada Pension Plan Investment Board Act, and
Income Tax Act (second reading)
• C-29, Budget Implementation Act, No. 2 (senate
pre-study)
• C-35, Appropriation Act No. 4, 2016-17 (second
reading)
AWAITING ROYAL ASSENT
• C-13, An Act to enable Canada to implement the
Trade Facilitation Agreement

CN takes root
across Canada
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seminal role in Canada’s history.
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POLITICS POLLING

‘Like a nuclear
secret,’ public
polls only scratch
surface of what
political campaign
teams know
Polling and political
insiders say there’s
a level of depth in
polling and research
done by political
parties that never
gets seen by the
general public.
Continued from page 1
that Hillary Clinton had a slight
lead over Mr. Trump were actually
pretty accurate. Results of that Nov.
8 election, available as of last week,
showed Ms. Clinton had 48.1 per
cent of the popular vote compared
to 46.4 per cent for Mr. Trump.
But these polls did not show
how the electoral-college system
would ultimately hand victory to
Mr. Trump. Each state is assigned
a certain number of electoralcollege votes, ranging from as
many as 55 for California to as
few as three for states such as
Alaska, Vermont, and Delaware.
In most cases, the presidential
candidate who wins a plurality of
votes in each state gets all of that
state’s electoral-college votes.
Maine and Nebraska are exceptions in that some of their college
votes go to whoever wins the
state overall, while others go to
winners in specific districts. The
successful candidate needed to
win 270 electoral college votes of
538 electors, corresponding to the
435 Representatives, 100 Senators, and three electors for the
District of Columbia, to win the
U.S. presidency. Mr. Trump won
306 electoral college votes and
Ms. Clinton won 232.
It’s similarly hard for pollsters
in Canada to predict elections as
national-level polling doesn’t necessarily tell you how the House of
Commons’ 338-seat count will go.
“This is the biggest challenge
for the [polling] industry,” said Nik
Nanos, CEO of Nanos Research.
Nik Nanos.
The Hill Times
photograph by
Jake Wright.

‘Usually the only
organizations
with the proper
resources to do
seat projections,
in my opinion,
would be
the parties
themselves.’

While some researchers use formulas to project seat counts with
varying accuracy, Mr. Nanos said
he doesn’t bother because “to properly do seat projections, requires
massive sampling, inter-ridings,
where you can estimate what’s going to happen in a specific riding.
Usually the only organizations
with the proper resources to do
seat projections, in my opinion,
would be the parties themselves.”
Tim Powers, vice-chairman of
Summa Strategies and managing
director of Abacus Data, has seen
polling done from the perspective
of a general pollster and, as a former adviser to the Conservative
Party, how it’s done for political
campaigns.
“The public polling is polling
that’s shared to generate headlines, the horse-race stuff,” he
said, adding that political party
polling provides much more detailed information about ridings
and voter attitudes.
He said the amount of money
that goes toward polling intended
for news publications versus what
is done for political campaigns
is a chief reason why the latter
includes so much more detail.
Tim Powers.
The Hill Times
photograph by Jake
Wright. On polling

political parties
do: ‘You’re
getting different
streams of data
from different
ridings. You’re
running target
polls in specific
ridings.’
“The news cycle doesn’t necessarily allow for nor can afford
[this type of polling] because it
costs money to do in-depth, precise polling, and micro-targeting
and all of that,” Mr. Powers said.
“So you get what you can afford
or you get what’s given to you.”
Mr. Powers said polls that get
done for media consumption—on
contract or often for free—are
done to create publicity for the
polling firms. These companies
tend to make most of their money
from work done for companies
and organizations, creating data
that never goes public, he said.
“You guys don’t like to pay for
polls,” Mr. Powers told The Hill
Times. “As the owner of a polling
company, we couldn’t make a living nor would we want to make a
living from media polling. Most of
the polling we give to the media
is for free.

Those working for Donald Trump and Hillary Clinton might not have been as shocked as the rest of us at last month’s
election results, given the type of data they likely had at their disposal. Photographs by Gage Skidmore
“The deep, dark secret is [most
pollsters] like their involvement
with the media because it’s a way
to promote their business.”
Mr. Powers said the amount of
money spent by political parties
on polling is probably well in excess of 10 times the amount news
media spends on surveys. Information filed to Elections Canada
shows the Liberal Party spent
$993,663 on surveys and research
during the 2015 election writ period, while the Conservatives spent
$1.4-million and the NDP spent
$1.2-million. That doesn’t include
what individual candidates might
have spent on research.
While “horse-race” surveys
make for easy-to-understand narratives suitable for news stories,
he said such information “may be
the least impactful bit of data that
you can get,” from the perspective
of a political operative.
Mr. Powers agreed that while
the public and many pundits were
shocked how the U.S. presidential
election played out, insiders on
the Trump and Clinton campaign
teams were likely less surprised,
given the data they would have
been privy to.
In terms of the polling that
gets done for Canadian political campaigns, Mr. Powers said:
“You’re getting different streams
of data from different ridings.
You’re running target polls in specific ridings. … You’re looking at
pretty immense efforts, depending
on people’s resources, in different
ridings and specific areas.”
Mr. Powers said political
parties use polling, social media
monitoring, and canvassing in
an attempt to “understand, on as
many levels as they possible can,
the profile of a voter … so that

they can communicate to them
in language, in policy appeal, in
event-based advocacy what might
work to bring them onside or
to keep them onside or to move
them from another side.”
He added: “If I could put it
simply, you’re looking for behavioural patterns beyond just: does
he or she vote Liberal, Conservative, New Democrat, or Green.”

where you make one sale every
four years. … So on that one day,
you’re really going to be trying to
understand what’s going on for
that one day.”
Lorne
Bozinoff.
Photograph
courtesy of
Forum Research.

‘No one ever
gets to see
[polling done
by political
parties].
That’s like
a nuclear
secret.’
David Coletto. The Hill Times photograph
by Jake Wright. Political parties are
‘probably taking snapshots of 20 to
30 key ridings and regularly calling
those ridings and looking at the trend
lines happening there.’
David Coletto, CEO of Abacus
Data, said political parties pay
relatively little attention to national polling in proportion to the
attention they get in the news.
“Instead, they’re probably taking snapshots of 20 to 30 key ridings and regularly calling those
ridings and looking at the trend
lines happening there,” he said.
Lorne Bozinoff, president of
Forum Research, agreed that political party polling is much more
detailed than anything that gets
published for public consumption.
“No one ever gets to see that
work,” he said. “That’s like a
nuclear secret.
“[Political parties] will always
have more resources [for polling]
than everybody else. They’re the
ones that have the most at stake.
They’re in a type of business

Mr. Bozinoff added that political
parties are “way more motivated”
than pollsters to get rich data on
political intentions and attitudes.
“Most polling companies—the
ones that do the media polling—
they don’t really care who’s going
to win,” he said.
Political parties, he said, are
“motivated to change the very
thing they’re measuring. They’re
going to measure public opinion
and they want to change it. So
they’re very, very motivated to understand not just the ‘what’—okay,
we’re ahead or behind—but the
‘why’ … because only by knowing
the ‘why’ can they change it.”
Mr. Bozinoff said political parties, unlike media pollsters, have
the “sheer resources to look at the
ebb and flow of the campaign. So
they’ll know, ‘Our leader was in the
West yesterday. What impact did
that have?’ Because they’ll be doing
daily polling. Almost no one in the
media does daily polling.”
As for riding-specific data,
parties “will have their list of
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toss-up ridings that they’re going for ... and
everyone has the same ones on their list,”
Mr. Bozinoff said.
Mr. Bozinoff recalled how Brampton,
Ont., was former prime minister Stephen
Harper’s first campaign stop after he called
the 2011 election. Gains made in Torontoarea suburbs like Brampton were key to
Mr. Harper’s Conservatives winning a
majority government in that election.
“Those are ones that they probably are
doing riding-level polls on,” he said.

Louis-Alexandre Lanthier. Photograph courtesy
of Louis-Alexandre Lanthier. ‘Where pollsters
get information on what parties voters are
supporting, the parties get different information
like what voters are supporting in the platform,
what issues they’re tracking.’
Summa Strategies senior adviser LouisAlexandre Lanthier, who worked for Justin
Trudeau before he became prime minister,
said in MP election campaigns for Mr.
Trudeau, the team would have detailed
information about people in different parts
of his Papineau, Que., riding. He noted
how the community of Park Extension was
known to be predominately pro-Liberal,
Villeray was more sympathetic to the Bloc
Québécois, while St-Michel was somewhere in-between.
This and other details about residents
helped the team know what to talk to
people about in different neighbourhoods,
Mr. Lanthier said. As well, on voting day,
if most of the early results coming in were
from Villeray and the Liberals were even
slightly ahead, the team could rest assured
that the riding would go red.
Mr. Lanthier noted how when he was
helping out in the 2015 campaign, he was
not privy to some of the data that other
members of the Liberal team had. He
recalled how at one point he “raised a red
flag” that Mr. Trudeau not spending enough
time in his own riding. However, he said
party headquarters did not share this concern, and probably for good reason.
“Part of it was that they had the information already on the voter support in the
riding. … They were pretty confident that
as a leader he was doing the right things,
he was saying the right things, and he was
showing up just enough in the riding to be
able to be the leader that he needed to be
across the country and still be representative of his riding.”
On the difference between the type of
voter data that goes public and what political parties have, Mr. Lanthier said: “Where
pollsters get information on what parties
voters are supporting, the parties get different information like what voters are supporting in the platform, what issues they’re
tracking. They know based on the different
tools that they have, whether it’s door-todoor, phone canvassing, direct mailing. All
of those come back with a bit of data.”
dabma@hilltimes.com
The Hill Times

BEYOND
Words

RUPI KAUR
AUTHOR, milk and honey
BA ’15, FACULTY OF ARTS

Words as
expression.
As seeds of
change.
As poetry.

POLL SPENDING

SPENDING ON SURVEYS
AND RESEARCH
IN 2015 FEDERAL
ELECTION CAMPAIGN:
Liberals
Conservatives
NDP
Green Party
Bloc Québécois
Source: Elections Canada

$993,663
$1.4-million
$1.2-million
$144,764
$25,443

WATERLOO EMPOWERS STUDENTS
TO GO BEYOND. LEARN MORE.
uwaterloo.ca/beyond/words
#UWaterlooBeyond

Rupi Kaur grew up believing in the power of language.
But it was as a student of rhetoric and professional writing
at the University of Waterloo that she built her passion for
poetry and images into something more. In her ﬁnal year,
Kaur combined her creativity and the entrepreneurial spirit
she fostered as a co-op student to self-publish her ﬁrst book,
milk and honey.
Her poetry collection sold a staggering 17,000 copies, spurred
by Kaur’s enterprising use of social media. Picked up by
a publisher, milk and honey summited bestseller lists with
more than 500,000 copies sold worldwide. The work, like Kaur
herself, is eloquent and deﬁant — expressing hidden truths
and shared experiences that move us beyond words.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

No going back on electoral
reform, Prime Minister Trudeau
I
t started a few weeks ago with an Andrew
Coyne column headlined,“Cracks start to
show in Trudeau Liberals.”In it, Mr. Coyne
criticized Prime Minister Justin Trudeau’s
government over the cash-for-access private
fundraisers, the prime minister’s“nonpartisan”Senate appointments, and the
government’s efforts to“gaslight”electoral
reform, saying there’s trouble brewing for the
Liberals, which he said won’t show up in the
polls right now, but trouble is storing up. Mr.
Coyne said the“image of youthful idealism is
wearing thin.”
And there have been more negative
headlines over the past few weeks for Prime
Minister Trudeau. He was ripped for calling
the late Cuban leader Fidel Castro a“remarkable leader,” and Toronto Star columnist
Chantal Hébert recently wrote about how the
political temperature was about to rise as the
federal government faces three major issues
to deal with including electoral reform, its
climate change strategy, and the fate of the
Kinder Morgan pipeline.
Prime Minister Trudeau promised to do
much better than former prime minister Stephen Harper. He was elected with enormous
goodwill and was elected on a wave of real
change and he won. But he’s over-promising
and saying too much.
He can’t go back in time and change what
he promised in the last general election. The
one thing he can do, however, is deal with
issues head on with the best interests of
Canadians.
On fundraising, Mr. Trudeau can
reinstate per-vote subsidies and reduce individual contribution limits to $100 or $200
from the current $1,500, which would eliminate any perception that rich people can
buy influence. Also, he should immediately
stop attending exclusive fundraisers where
wealthy individuals are donating $1,500 to
the Liberals Party to rub shoulders with

the prime minister and other senior Liberal
insiders. Mr. Trudeau should also direct his
cabinet ministers to do the same and stop
attending any events that even creates the
perception that Canadians who give money
to the Liberal Party can buy access to the
top decision makers of the country.
On electoral reform, Mr. Trudeau has no
option but to keep his promise in its true
letter and spirit. Any attempt to engineer a
preferred outcome on electoral reform would
give even more ammunition to the opposition parties who are successfully painting a
picture of the prime minister as yet another
“arrogant”and“entitled”Liberal elite who
would do anything to stay in power.
Prior to the last federal election, Mr.
Trudeau said as unequivocally as possible
that“We are committed to ensuring that the
2015 election will be the last federal election
using first-past-the-post.”When he made that
commitment, he may have thought of it a
fancy campaign talking point, as a majority
of Liberals-then-the third party in Parliament—did not expect to win the election, let
alone a landslide majority government. But,
Canadians chose to entrust the Liberals with
a majority government on the promise that
the Trudeau Liberals will be different from
the Stephen Harper Conservatives who after
10 years in power were embroiled in a number of ethical controversies.
But, recently, Mr. Trudeau and his
Democratic Institutions Minister Maryam
Monsef have been flip-flopping on the
electoral reform promise.
After the all-party House Special Committee on Electoral Reform, last week, in its
final report recommended a referendum on
proportional representation, any attempt
to change it would backfire and tarnish the
Liberal Party’s credibility. Now, it’s up to the
Liberal Party leadership not to make Canadians regret the trust they put in the party.

Dwayne ‘The Rock’ Johnson’s
father is Canadian too, eh?
R

e: “Political leader wanted, no experience
necessary,” (The Hill Times, Nov. 28. p. 9).
Gerry Nicholls notes that some people are
mentioning Dwayne “The Rock” Johnson
as a possible U.S. presidential candidate.
Mr. Johnson is also a Canadian citizen.
Although he was born in the U.S., his father
is from Nova Scotia. I understand that a
couple of federal parties are looking for a
leader and Mr. Johnson could be a serious
candidate. If it is true that he is “The Sexiest
Man Alive,” as claimed by People magazine,
he could be a serious rival to Prime Minister Justin Trudeau. Of course, it is possible
that Canadians prefer their sexiness a little
shorter and a little slimmer than The Rock.

Actor
Dwayne,
The Rock,
Johnson.
Photograph
courtesy
Wikipedia

Bruce Couchman
Ottawa, Ont.

Leitch should know big difference
between mudslinging, muckraking

T

here is a difference between mudslinging and muckraking and the
federal Conservative candidate Kellie
Leitch, like many in the hallowed halls of
Parliament, doesn’t seem to understand
the difference between muckraking, in its
finest sense, is constructive.
Mudslinging, however, is just there as
an emotional wick. The latest being Prime
Minister Justin Trudeau and his comments
about former Cuban president Fidel Castro.

Clearly, Ms. Leitch is using Donald
Trump’s toolbox to play media and the electorate. Her agenda is not “real change,” but
to get elected. After that, who knows?
Grandstanding, the go-to itch for many
politicians, wastes valuable time, money,
and energy, which could be time better
spent debating constructive solutions. But
talk of this type is cheap.
Bev Kennedy
Oakville, Ont.

We need to stand up to corporate interests

I

t’s a sign of how polarized our society is that
there are howls from champions of the oiland-gas sector that Environment and Climate
Change Minister Catherine McKenna plans
to bring in a national carbon pricing system,
while others of us struggle to feel hope for the
future, because she has decided that the woefully inadequate Harper era GHG reduction
targets are the best we can do.
We can, we must do better. According
to an Ekos poll of April 2014, of those
who have some familiarity with the Leap

Manifesto, 40 per cent support the manifesto. That includes 20 per cent of Conservative voters. We could have more and
better jobs, improve the health of human
and natural communities, and drastically
reduce our GHG emissions.
In order to achieve this “impossible”
dream, we need to collectively stand up to
the corporate interests which undermine
our democracy.
Jan Slakov
Salt Spring Island, B.C.

Canada finally needs a national
commissioner of children and youth

E

stablishing a national commissioner of
children and youth would fulfill a 2015
Liberal campaign promise, and show the
government’s commitment to its youngest
citizens. It would also be a fitting way to
mark the 25th anniversary of Canada’s ratification of the United Nations Convention
on the Rights of the Child.
Canada is one of the few industrialized countries without an independent,
national voice for children.
In Canada, a commissioner could monitor and report on the well-being of children,
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COPPS’ CORNER FIDEL CASTRO & JUSTIN TRUDEAU

A dictator, yes, but Castro was no Hitler
Castro was admired
by many leaders,
mostly because
of his record in
education and
equality.

SHEILA COPPS

O

TTAWA—Pierre Elliott
Trudeau was accused of
canoodling with Fidel Castro as
the two struck up a friendship
so deep that Castro served as a
pallbearer at the former prime
minister’s state funeral.
It should come as no surprise
that Canada’s current prime minister would express affection and
respect in the wake of the death
of the Cuban nonagenarian.
Trudeau’s statement that Castro was a remarkable leader was
met with virulent opposition in
the Twittersphere and muted criticism from interim Conservative
Leader Rona Ambrose.
Ambrose was smart enough
not to belabour her point in a
House of Commons exchange
about the post-mortem comments. She knows that more than
a million Canadians visit Cuba

annually and witness Cuban reality firsthand. Those Canadians
understand that the outpouring
of cyberspace vitriol comparing
Castro to Josef Stalin and Adolph
Hitler is absolute absurdity.
Castro was a dictator but there
is zero evidence he participated in
mass disappearances or exterminations. On the contrary, there
is a fair bit of proof that Castro
focussed primarily on the purist
of socialist objectives, including
mass literacy and racial and gender harmony. He also negatively
promoted his own cult of hero
worship, with a heavy dose of
police presence.
I first visited Cuba in 1974. The
place was just opening up and I
travelled there with a group of
journalists who were working for
the Ottawa Citizen. It wasn’t a
work assignment, but a vacation.
I was never much of a beach
goer, so while there I made it my
business to try and meet directly
with Cuban citizens. I filled one
suitcase with dozens of dated
Time magazines, which I passed
along to friends I met on the
beach in Varadero.
I visited a school and even
ended up touring a radio station
in Havana during our weeklong
vacation. I was trying to understand what made this little communist island tick and went out
of my way to speak to as many
people as I could.
When I spotted the radio station, I entered, identified myself
as a reporter on vacation, and

started chatting with who turned
out to be the manager.
I asked him why he was so
devoted to communism, and he
described to me what he considered to be the purist of motives.
In his words, if his wife and a
stranger were hit by a car, he would
help the stranger as quickly as he
would assist a member of his family.
I couldn’t understand this and
started to challenge his claim. In
the middle of our debate, someone emerged from the studio
to politely inform me that no
foreigners were allowed in the
station, and would I kindly leave?
While on my way out of the
country, I was accompanied to the
airport by my new Cuban friends.
After I stuck a conversation with
them on the beach, they had proudly toured me around their favourite
haunts, as any local would. They
took me to the dilapidated ruins of
the Dupont estate, and the home of
Ernest Hemingway. We also visited
his favourite bar.
Unbeknownst to me, my new
friends had been under police
surveillance the whole time.
When they accompanied me to
the airport, they were arrested
and detained.
I objected, but authorities
informed me that my friends
were being questioned because
they had received goods from a
foreigner, in violation of Cuban
law. (I had passed along my jeans,
T-shirts, and a few other clothing
items along with the magazines).
I later learned that they were all

Former Cuban president Fidel Castro was a dictator, but not the villain that
Justin Trudeau’s opponents have made him out to be, writes Sheila Copps.
Photograph by Antonio Milena

released after questioning, returning
to their lives as students. I communicated by mail with my newfound
amigos for a while and then lost
touch, but I certainly cherished that
brief glimpse into another world,
hardly that of a Hitler.
I also had a chance to witness
firsthand the obvious Castro charisma on a number of occasions.
First, was the inauguration
of Nelson Mandela in 1994 and
later that year at the Mexican
last supper for outgoing Mexican
President Carlos Salinas.
Castro was mobbed at both
events, holding court to the

delight of assembled world leaders. The only one who pointedly
refused to speak to him on either
occasion was American vice-president Al Gore.
Castro was admired by many
leaders, mostly because of his
record in education and equality.
On the issue of race, Cuba
could probably teach Donald
Trump a thing or two.
But there’s none so deaf as
those who will not hear.
Sheila Copps is a former Jean
Chrétien-era cabinet minister and
a former deputy prime minister.
The Hill Times

POST-PARTISAN PUNDIT TRUDEAU & CASTRO

Trudeau conjures up Cold War nostalgia
Justin Trudeau’s
decision to lavish
praise on a dinosaur
like Castro is
puzzling. It’s hard to
present yourself as a
leader of the future,
when your public
statements conjure
up the past.

GERRY NICHOLLS

O

AKVILLE, ONT.—When
Prime Minister Justin Trudeau
recently eulogized the late Fidel
Castro, it basically had the effect
of hurling the entire planet into a
space-time continuum rift.
Or if you want to avoid mindboggling physics metaphors, try
this: when Trudeau decided to
effusively praise the dead com-

munist dictator, for example, he
called Castro a “remarkable” leader and a “legendary revolutionary,” it resurrected long dormant
ideological arguments.
All of a sudden, it was like we
were back in the 1970s, a time
when the way a person viewed
communism (particularly sovietstyle communism) more or less
indicated where he or she stood
on the political spectrum.
In other words, it was the defining political issue of the day.
If you hated and feared communism, if you saw it as a threat to the
very existence of Western civilization, if you saw it as an attack on free
market capitalism and on religious
freedom, if you saw it as a brutal assault on human liberty and decency,
you called yourself a“conservative.”
Liberals called you a “rightwing reactionary.”
On the other hand, if you had a
more benign view of communism,
if you saw it, at least in theory, as
a progressive, liberating force, if
you saw it as a way to empower the
proletariat and to advance egalitarian causes, if you saw it as a way
to check and to counter America’s
industrial-military complex, you
called yourself a “liberal.”
Conservatives called you a
“left-wing pinko.”

Please note, how the reactions
to Trudeau’s controversial praise
of Castro followed this formula
almost to the letter: the “pinkos”
noted how Castro had saved his
country from a right-wing dictatorship, how he had advanced literacy
and health care, and how he had
successfully defied the United
States of America; meanwhile, the
“reactionaries” pointed out that
Castro was an authoritarian thug
who stifled democracy, jailed dissidents and squashed freedom.
So for anyone who misses the
long-gone Cold War era, the worldwide debate over Trudeau’s eulogy
must have prompted a strong sense
of nostalgic fondness.
Yet, nostalgic or not, the debate was also quite meaningless.
In fact, arguing over the pros and
cons of communism is akin to arguing over the merits of beta tapes.
Both are dead, both won’t be
coming back.
And Soviet communism actually
died long before Castro. Indeed, it
basically expired way back in 1991
when the Soviet Union collapsed.
Ever since then both conservatives and liberals have had to
adapt to a new world.
And for conservatives that actually hasn’t been easy, since without
the common enemy of the“Red Men-

When Prime
Minister Justin
Trudeau recently
eulogized the
late Fidel Castro,
it basically
had the effect
of hurling the
entire planet
into a spacetime continuum
rift, writes Gerry
Nicholls. The Hill
Times photograph
by Jake Wright

ace”to unite them, their movement
has become somewhat fractured.
As for liberals, well they adapted by changing their priorities.
Whereas 40 years ago, they
advocated old fashioned socialiststyle policies like wealth redistribution and nationalizing industries and economic nationalism,
today they advance causes like
transgenderism, feminism, environmentalism and free trade.
In short, socialism is now less
about promoting the working classes
and more about protecting middle
class entitlements and advancing the
latest trendy social causes.
And no politician better epitomizes this new way of thinking than

Justin Trudeau, a left-wing leader
who likes to hang out with billionaire capitalists and who doesn’t
seem to be too concerned about who
controls the means of production.
I’d also wager a lot of money
that Trudeau knows more about
Star Wars character Jar Jar Binks,
than he does about Karl Marx.
And, of course, that’s why his
decision to lavish praise on a dinosaur like Castro is so puzzling.
It’s hard to present yourself as a
leader of the future, when your public statements conjure up the past.
Gerry Nicholls is a communications consultant.
www.gerrynicholls.com
The Hill Times
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GLOBAL AFFAIRS SYRIA

After Aleppo: a kind of peace?
It looks like Bashar alAssad has won his sixyear war to stay in power.

GWYNNE DYER

L
It is now likely that Syrian President Bashar alAssad will control all of Aleppo before the end of
the year, and possibly much sooner, writes Gwynne
Dyer. Photograph courtesy of Wikimedia Commons

ONDON, ENGLAND—Eastern Aleppo,
the rebel-held half of what was once
Syria’s biggest city, is falling. Once the resistance there collapses, things may move very
fast in Syria, and the biggest question will
be: do the outside powers that have intervened in the war accept Bashar al-Assad’s
victory, or do they keep the war going?
Even one year ago, it seemed completely unrealistic to talk about an Assad

victory. The Syrian government’s army was
decimated, demoralized and on the verge
of collapse: every time the rebels attacked,
it retreated.
There was even a serious possibility
that the Islamic State and the Nusra Front,
the extreme Islamist groups that dominated the rebel forces, would sweep to victory
in all of Syria. But then, just 14 months
ago, the Russian Air Force was sent in to
save Assad’s army from defeat.
It did more than that. It enabled the
Syrian army, with help on the ground from
Shia militias recruited from Lebanon, Afghanistan, and Iraq and mostly trained and
commanded by Iranian officers, to go onto
the offensive. Assad’s forces took back the
historic city of Palmyra. They eliminated
the last rebel-held foothold in the city of
Homs. And last summer they began to cut
eastern Aleppo’s remaining links with the
outside world.
In July, the government forces took control of the Castello Road, ending the flow
of food and supplies for eastern Aleppo’s

He expects Canada’s
banking system
to continue being
one of the soundest
in the world.
In fact,
he’s banking on it.
Strong and stable banks help maintain
the integrity of our banking system,
promote economic growth and protect
the trust he is banking on.

Our banks. At work.
cba.ca

10,000 rebel fighters and its claimed civilian population of 250,000 people. (The real
total of civilians left in the east of the city,
once home to around a million people, is
almost certainly a small fraction of that
number.)
A rebel counter-offensive in August
briefly opened a new corridor into eastern
Aleppo, but government troops retook
the lost territory and resumed the siege in
September.
For almost two months now almost
nothing has moved into or out of the besieged half of the city, and both food and
ammunition are running short inside. So
the resistance is starting to collapse.
The Hanano district fell on Saturday,
and Jabal Badro fell on Sunday. The capture of Sakhour on Monday has cut the
rebel-held part of Aleppo in two, and the
remaining bits north of the cut will quickly
be pinched out by the Syrian government’s
troops.
The southeastern part of the city may
stay in rebel hands a while longer, but military collapses of this sort are infectious.
It is now likely that Bashar al-Assad will
control all of Aleppo before the end of the
year, and possibly much sooner.
At that point he would control all of
Syria’s major cities, at least three-quarters
of the population that has not fled abroad,
and all of the country’s surviving industry.
He would be in a position to offer an amnesty to all the rebels except the extreme
Islamists of Islamic State and the Nusra
Front, and a lot of the less fanatical Syrian
rebels would be tempted to accept it.
For the many foreign powers that are
involved in the Syrian civil war, it would
then come down to a straight choice:
Assad’s cruel but conventional regime or
the Islamist crazies.
Even Turkey and Saudi Arabia, however much their leaders may loathe Assad,
could not openly put their armies at the
service of the Islamists. (They used to send
them arms and money, but even that has
stopped now.) And for a newly installed
U.S. President Donald Trump, it would
become a lot simpler to “make a deal” with
Russia’s President Vladimir Putin to finish
the job of crushing Islamic State and the
Nusra Front together.
Would the Russians and the Americans
then hand over all the recaptured territory to Assad’s regime? Many people in
Washington would rather hang onto it
temporarily in order to blackmail Syria’s
ruling Baath Party into replacing Assad
with somebody a bit less tainted, but a deal
between Putin and Trump would certainly
preclude that sort of game playing.
How could Trump reconcile such a
deal with Russia with his declared intention to cancel the agreement the United
States signed last March to curb Iran’s
nuclear weapons ambitions? Iran is Russia’s closest ally in the Middle East, and if
Trump broke that agreement he would be
reopening a U.S. military confrontation
with Iran.
Since this question may not even have
crossed Trump’s mind yet, it would be
pointless for us to speculate on which way
he might jump three months from now.
It’s equally pointless to wonder what
kind of deal the Syrian Kurds will end up
with. Turkey will want to ensure that they
have no autonomous government of their
own and are thoroughly subjugated by
Assad’s regime. The United States, on the
other hand, owes them a debt of honour
for carrying the main burden of fighting
Islamic State on the ground—but the Kurds
are used to being betrayed.
All we can say with some confidence at
the moment is that it looks like Assad has
won his six-year war to stay in power.
Gwynne Dyer is an independent journalist
whose articles are published in 45 countries.
The Hill Times
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OPINION JUSTIN TRUDEAU

We’re back!
If Canada continues
to say one thing while
doing another, it’s only
a short time until our
international colleagues’
patience wanes and
Justin Trudeau’s hopeful
proclamation rings
hollow.

JAY RITCHLIN

V

ANCOUVER—”We’re back.” Just
over a year ago, freshly elected Justin
Trudeau jubilantly broadcast his intention
to revive Canada’s reputation as a progressive, co-operative and inclusive nation to
the international community. But is that
how Canada will be represented at the
Convention on Biological Diversity’s 13th
Conference of the Parties (COP 13) in Cancun, Mexico, this month?
The prime minister’s mandate letter to
the fisheries minister made it clear that
keeping oceans healthy is a priority, with
a specific promise to protect 10 per cent of
coastal and marine areas by 2020. But our
country has been inconsistent in international negotiations.
Now into the mandate’s second year, it’s
time to start matching words with action.
When it comes to living up to its global
reputation, things looked promising at
last year’s climate summit in Paris. There,
Canada played a leadership role, pushing
for agreement on limiting global warming
targets to 1.5 C. After 10 years of blocking
co-operation on climate change, Canada
received well-deserved kudos for stepping
forward in international negotiations. Domestic policy has yet to follow suit.
On the international human rights front,
we’re seeing a different side to Canada.
A joint NGO report, “Canada is back, but
still far behind,” expresses concern for the
ineffectual federal watchdog overseeing
Canadian multinational corporations.
Which Canada will show up on the
international stage when it comes time
to conserving biodiversity? Just weeks
away from talks in Cancun, the Trudeau
government is still leaving us guessing.
Will decisions supported there actually be
implemented back home?
The Cancun talks on conserving ocean
biodiversity will be critical. Many global
fish stocks are collapsing due to overfishing,
industrial development and the effects of climate change, including ocean acidification.
On the one hand, Canada is making
bold statements on marine protected areas.
When meeting with U.S. President Barack
Obama earlier this year, Prime Minister
Trudeau was emphatic that Canada would
meet international commitments to protect
10 per cent of marine ecosystems by 2020
and “take concrete steps to achieve and
substantially surpass these national goals
in the coming years.”
On the other hand, at the World Conservation Congress in Hawaii this past
September—part of the lead-up to COP
13 in Cancun— Canada appeared stuck
in a previous era. It advocated for weaker
standards before supporting motions on
protected areas and abstained from votes
on increased marine protection that the
vast majority of countries supported.

Back in Ottawa, Department of Fisheries and Oceans staff have been developing
standards for marine protection independent of the international community. In
draft form, they seem designed to allow
Canada to justify sidestepping international standards.
Canada should be applauded for committing publicly to meeting the 10 per cent goal.
But if in meeting that goal we create paper
parks and count areas that don’t protect biodiversity, that commitment means nothing.
Let’s make sure our recently reinstated
scientists and policy-makers are putting their
full energy into making tangible, progressive
biodiversity conservation designations, not
sugar-coating and creating loopholes.
Watering down international decisions
could undermine more than protections
here in Canada. It could destabilize global
biodiversity protection efforts. That’s
not Canada making a comeback. That’s
Canada going backwards.

With the likely rollback of U.S. support
for environmentally progressive agreements and policy, it’s more important than
ever that Canada step forward as a leader
in the international arena.
Canada has some of the richest biodiversity in the world and a global responsibility to protect it. Decision-makers should
consider effects on endangered species such
as southern resident killer whales before
expanding oil pipelines and tanker traffic.
Canada’s “we’re back” direction is important, looking to correct the course of the
previous Conservative government, who by
all accounts blew its 2010 shot at earning a
seat on the Security Council because of its
regressive stance on a variety of international issues, including climate change.
Hopes to get back in the game in time
for the next UN Security Council election in 2020 perfectly match the timing for
meeting international marine biodiversity
commitments.
But if Canada continues to say one
thing while doing another, it’s only a short
time until our international colleagues’
patience wanes and Trudeau’s hopeful
proclamation rings hollow.
Reputations take time to rebuild. When
the global community meets in Mexico to

Here comes sunny: Just over a year ago, freshly
elected Justin Trudeau broadcast his intention
to revive Canada’s reputation as a progressive,
co-operative and inclusive nation to the
international community. The Hill Times photograph
by Jake Wright

negotiate desperately needed protection
for biodiversity, let’s make sure Canada
behaves in a way that prompts the world to
say, “It’s good to have you back.”
Jay Ritchlin is the director-general of
Western Canada for the David Suzuki
Foundation.
The Hill Times
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IMPOLITIC PIPELINES & THE ENVIRONMENT

Pipelines and climate change: Prime Minister Justin Trudeau, centre, announced his government’s approval of Kinder Morgan’s Trans Mountain and Line 3 pipelines, and the rejection of the Northern
Gateway pipeline at the National Press Theatre on Nov. 29 in Ottawa, flanked by Transport Minister Marc Garneau, left, Fisheries Minister Dominic LeBlanc, Environment Minister Catherine McKenna,
Natural Resources Minister Jim Carr, and Justice Minister Jody Wilson-Raybould. The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

Trudeau undoes own timid steps to
sustainability, betrays promise to world
It looks counterintuitive to be
disavowing continued
dependence on
the fossil fuels
that contribute to
climate change,
then approving two
new pipelines that
will stimulate and,
arguably, prolong
production in
Alberta’s oilsands.

SUSAN RILEY

G

ATINEAU, QUE.—There is
no doubt that Prime Minister
Justin Trudeau’s approval of the
twinning of the Kinder Morgan oil
pipeline last week increases the
danger of a devastating spill in the
waters around Vancouver and beyond, despite the new $1.5-billion
federal ocean protection plan.
No spill response unit,“world
class” or otherwise, can be confidently relied on to deal with the
mixture of bitumen and chemical
diluent that could leak, and sink,
into Pacific gulf waters—partly because the mixture does not behave
in the same way as conventional oil
(which is bad enough.) As Green

Party Leader Elizabeth May says:
“No spill response unit will make
bitumen float.”Trudeau’s personal
assurances —“if I thought the project was unsafe for the B.C. Coast,
I would reject it”—is a stirring
sentiment, but it is only that. There
are no guarantees; the soon-to-be
imperilled coastline is still vast, if
not as remote, as the treacherous
waters near the rejected Northern
Gateway proposal.
The other pressing question is
whether the pipeline approvals—
Kinder Morgan, from Edmonton
to Vancouver harbour, and the
reconstruction and expansion of
Enbridge’s Line 3 from Alberta to
Wisconsin—will make Canada’s
promise in Paris to reduce emissions 30 per cent below 2005 levels
by 2030 unachievable? It certainly
looks counter-intuitive to be disavowing continued dependence
on the fossil fuels that contribute
to climate change, then approving two new pipelines that will
stimulate and, arguably, prolong
production in Alberta’s oilsands,
home to the most polluting oil on
the planet. And how sustainable
is it to sell that oil to China, the
world’s leading producer of greenhouse gas emissions?
We will have a clearer answer this week, when Trudeau
sits down with the premiers to
finalize a national plan to reduce
emissions. Whatever the outcome,
however, the federal government’s decision to breath new life
into the Alberta tarsands puts far
greater pressure on the rest of the
economy—other regions, other
sectors, individuals—to adopt
severe carbon reductions.
Recent federal climate measures come nowhere near to

compensating for the increased
emissions to be generated by
the new pipelines—not just the
construction and the upstream
emissions, but the pollution
released when that fuel is burned.
A federal carbon tax that starts
at a risible $10 a tonne in 2018
and rises to a still-puny $50 by
2022; an accelerated phase-out
of coal, which accounts for a
small amount of Canada’s energy
production—both are good initiatives, coupled with previously
announced cuts to methane and
hydrofluorocarbon emissions.
But it will take more far-reaching,
immediate, and probably costly
remedies to get us close to even
the modest targets set by Stephen
Harper, much less address the
increasingly worrying signs of a
changing climate.
And the pipeline approvals—
along with federal go-ahead for
a proposed liquified natural gas
terminal in northern B.C.—only
make meeting the Paris goal
of limiting future temperature
increases to 2oC annually, or less,
that much more difficult, if not
impossible.
Another moment of stunning
dissonance: Trudeau claimed, repeatedly, that he would not have
approved either pipeline project
without Alberta Premier Rachel
Notley’s recently announced
cap on oilsands emissions. That
cap? Oilsands producers will be
limited to 100 megatonnes of
emissions a year—a 40 per cent
increase from present levels!—at
some unspecified future date. This
is so forgiving a target it doesn’t
instil confidence that it will be
enforced. What if Keystone is
approved by Donald Trump in the

meantime? That could be another
boon to the oilsands, meaning
more emissions. This is sounding
more like the ice cream diet than
a serious plan to reduce carbon
pollution.
Notley insists the new pipelines
will only handle oil already scheduled for production from several
plants that were approved, and in
the process of being built, before
world prices tanked. In other
words, the oil was going to be
extracted anyway; the challenge
is getting it to more markets, more
safely. But climate policy expert
Adam Scott, of environmental
group Oil Change International,
says the current pipeline network
is more than adequate and “new
pipelines will only be required if
they plan to dramatically increase
production.”
As to “getting oil to tidewater”
via Kinder Morgan, will it be
the magic bullet Notley and her
industry pals insist upon? Having
only one customer—the U.S.—is
said to limit Alberta’s bargaining
power and depress prices for its
oil. But the fundamental problem
is erratic world prices and the low
quality of tarsands product, says
Scott. The thick, sandy bitumen
requires specialized refineries,
and there are not many in China,
nor will China necessarily pay
more for Alberta’s product than
the cluster of U.S. refineries in
the Texas gulf, which currently
offer the highest prices for raw
bitumen. Most of the oil from
the existing Kinder Morgan line
now goes south for processing in
California, a pattern that is likely
to continue for some time, despite
the political excitement about
exporting to Asia.

Some will be persuaded that
sacrificing Canada’s climate
goals—and the health of the planet—is justified if it means rescuing Alberta’s staggering economy
and maintaining spinoff benefits elsewhere. That said, until
recently Alberta was still leading
the country in job creation. Not
to minimize the pain: thousands
upon thousands of jobs have been
lost (although the rebuilding in
Fort McMurray is providing some
relief), and Calgary is faced with
a 10 per cent unemployment rate
and emptying office towers. But
the answer, surely, is to reduce
Alberta’s dependence on one
endangered commodity, not lock
it in with billion-dollar pipelines
for decades to come.
It will require amazing
wizardry (and, perhaps, some
fun with figures) for the prime
minister and the premiers to
devise measures that will offset
the dire climate consequences
of the pipeline approvals, never
mind bolster our weak and inadequate existing climate targets.
It is possible other events might
intervene. Kinder Morgan could
be killed by a change of government in B.C., by legal action and
protests, or by another oil market
collapse.
Meanwhile, Trudeau and Notley
celebrate their coup, a major boost
to the country’s largest carbon
emitter, wrapped in pious environmental rhetoric, and accompanied
by a few climate-friendly gestures.
But behind the green screen, it’s
business as usual.
Susan Riley is a veteran political columnist who writes regularly for The Hill Times.
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THE WAR ROOM JUSTIN TRUDEAU

Canada’s affection for Trudeau has just begun
He may be
imperfect, but
compared to the
alternatives to the
south and the east,
Trudeau’s popularity
can only grow.

WARREN KINSELLA

T

ORONTO—Do journalistic conventions rewire our brains?
It’s a serious question. In the
fun new sci-fi movie Arrival,
the plot posits the theory that
language changes the way we
think, and not the other way
around. The aliens keep telling
everyone what they think—kind
of like a racist and sexist Donald
Trump did, over and over—and
everyone on Earth keeps trying
to find some other more-obscure
meaning, instead of the one right
in front of their eyes (ie., that he
really is that racist and sexist).
The movie is about aliens, but
it could be about politics. People
are always looking for a meaning
that isn’t the one in plain view.
A Twitter acquaintance, Toronto
Star columnist Judith Timson, reminded me of this last week. I had
retweeted a windy, stentorian Ma-

clean’s editorial about how Justin
Trudeau’s honeymoon was finally
at an end. The honeymoon “is truly
over,” insisted Maclean’s, sounding
like they wanted to convince themselves as much as the rest of us.
Timson’s pithy response: “For
the 45th time. Hey here’s an idea:
maybe the ‘honeymoon’ metaphor
in political journalism is over.”
Well put, and true enough,
Ms. Timson. It’s a hackneyed
cliché, that “political honeymoon”
nonsense, and it’s yet another example of people letting language
do their thinking for them.
Politics is a stew in which the
ingredients are opportunism,
timing, and good luck. Justin
Trudeau came along when folks
were sick of the Tories, when he
looked shiny and new, and when
the fortunes were smiling upon
him. Same with Donald Trump:
he oozed out of a fetid, primordial
reality-TV swamp precisely at the
moment that angry white Americans were in the mood to vote
against their economic and social
self-interest. That’s a victory more
attributable to luck than skill.
So Justin Trudeau has indeed
been lucky. And, yes, as Maclean’s sniffed, a video of Trudeau
got booed by some drunks at the
Grey Cup. Yes, the “cash for access
scandal”—they called it a “scandal,” they really did, when no normal person thinks that it is—has
been attracting some unhelpful
headlines. And, yes, some muchdelayed pipeline decisions were
causing some headaches in B.C.,
mostly among people who would
never vote Liberal anyway.

Justin
Trudeau
won’t be
defeated
anytime soon,
writes Warren
Kinsella,
and his
honeymoon
isn’t ending,
either. The
Hill Times
photograph by
Jake Wright

So what, we say. Getting introduced at sports events is always
a really bad idea, per the political
muse (cf., Tip O’Neill). Fundraising isn’t ever pretty either, but
until the media offers political
parties ad space for free, it needs
to be done. And pipelines? They’re
a hell of a lot safer than the alternative (cf., Lac-Mégantic).
The fact is this: the punditocracy is bored. Justin Trudeau has
been atop the polls for more than
a year, and it’s kind of dull. The
Tories (who have too many leadership candidates) and the NDP
(who has one) aren’t being an
effective opposition, particularly.
They aren’t keeping the Liberal
leader up at night. So, as always,
some media have assigned themselves the role of Her Majesty’s
Official Opposition. Gentlemen,
per the timeless Val Sears quip,
we have a government to defeat.
But Trudeau won’t be defeated
anytime soon. And his honeymoon—whether you call it that

or not—isn’t ending, either. It’s
barely started. And you can thank
Donald Trump for that.
Until Donald Trump is indicted
at the state level by an ambitious
Democratic attorney general, or until
a Republican Congress tires of his
madness and his wars, and commences impeachment proceedings
in the House, the U.S. president-to-be
is going to remain the biggest story
on Earth. He is going to be the prism
through which all political news is
viewed, pretty much.
He won’t be President Trump.
He will be President Troll, firing off
insults via his Twitter account in the
middle of the night, raging as he
stalks the marbled halls at Trump
Tower on Fifth Avenue. And the media—as they have always done—will
be a-twitter about his Twitter. They
can’t stop paying attention to him, as
much as they loathe him.
Up here in Canuckistan, Justin
Trudeau can only benefit from
that. When the (likely) next Conservative Party leader is doing

her utmost to ape Trump, Trudeau
will look pretty darn good to most
Canadian voters, who deeply
despise Trump. And if Angela
Merkel fails in winning a fourth
term in Germany—and if the
far-right’s François Fillon or the
neo-Nazi National Front achieve
power in France next year—then
Trudeau will be among the last
progressives standing.
He may be imperfect, but
compared to the alternatives to
the south and the east, Trudeau’s
popularity can only grow. Call
it a honeymoon or not, but one
thing is for certain: in the dark,
dark days that lie ahead, Justin
Trudeau will shine bright.
And you don’t need to subscribe to journalistic conventions
to know that.
Warren Kinsella is a Torontobased lawyer, author, and commentator. He has been a special
assistant to former prime minister Jean Chrétien.
The Hill Times

OPINION CASH FOR ACCESS

Making sense of Trudeau’s cash-for-access scandal
As fans of Asia’s
durian fruit know,
smell doesn’t tell you
everything. While the
durian smells like
putrid gym socks, its
flesh is succulent and
sweet. It is a reminder
that things aren’t
always as they seem.

THOMAS WALKOM

O

n May 19, Prime Minister Justin
Trudeau attended a Liberal
party fundraising soirée at the home
of a wealthy Chinese-Canadian.
Canadian citizens who attended
paid $1,500 each for the privilege.
By law, foreigners—including an
unknown number of Chinese nationals who were there—did not.

One attendee, Canadian financier Shenglin Xian, was awaiting
final federal approval of his plan
to set up a new bank. He received
that approval two months later.
Another, Chinese billionaire
Zhang Bin, later contributed much
of a $1-million charitable donation
made to the Pierre Elliott Trudeau
Foundation and the Université de
Montréal’s law school.
That’s the bare bones of what
happened. But since Tuesday,
when news of this event was first
reported by The Globe and Mail,
the May 19 fundraiser has dominated the Commons.
In political circles, it has eclipsed
even the election of Donald Trump.
Trudeau has been accused
of selling access for cash and
of breaking his own ambitious
integrity guidelines.
Even the charitable foundation
set up in honour of Trudeau’s late
father has been drawn into the fray.
In language reminiscent of the
Cold War, the prime minister has
been accused by Conservative MP
Candice Bergen and others of dallying with Chinese Communists—
what my old comic-book hero Sgt.
Rock used to call ChiComs.
Over the week, all of this made
my head hurt. So please bear with

me as I try to sort out what, if
anything, occurred that was inappropriate.
First, the event itself was legal.
Maybe such meet-and-greets,
where donors get to briefly
hobnob with elected politicians,
should be banned. But at the federal level, they are not.
The Liberals point out, correctly, that all political parties
engage in this kind of behaviour
in their efforts to raise money.
Did anything untoward happen
on May 19 as the prime minister
glad-handed his way around a room
chock-a-bloc with billionaires? I’d
be surprised. I’ve seen Trudeau in
operation. He’s invariably both
charming and noncommittal.
Like all successful politicians,
he has the knack of making
whomever he is speaking to feel
like the most important person
in the room. But he rarely says
anything of substance.
Second, what about those ChiComs? Is Trudeau really a latterday Manchurian Candidate?
Anything, of course, is possible. But while it might be ironic
to find that Chinese billionaires
are card-carrying Communists,
it should not be surprising. The
Communist Party runs China.

Chinese billionaires understand
this and so, I suspect, does Conservative MP Bergen.
Canada could decide to boycott
China until the Communist Party
has fallen. But I don’t see the
Conservatives calling for this.
Third, should Trudeau have
hobnobbed at this event with wouldbe banker Xian? Xian is a longtime
figure in Chinese-Canadian business
circles. When former prime minister
Jean Chrétien led Team Canada trips
to China, Xian accompanied him.
As the Star reported in 2005,
the financier has a controversial
past. At one point, the appeal panel of a professional association
to which he belonged slapped his
wrist over his business practices.
None of this stopped his rise.
Last year, according to a timeline
provided by the federal finance
department, Xian’s Wealth One
Bank of Canada was provisionally awarded rare schedule-one
status by then Conservative
finance minister Joe Oliver.
In July, two months after the
Trudeau fundraiser, Xian’s bank
was granted full schedule-one status by the federal superintendent
of financial institutions.
Should Trudeau have gadded
about last May with someone whose

request to government was still
pending? The answer is no. Did that
$1,500 dinner secure Xian his lucrative banking licence? I doubt it.
Finally, the foundation. Billionaire Zhang may have made his
generous donation to the Trudeau
foundation because he truly admired Pierre Trudeau. Or he may
have been trying to curry favour
with his son. Who knows?
What we do know is that
Zhang seemed to have received
nothing from this contribution
other than a warm glow.
The donation (to what even
Trudeau’s critics agree is a
reputable charity) didn’t earn him
access to the prime minister. He
already had that.
Conservative interim leader
Rona Ambrose says that Trudeau’s
actions last May don’t pass the
smell test. And maybe they don’t.
But as fans of Asia’s durian
fruit know, smell doesn’t tell you
everything. While the durian
smells like putrid gym socks, its
flesh is succulent and sweet.
It is a reminder that things
aren’t always as they seem.
Thomas Walkom is a columnist for The Toronto Star. This
column was released on Nov. 28.
The Hill Times
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OPINION NATIONAL SECURITY & ANTI-TERRORISM

Who should our spies spy on?
The Senate
Standing Committee
on National Security
and Defence can
descend into petty
politics sometimes,
but it shouldn’t on
national security
issues.

PHIL GURSKI

O

TTAWA—In the wake of news
out of Quebec that police in
that province were given court
warrants to intercept the commu-

nications of journalists, it turns
out that CSIS cannot rule out the
possibility that sometime over its
30-plus-year history that it too
listened in on some members of
the fifth estate. In a session of the
Senate Standing Committee on
National Security and Defence in
Ottawa on Nov. 28, Brian Rumig,
a senior CSIS official, noted that
the service would never investigate someone just because that
person happened to be a journalist, but that if that person engaged
in activities spelled out in Section
2 of the CSIS Act, then she or he
could have come under scrutiny.
Another senior CSIS agent noted
that “there are no safe havens” for
those kinds of activities (terrorism, espionage, foreign interference). CSIS was also careful to
add that it fully recognizes the
“sensitivity” surrounding institutions such as the media and
academia and that, as a result,
investigations in those sectors are
held to higher thresholds.

Cue the outrage.
This is, of course, coming on
the heels of a Federal Court ruling that CSIS “illegally” held onto
metadata it had collected under
warrant for use in counterterrorism investigations. Canadians are
probably angry at what seems to
be yet another overreach by CSIS
and we can probably expect calls
for more oversight and reining in
those cowboy spies.
And, yet, as with most stories
on national security and intelligence in this country, there is a
lot missing. Context for instance,
and a sober look at the facts and
what is really happening here.
Some Canadians undoubtedly
feel that CSIS uses its mandate to
target and investigate communities
or sectors it has decided require
such action. Unfortunately, this
would be a huge misconstrual of
what CSIS does and why it does it.
The bottom line is that CSIS
does not target anyone without
cause. The service carries out in-

vestigations when it gets information that an individual (or several
individuals) is engaged in activities that potentially pose a threat
to this country as defined in the
aforementioned Section 2 0f the
CSIS Act. In other words, CSIS
targets behaviour, not people or
communities. And it does so very
well and very judiciously.
Besides, who says that a
journalist (or a professor for
that matter) can’t be engaged in
activities that pose a threat to our
security? Are these people somehow beyond reproach? Are there
no “bad apples” in the bunch? I
would hope that CSIS would investigate anyone who does things
that threaten us, irrespective of
their profession, ethnicity, creed,
colour, or whatever. Threats are
threats, after all, and not limited
to specific parts of our society.
Furthermore, do we really
want our spies to unilaterally
and unequivocally rule out an
investigation on a particular place

just because that place is “sensitive?” If they had information that
a terrorist cell was forming on a
university campus does anyone
really expect them to ignore it out
of some ill-considered concerns
that universities are hallowed
halls of freedom of speech and
thought? The same goes for
secondary schools. Given what
we know about the genesis of
the Toronto 18, I for one hope
that CSIS would do whatever it
takes to nip these plots in the bud
should another cell take shape in
a high school.
I fear sometimes that the Senate
Standing Committee on National
Security and Defence can descend
into petty politics and scoring partisan points. We need committees
of this kind to question the heads
of our security intelligence and law
enforcement agencies and to hold
them responsible, but not to resort
to headline chasing.Yes, ask hard
questions, but no do not engage
in ill-informed, or uniformed,
innuendo. The people of Canada
deserve more.
Phil Gurski is president and
CEO of Borealis Threat and Risk
Consulting.
The Hill Times

OPINION NATIONAL SECURITY
The Prime
Minister’s Office
in Ottawa. Scott
Newark says
there are several
areas in Bill C-22
where the Prime
Minister’s Office
inexplicably retains
functional control
over the upcoming
Parliamentary
National Security
Committee. The Hill

Ensuring independence
for Parliamentary National
Security Committee
Bill C-22 is
a positive
development
that creates a
parliamentary
review capability of
the government’s
national security
policies and
activities. What’s
needed now are
amendments
to ensure the
committee has
the required
independence from
the PMO.

SCOTT NEWARK

T

he issue of national security
oversight and review has
re-emerged following the recent
scathing judgment from Justice
Simon Noel regarding CSIS’
deliberate cover up of its ‘meta-

data’ gathering and retention of
personal information of Canadians. Ironically, Noel was alerted
to the details of what CSIS was
doing after he read the annual
report of the Security Intelligence
Review Committee, which is the
independent review agency set up
by statute to review CSIS’ operations and report to the minister
and ultimately to Parliament.
The case helps illustrate the
critical importance of the reviewing entity, in this case the
specially mandated court, being
independent of the agency it
is reviewing. CSIS, the RCMP,
the Communications Security
Establishment, and other government departments and agencies,
are part of the “executive branch”
of government, which in today’s
Canada means the Prime Minister’s Office and the Privy Council
Office which serves it.
Parliament is also expected to
hold the executive to account. Endowing the legislative branch with
a national security review mandate
is a priority of the Trudeau government, which has now introduced
Bill C-22 which will create a “committee of parliamentarians” with
just such a mandate.
Creating such a parliamentary
committee was discussed during the debate on Bill C-51, the
controversial Anti-Terrorism Act
introduced and passed by the
Harper government following the
shootings in October 2014.
Among the stated shortcomings
of the Harper government’s Bill

C-51 was that it did not contain any
provisions with respect to creating
a special parliamentary committee
with the authority to review national security activities and policies,
which is something that has been
recommended for years, and which
Canada’s other “Five Eyes” intelligence partners (U.S., U.K., New
Zealand, and Australia) all have.
Several witnesses that appeared
on Bill C-51 recommended both
independent oversight and review
entities, but no action was taken by
the government and C-51 passed
without either being included.
But such a committee would
have an important role to play in
both policy and specific case reviews. Reviewing how convicted
Toronto 18 terrorist Ali Mohamed
Dirie was able to fly out of
Canada to Syria following his
release from prison, or why the
RCMP were unaware of wouldbe bomber Aaron Driver’s online
activities when the FBI was, could
present a real opportunity to
improve the system.
Bill C-22 will create the National
Security and Intelligence Committee of Parliamentarians. However,
the issue of independence from the
Prime Minister’s Office is central to
determining if the committee will
perform as promised. And ironically,
given the government’s often-stated
commitment to the independence of
Parliament, that is where this legislation falls short.
Because the committee is,
in effect, the legislative branch
of government reviewing the

Times photograph by
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national security activities of the
executive branch of government,
the independence and authority
of the committee is critical. And
there are several areas in the current legislation where the Prime
Minister’s Office inexplicably
retains functional control.
The proposed committee is
expressly defined as not being
subject to the regular committee
procedures like power of appointment, election of chairs, scheduling
meetings, and filing of reports.
Contrary to regular committee
practices, the executive branch
of government (PM and ministers) has significantly heightened
control including the power to
authorize investigations or provide
information, all expressly without
challenge or appeal.
Pursuant to Bill C-22, the PM
appoints the committee chair and
the committee will only meet at
the chair’s direction. Committee
reports would be provided to the
PM for screening before being filed
in Parliament and while the committee can conduct special reviews
and provide reports to the PM, they
are not provided to Parliament.
If the minister decides to
withhold information from the
committee, the minister is obliged

to notify the review agencies for
CSIS, RCMP, and CSE of the refusal which means they also will
not provide such information.
The executive director of the
secretariat supporting the committee is to be appointed by the
governor in council rather than
the committee, and any replacement due to vacancy on an
interim basis is to be done by a
minister designated by the governor in council.
C-22 is a positive development that creates a parliamentary
review capability of the government’s national security policies
and activities. What is needed
now are amendments to the bill to
ensure that the committee has the
required independence from the
PMO, as originally promised, so
that it can do its important work
on behalf of Canadians.
Scott Newark is a former Alberta Crown prosecutor who has
also served as executive officer
of the Canadian Police Association, director of operations to the
Washington, D.C.-based Investigative Project on Terrorism, and
as a security policy adviser to
the governments of Ontario and
Canada.
The Hill Times
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OPINION CLIMATE CHANGE

Canadian government
sending carbon emissions
in wrong direction
The prime minister
and Environment
and Climate Change
Minister Catherine
McKenna need to
explain how new
pipelines and LNG
terminals that will
be around for 40 or
50 years fit within
a coherent national
climate change
framework.

DALE MARSHALL

T

ORONTO—There is an interesting race going on in Ottawa, between increased carbon
emissions from the government
approvals for high-carbon energy
projects, and reduced emissions
from announced climate policies.
Right now it’s neck and neck,
and the consequences of the final
result could be much more dire
than any sports competition could
ever be.
Last week, the government
approved two new tar sands
pipelines, Kinder Morgan and
Line 3, which together will ship
an additional 1.1 million barrels
of tar sands oil per day. Just two
months ago, the green light was
given to a liquefied natural gas
(LNG) terminal to be built by
Petronas, a Malaysian state company. According to Environment
and Climate Change Canada,
the three projects will together
increase Canada’s carbon emissions by 35 to 42 million tonnes
(MT), the equivalent of adding as
many as 8.9 million cars to our
roads. That’s from extraction only

and does not include the vast
majority of emissions from these
projects—those that occur when
the fossil fuels are burned.
The government has also
announced new climate change
policies: a pan-Canadian price on
carbon, a phase-out of coal-fired
power by 2030, and a clean fuel
standard. Each proposed policy
has its weaknesses. For the coal
phase-out, for example, it appears
that Saskatchewan and Nova
Scotia may still be burning coal
in the 2030s thanks to federal
“flexibility.” But generally these
are good initiatives, welcomed by
Canadians keen on climate leadership. Together, these initiatives
aim to reduce carbon emissions
by 53 MT.
So who will win the race? Will
those climate initiatives outpace
emission increases from yet more
approvals of high-carbon infrastructure? Will those decreases be
enough to actually meet Canada’s
2030 target? That is the first challenge for the government. Prime
Minister Justin Trudeau’s gov-

ernment needs to credibly show
Canadians that its climate framework will allow Canada to meet
its international obligations.
Canadians deserve to see
the greenhouse gas math. The
government needs to lay out in
precise detail the policies that
will be introduced, the emissions that will be reduced for
each, and how it all adds up to
those emission decreases beating
emission increases by about 200
million tonnes—the gap between
Canada’s current emissions and
our target.
Right now, the government
seems to be tilting the race in
favour of emission increases.
Research shows that just one new
pipeline and LNG terminal would
increase emissions so much in
the oil and gas sector—already
Canada’s biggest carbon polluter—that the rest of the Canadian economy will need to cut its
carbon pollution at least in half
by 2030. The government has
approved two new pipelines and
an LNG terminal, and last week
Natural Resources Minister Jim
Carr said that other pipelines,
Energy East and Keystone XL,
are still on the table.
Will other sectors be able to
reduce carbon emissions enough
to keep pace with skyrocketing
emissions from oil and gas? It
seems increasingly impossible.
The second challenge for
the government is to go beyond
Canada’s 2030 target, given that
it is the weakest in the G7, and

assessed as totally inadequate to
reaching the Paris goal of limiting
warming to 1.5 degrees Celsius.
Therefore, while the government
is reducing domestic emissions in
line with the 2030 target, it also
needs to be investing in emission reductions internationally
in the developing world. That will
allow Canada to do its fair share
in avoiding catastrophic climate
change.
Finally, the third challenge is
to decarbonize the economy by 80
per cent or more by 2050, the goal
laid out in the Canadian government’s mid-century strategy. That
strategy warns that investment
in high-carbon energy projects
risks locking in those emissions,
putting a low-carbon economy
out of reach. Recent government
announcements show it is ignoring its own advice.
The race is on, and time is
short for carbon emission reductions to surge ahead of carbon
emission increases. The prime
minister and Environment and
Climate Change Minister Catherine McKenna need to explain
how new pipelines and LNG
terminals that will be around for
40 or 50 years fit within a coherent national climate change
framework. Until then, this race
will end terribly for much of the
world, and any claims of climate
leadership will sound hollow.
Dale Marshall is national
program manager for
Environmental Defence.
The Hill Times

OPINION CLIMATE CHANGE

Pan-Canadian framework on climate
change: an opportunity for a race to the top
The first ministers’
meeting should
signal the start
of this race to the
top, a clean and
honest race, with
the provinces
paving the way for
innovative climate
policies and the
federal government
bringing stragglers
into the race
by using its
jurisdictional and
spending powers
to deploy those
policies nationally.
It is time that we all
flex our imagination
and clean energy
muscles and not
allow a few laggards
to slow us down.

ANNIE BÉRUBÉ AND STEVEN
GUILBEAULT

M

ONTREAL—On the eve of
the first ministers’ meeting to deliver the pan-Canadian
framework on clean growth and
climate change, we take stock of
encouraging recent progress in
climate policies, and wish to point
out that climate policy has the
potential to become a model for
the Canadian federation.
Let’s face it. Tackling climate
change is hard and can be daunting.
We therefore argue for climate
policy to be infused with a healthy
dose of competition—a race to
the top. And a clean and honest
race, not one doped up on fossil
fuel infrastructure. Which city will
be first to reach 50 per cent of its
daily commutes by transit and
active transportation? Who will be
the first province to reach 50 per
cent of electric vehicles sales? Who
will start building net-zero social
housing? Which government will
become carbon neutral first in its
own operations?
Thankfully, some provinces
have filled the void in federal lead-

ership on climate change over the
last 10 years. We have seen leadership in Ontario with phase-out of
coal in electricity generation, in
Quebec through the electrification
of transport, in British Columbia
through its clean fuel standard and
carbon tax, and more recently with
Alberta’s climate plan. Now, the
federal government is using evidence from those early adopters to
deploy those same climate policies
nationally.
This started last October, with
the announcement that the federal
government would unilaterally impose a carbon price starting in 2018
in those provinces without such a
system in place. Environment Minister Catherine McKenna recently
announced a tightening of existing
federal regulations that could result
in a phase out of coal-fired electricity generation in Canada by 2030.
Finally, consultations will begin on a
national clean fuel standard.
All new national policies borrowed from provincial experience—this is the race to the top
and, in our opinion, Canadian
federalism working at its best.
Bold and ambitious climate
policies are essential for many
reasons. First of all, the level of
ambition now will determine
how close we get to our 2030
emissions target—a 30 per cent
reduction below 2005 levels of

GHG emissions—and how large
the gap will be. Because yes, to
be honest, most recent modelling predicts there will be a
gap between our target and the
emissions reductions achieved by
current and recent policies.
To close this gap, McKenna
has already stated that Canada
would have to rely on the purchase of emissions reduction
overseas. Ambitious domestic
climate policies can ensure we
find cheaper mitigation opportunities here at home, that we export those clean energy solutions
to the exploding international
market and reap the benefits of
growth and job creation, rather
than purchasing these clean technologies overseas.
Current federal-provincial wrangling on climate policy is a cause
for concern, as it could turn this
opportunity for the federation into a
race to the lowest common denominator. This started with a threat
from the premiers to hold climate
policy hostage to a new funding
agreement on health care. British
Columbia’s non-objection to the
federal carbon pricing scheme came
at the expense of approval for the
Malaysia-based Petronas’ liquefied
natural gas terminal—a high price
to pay, equivalent to an additional
5 megatons of CO2 every year, to
be precise. Then came the watering

down of our goal to eliminate coal
pollution in Canada through the
recent coal phase-out equivalency
agreements negotiated with Nova
Scotia and Saskatchewan.
And now the Enbridge Line 3
and Kinder Morgan Trans Mountain
pipelines could be adding an additional 13 and 25 Mt of CO equiva2
lent (upstream emissions only)
respectively every year in Canada.
Clearly, we are not tipping the balance sheet in favour of a meeting our
commitment to the Paris agreement.
Nor are we helping the international
community do so by continuing to
export our carbon pollution.
Canadians expect better of
their leaders.
The first ministers’ meeting
should signal the start of this race
to the top, a clean and honest race,
with the provinces paving the way
for innovative climate policies and
the federal government bringing
stragglers into the race by using its
jurisdictional and spending powers
to deploy those policies nationally.
It is time that we all flex our imagination and clean energy muscles
and not allow a few laggards to
slow us down.
Annie Bérubé is director
of government relations for
Équiterre in Ottawa. Steven
Guilbeault is co-founder and
principal director of Équiterre.
The Hill Times
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opinion aerospace industry

It’s only the
beginning for green
growth in Canadian
aerospace industry
Green aviation represents
a significant opportunity
for exactly the kind
of achievements the
innovation agenda and the
Clean Technology Program
are seeking to develop.

SYLVAIN COFSKY

D

uring the unveiling of Canada’s innovation agenda, Navdeep Bains,
minister of Innovation, Science and
Economic Development, announced that
Canada should develop a daring and coordinated strategy for innovation that will
produce beneficial results for all Canadians. The agenda stresses the importance

of collaborative research and inclusive
partnerships among all actors, including
industrial companies of all sizes, academic
and research institutions, and government
agencies. This added value is crucial for the
Canadian aerospace industry, which relies
on intersectoral action, expertise and the
importance of different organizations.
This is especially true when it comes to
green aviation. The Air Transport Action Group
(ATAG), an international aerospace ecosystem,
has set clear climate targets for the industry:
improve the aviation fleet fuel efficiency by an
average of 1.5 per cent per year between 2009
and 2020, stabilize net carbon emissions from
aviation through carbon-neutral growth as of
2020, and reduce net aviation carbon emissions
by 50 per cent between 2005 and 2050. Reducing the environmental impact of air travel is
imperative for manufacturers and operators
around the world, and represents a tremendous opportunity for Canada to lead the way.
With the investment of $15-billion per
year by the international civil aerospace
sector on efficiency-related R&D, as well
as the reduction by 75 per cent in perceived
noise since the first jets, it is clear that we
must accelerate our industry’s green growth
by supporting their initiatives.

The Canadian industry has already achieved
significant environmental milestones for the
aerospace sector through collaborative research
projects led by the Green Aviation Research
& Development Network (GARDN). Among
these are the first commercial flight powered by
biofuel in Canada and the first civilian jet in the
world 100 per cent powered by pure biofuel. We
have also developed technology that could lead
to a 25-40 per cent decrease in fuel consumption
and CO emissions from regional and business
2
aircraft. Over the course of the last seven years,
we have led 33 completed and ongoing research
projects aiming for cleaner, quieter and more
sustainable aviation.
These achievements are only the beginning.
We share the Canadian government’s
goal of promoting the creation and growth of
clean technology businesses, and are seeking
to increase the country’s competitiveness in
the aerospace industry while reducing the
environmental footprint of airplanes, engines
and avionics systems. By financing research
projects with these aims, we, as a network,
have succeeded in becoming a leader in green
aviation. By working with the government on
the development of the innovation agenda, as
well as with the Clean Technology Program of
the 2016-2019 Federal Sustainable Development Strategy, we believe that the development of a greener, more environmentally
sustainable aviation industry can be one of
Canada’s great innovation achievements.
Challenges remain, however, and continued collaboration will be essential. Increasingly strict environmental regulations set by
international organizations, different regions
and airports remain both an issue and a motivating force for the industry. Green innovative transportation, to reduce air pollution to
improve Canadians’ lives, is also at the heart
of Transportation 2030, Transport Canada’s
strategic plan for the future of transportation, which aligns with our efforts and work.
We have been working together with other
actors in the Canadian aerospace field, including the Consortium for Aerospace Research

and Innovation in Canada (CARIC) and the
Aerospace Industries Association of Canada
(AIAC) to have a positive effect on the Canadian aerospace sector, and our momentum is
growing. Green aerospace is already a significant component of a large number of dynamic
organizations, and both GARDN and CARIC
are experiencing increased participation from
both Canadian and foreign organizations. Our
network already includes more than 50 members from the industrial and research spheres,
as well as international organizations such as
IATA, and keeps on growing. Canada has a
rich ecosystem for aerospace innovation, and
we bring undeniable expertise for incorporating sustainable development.
All of this creates a strong foundation for
continued green aviation advancement. Our
work is not only crucial for the growth and
competitiveness of the Canadian aerospace industry but also for achieving the government’s
goals of being a country that is innovative,
prosperous and conscientious about sustainable development. Bombardier C Series aircraft, for example, set the bar high for foreign
competitors to reach greener technologies.
But to maintain Canada’s competitiveness,
engaging the innovation process upstream is
essential. We need to work towards effective
and supportive green R&D with all stakeholders of the aerospace industry.
Green aviation represents a significant
opportunity for exactly the kind of achievements the innovation agenda and the Clean
Technology Program are seeking to develop.
Consolidating a cross-Canadian innovation
network, as GARDN has done, goes hand-inhand with this vision and will result in better
jobs, leading technologies, and a greener
aviation industry in the future. We look forward to continuing to build on our achievements in the months and years ahead.
Sylvain Cofsky is the executive director
of the Green Aviation Research & Development Network, which is supported through
the Business-Led Networks of Centres of
Excellence program.
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CANADA & THE 21ST CENTURY MIDDLE CLASS

Government’s middle-class agenda
at risk in ‘new normal’ economy
With low growth, it
is much harder to
address fundamental
challenges such as the
rapid technological
change that promises
huge upsets to the
world of work.
Middle-class jobs
may be the most
vulnerable to
technological change.

DAVID CRANE

T

ORONTO—Is low growth the
“new normal” for Canada and
other rich countries that make
up the G7? If so, what does this
mean for efforts to reduce inequality, strengthen the middle class,
and generate the public revenues
needed to finance health care, education, and other public services?

Low growth is the “new normal”—not zero growth, but much
slower growth than in the past—
former Bank of Canada governor
David Dodge, former deputy minister of Finance Michael Horgan,
and former senior trade negotiator John Weekes argue in a report
from the law firm Bennett Jones.
Their bottom line is that the
Canadian economy will not improve enough this decade to deliver
much improved living standards.
The outlook could improve more
if the incoming Trump administration generates stronger economic
growth south of the border, increasing the potential for Canadian
exports, though Canada would
still be on a low-growth track. But,
there is also the risk that the Trump
administration will be much more
protectionist and create significant uncertainty in Canada, and
Mexico, over the future of NAFTA.
In fact, the three former officials urge Canadian business
to hold back on new investments
until they have a clearer picture of
what may happen in the U.S. and
from other sources of uncertainty,
such as how Britain negotiates its
foolish Brexit, as well as looming
elections in France and Germany
next year. “During this period,
it would be wise for businesses
to make plans for the future but
refrain from making commitments

until these uncertainties are substantially lifted,” they say.
Even with improvement in the
U.S. economic outlook and the removal of other sources of uncertainty, that will be insufficient to achieve
the growth necessary to meet the
aspirational promises of the Trudeau
government, particularly its pledge
to strengthen the middle class. With
low growth, it is much harder to
address fundamental challenges
such as the rapid technological
change that promises huge upsets
to the world of work. Middle-class
jobs may be the most vulnerable to
technological change.
In their analysis, looking
through to 2020 (past the date
of the next federal election), the
three former senior public officials
highlight major structural changes
in the economy that occurred in
the mid-point of the past decade,
around 2004, before the financial
crisis hit several years later.
From 1996 to 2007, G7 economies averaged annual economic
growth of 2.5 per cent, but since
then has averaged 1.5 per cent.
These structural changes are still
with us and show no signs of abating. The economy is faced with
both inadequate growth in demand
and a decline in potential output,
which is affected not only by an aging society but a failure in innovation to boost productivity growth.

The aging of society means slowing growth in the labour force and
rising social and health costs. The
aging of society also curbs overall
consumer spending because Canadians, as they reach middle age, realize they need to save more of their
income for retirement, a pressure
reinforced by today’s extraordinarily
low interest rates.
Business has also been holding
back on new investment because
of uncertainty over the economic
future and is using its profits
instead to increase dividends to
shareholders, boost stock prices
by buying back shares, or engage
in takeovers rather than new
investments. This means less innovation and productivity growth.
This points to a significant factor in explaining the “new normal”—the slowdown in productivity growth, which is essential for
sustained growth in living standards over time, even more so since
labour force growth is slowing.
Without much better productivity
performance, from innovation and
increased business investment in
new production systems, as well as
more competition, we will be stuck
in a low-growth world. The three
former federal officials see little
prospect for much pickup in productivity over the period to 2020.
The slowdown in Chinese
economic growth, the fall in com-

Innovation Minister Navdeep Bains,
left, speaks with John Manley, CEO
of the Business Council of Canada.
Mr. Bains and the rest of the Trudeau
cabinet have their work cut out for
them, given the state of the economy,
writes David Crane. The Hill Times
photograph by Andrew Meade

modity prices, the slower rate of
new business creation, and the
declining growth rate in international trade are other factors
affecting growth prospects.
What all of this means is that
“structural forces will keep demand growth by households and
business subdued as they realize
that growth in lifetime income and
potential output would now be
lower, or at least more uncertain,
than perceived before.” So the
“new normal” will likely persist to
at least the end of this decade, and
perhaps beyond, absent better policies and less uncertainty.
This is a sobering message
that points to little improvement
in living standards and disappointing prospects for the middle
class. Can we do better?
David Crane is an award-winning
journalist with special interests in
the economics of globalization, innovation, sustainable development
and social equity. He can be reached
at crane@interlog.com.
The Hill Times

NEW COMMUNICATIONS CBC

CBC, the innovation agenda, and
making America Great again
No government
wants to hear
that its public
broadcaster wants
hundreds of millions
of dollars more
in subsidies in
the same week a
political opponent
has called for the
abolition of the said
corporation.

ANDREW CARDOZO

O

h my! What do you do with
this? The CBC wants more
dollars. Four hundred million of
them.
No government, no matter how
supportive, wants to hear that
from the public broadcaster, espe-

cially when the government has a
growing budget deficit.
And no government wants this
message in the same week when
Kellie Leitch, the highest profile
Conservative Party leadership
candidate, has called for the abolition of the said corporation.
Taken on its own, there is a
certain logic. Canadian Heritage
Minister Mélanie Joly launched a
review of digital media policy in
Canada earlier this year, and the
CBC, which is going gangbusters
on its digital platform, is sucking
up a lot of the advertising dollars
and private-sector broadcasters
are screaming “not fair.”
Why should the broadcaster
with a $1-billion state subsidy be
allowed to compete so unfairly in
the free market of advertising?
Today, it seems like the CBC is
far out in front of private-sector
competitors on the digital frontier, with perhaps the exception of
Netflix, which is a different kind
of beast, albeit one that competes
for eyeball time.
Recent hearings by the House
Canadian Heritage Committee on
the subject of digital broadcasting turned out to be more a whine
fest about big bad CBC and its advertising hoggery, and less about
how the industry was going to

be big, bold, imaginative aggressors on the digital front lines—in
Canada and internationally.
At the recent well-timed
conference of the International
Institute of Communications (IIC)
in Ottawa, Joly explained her preoccupation with digital. It is her
obsession. Traditional broadcasting is clearly getting taken over
by the plethora of digital platforms and its players, everything
from the ubiquitous Netflix to the
equally ubiquitous Lilly Singh—
and Joly is Canadian.
Joly observed that Canadian
“cultural industries are entering
an era of mass creation in cultural
products,” noting that “virtual reality is the biggest technological
change since motion pictures.” She
said her government sees “a clear
link between culture and economic
growth,” and this is where her focus
on digital innovation links to the
government-wide quest to advance
innovation across many sectors,
making it the key driver of the
economy development for Canada.
This search is being led by Innovation Minister Navdeep Bains. His
department being renamed Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada from Industry
Canada when the Trudeau government took office a year ago sums

up the government’s approach to
economic development; innovation
and science are key parts of it. It
seems that Joly’s review of digital
media is both taking place alongside and is a key part of the wider
innovation review.
For the communications
industry, Joly and Bains address
the two key sub-parts, broadcasting and telecommunications,
although “broadcasting” is fast
becoming an inadequate term to
define the industry that addresses
the production and electronic
distribution of cultural content.
And the CBC/Radio Canada is
a central player in this world as
it stands today. It has a mandate
given by Parliament in the Broadcasting Act to be a key player in
maintaining and growing Canadian culture. It is going digital
steadily, but its financial plan will
be controversial, to say the least.
Besides Leitch’s plan to abolish
the CBC, fellow Conservative leadership candidate and free-market
crusader Maxime Bernier is calling
for its public subsidy to be replaced
by fundraising drives like what is
done for the Public Broadcasting
System (PBS) south of the border.
If you are seeing a theme of how
Canada should become more like
Trump’s America, you are not alone.

Conservative leadership candidate
Kellie Leitch’s call to abolish the
CBC seems rather Trump-like,
writes Andrew Cordozo. The Hill Times
photograph by Jake Wright

While Joly had planned a national debate on how to modernize
and digitize the broadcasting industry—public and private—Leitch
and Bernier’s prescriptions should
be welcome additions to the debate.
The logical extension of their calls
is also to abandon the Canadiancontent policies of the last half
century in our broadcasting system
in favour of a true free market.
These ideas are not particularly new or innovative, but they are
well timed for a fulsome debate.
Innovation and digital communications in Canada, while making
America great again.
Andrew Cardozo is president
of Pearson Centre and an adjunct
professor at Carleton University. He
is a former CRTC commissioner.
The Hill Times
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OPINION INEQUALITY
Donald
Trump’s
campaign, as
inarticulate
and venal as
it was, tapped
into important
and deeply
rooted realities, realities
that may contain lessons
for Canada
too, writes Michael Wolfson.

Does Canada need to worry about
the same festering malaise that has
disrupted the United States?
Without more vigorous
actions to counteract
increasing inequality among
Canadians, we risk growing
the same kinds of resentment
and malaise here.

MICHAEL WOLFSON

F

or many Canadians, the outcome of the
United States election has been a shock.
Trump’s campaign, as inarticulate and
venal as it was, tapped into important and
deeply rooted realities, realities that may
contain lessons for Canada too.
Does Canada need to worry about the
same festering malaise that has become so
dramatically evident in the U.S.? Powerful
international data on income inequality
offer significant insights.
Branco Milanovic, a leading economist, has
been producing some of the best research on
world income inequality, drawing on detailed
data from his years at the World Bank.
Milanovic has produced a remarkable
graph—he calls it his “elephant graph” for
the shape it takes. It includes income distri-

bution data from almost all of the world’s
200 countries and asks a simple question: how much have individuals’ incomes
grown between 1988 and 2008?
To answer this question, Milanovic divided
each country’s population into smaller groups,
determined each group’s income measured
in standardized U.S. dollars in 1988, and
then sorted them in increasing order of their
income. In other words, the world’s population has been ranked from poorest to richest,
regardless of nationality. The graph then shows
how much each group’s incomes grew over the
two decades from 1988 to 2008.
The global average income growth for all
the income groups was about 25 per cent—
not bad at about two percent real growth per
year. But these improvements were very far
from being evenly distributed.
Among the bottom fifth of the world
population, incomes grew at rates between
20 and 40 per cent—lifting hundreds of millions out of poverty.
Incomes around the mid-point of the
world’s income spectrum grew twice as fast
over this two-decade period, at 80 per cent. This
growth signals dramatic improvements in living standards for many living in what we used
to call the less-developed world, and it reflects
the emergence of a much larger middle class
in many countries. This is all very good news.
But there is a dramatic drop in the
income growth rates for individuals in the
upper ranges—except at the very top. For individuals whose incomes placed them in the
top 75 to 85 per cent, their incomes hardly

grew at all, and those whose incomes are in
the top 85th to 95th percentiles of the world’s
population saw their incomes grow by only
10-15 percent over a 20-year period—almost
stagnant, in other words.
Only for the top five percent of income
recipients was income growth above 20
percent, and it was most dramatic among
the top one percent of the world’s population—at a staggering 60 per cent or more.
So who exactly are these big winners
and losers?
Milanovic’s analysis places the newly
emerging Chinese middle class at the peak
of this curve (near the elephant’s head), with
a growth rate in their incomes around a dramatic 80 per cent. At the trough of the income
growth curve you’ll find the U.S. lower-middle
class—many of Trump’s core supporters—with
essentially zero growth in their incomes.
In other words, the Chinese middle
class has blossomed economically while
working class America has stagnated.
Where does Canada fit on the curve?
Canada is very well-off in global terms—
even those in our lowest income groups have an
average income well above most of the world’s
population. Unpublished data provided to me
by Professor Milanovic show that Canada’s
median incomes would put us at about the 93rd
percentile of the world’s income distribution.
From this view, it may seem Canadians
should have no complaints. But look more
closely and there is pause for concern. Our pattern of income growth and inequality largely
mirrors what is happening globally—dramatic

Screen capture
courtesy of CNN

income growth at the top, with only modest
gains lower down the income spectrum.
The bottom three fifths of families saw
their incomes grow by nine to 15 percent
over this same 20-year period. The second
highest fifth did a little better with their
income growing by 19 per cent—while
the top fifth saw their incomes expand by
35 per cent, two to three times as much
growth as those in the bottom 60 per cent.
There is some comfort. Canada’s income inequality is considerably less than
that of the U.S. We have stronger social
safety nets, greater longevity and significantly more equitable education.
But in this global context, we cannot
afford to be complacent.
Without more vigorous actions to counteract increasing inequality among Canadians, we risk growing the same kinds of
resentment and malaise here.
Michael Wolfson is an expert adviser
with EvidenceNetwork.ca and holds a Canada Research Chair in population health
modelling/populomics at the University
of Ottawa. He is a former assistant chief
statistician at Statistics Canada, and has
a PhD in economics from Cambridge.
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INSIDE POLITICS I PIPELINES

Oil pipeline offers Trudeau little political gain
A betting person
might reasonably
wager that Justin
Trudeau will not want
to open another front
in the pipeline wars
between now and the
2019 election. And
that probably makes
Quebec Premier
Philippe Couillard,
who could be facing
an uphill re-election
battle in less than
two years, a collateral
winner of this week’s
developments.

CHANTAL HÉBERT

M

ONTREAL—It is a rare
government decision that
involves a lot of predictable political pain for little obvious electoral
gain. For better or for worse, the
approval by Prime Minister Justin
Trudeau of the controversial
Trans Mountain pipeline falls into
that category.
It is unlikely to win him supporters within the ranks of those
who most support the pipeline
agenda. They tend to be spoken
for by the Conservative party
and, for the most part, have no
appetite for Trudeau’s proactive
climate-change agenda.
On the other hand, at least
some of the seats of the 17 Liberal
MPs elected in B.C. in the last
election could be on the line. The
approval of this pipeline plan
will not sit well with many of the
constituents. Even if he wanted
to, Trudeau could not get all his
caucus members to sing the same
song on this issue. A handful of
them have already broken ranks
with his decision.
The Liberals are not the only
ones potentially at risk on what is
probably Canada’s most contentious front these days.
Take British Columbia Premier Christy Clark. She will be
campaigning for re-election in the

spring. If she supports Trudeau’s
move, it will be her provincial
Liberals who will first test the
post-announcement waters. She
could be in for a choppy crossing.
There is a widespread expectation on Parliament Hill that Clark
will at some point publicly sign
off on the Trans Mountain project.
The federal government has been
playing nice with its B.C. counterpart, delivering a much-wanted
green light for a major liquefied
gas development and promising billions of federal dollars to
improve marine safety.
But Clark would not be the
political survivor that she is if
she did not have a well-honed
instinct for self-preservation. B.C.
elections are won or lost in the
greater Vancouver area, the site
of the pipeline whose capacity
to carry bitumen oil to the coast
Kinder Morgan plans to expand.
On Wednesday, she said
Trudeau was close to meeting
all of her conditions for supporting the pipeline. She invited the
prime minister to come to B.C. to
sell the decision. By all indications, she wants to see how it all
plays out before taking a definitive stance.
Then there is the NDP. While
Alberta Premier Rachel Notley

was celebrating a big win alongside Trudeau on Tuesday, Thomas
Mulcair was calling the federal
decision a betrayal of the trust
many B.C. voters placed in the
prime minister.
The B.C. New Democrats are
also critical of the federal decision.
The cracks between the ruling NDP in Edmonton and their
opposition cousins in Parliament
and in Victoria are becoming too
wide to be papered over.
Whoever succeeds Mulcair
will be hard-pressed to square the
pipeline circle.
In any event, as of now, Trudeau
and Notley are joined at the hip.
On Nov. 29, the prime minister argued it was the premier’s
determination to rein in Alberta’s
carbon emissions that made his
approval of a pipeline consistent
with Canada’s climate change
commitments.
But if she fails to win re-election, the quid pro quo is unlikely
to survive her NDP government,
leaving Trudeau with little to
show on climate change for
having delivered a pipeline from
tidewater to Alberta.
Had the prime minister vetoed
the Kinder Morgan project, he
might as well have declared a
moratorium on any plan to bring

more of Alberta’s bitumen oil to
the Canadian coasts.
There is no way Trudeau could
have killed two pipelines to the
Pacific Coast (Northern Gateway
and Trans Mountain) and then
backed the no less controversial
Energy East project. (Punting the
decision on the Vancouver area
pipeline would most likely only
have hardened opposition to the
plan.)
That being said, it might be
prudent for TransCanada—the
company behind the plan to link
the oilfields to the Atlantic Coast
through the Prairies and Central
Canada—to not take this week’s
federal ‘yes’ to Kinder Morgan
as a sign that its pipeline will be
good to go any time soon, if at all.
A betting person might reasonably wager that Trudeau will not
want to open another front in the
pipeline wars between now and the
2019 election. And that probably
makes Quebec Premier Philippe
Couillard, who could be facing an
uphill re-election battle in less than
two years, a collateral winner of
this week’s developments.
Chantal Hébert is a national
affairs writer for The Toronto
Star. This column was released on
Dec. 1.
The Hill Times

OPINION CANADIAN MEDIA/THE CBC

Funding dispute between CBC, private
broadcasters based on faulty arguments
Whenever private
broadcasters have a
problem running a
profitable business
because viewers
leave them in droves,
it is never their fault.
Sometimes they
blame American
competitors, new
technology or, in this
case, the CBC.

ANGELO PERSICHILLI

T

he dispute between the CBC
and the private broadcasters
over the right to collect advertising
looks like the fight between tired
old dogs around a shrinking bone.
Private broadcasters believe
their revenue shrinks because of
the CBC’s “unfair competition,” being publicly subsidized and, at the
same time, selling commercials.
The reality is that they lose adver-

tisers because they lose viewers.
The CBC, however, pretending to buy into that argument, is
willing to become commercialfree, asking in return to be fully
subsidized by taxpayers. The
price tag is extra $400-million.
Basically, the government would
take money from the taxpayers, give it to the CBC, and that
money would, theoretically, turn
into funds for private broadcasters as advertisers returned.
The typical question asked by
CRTC is: what’s the benefit for
the taxpayers who would foot the
bill for this operation?
Nothing. Real money against
a promise to do better in the
future from organizations built
on a structure that has no future.
Broadcasters are unable to run
their businesses that are losing
customers and have no plan to
turn things around.
Whenever private broadcasters have a problem running a profitable business because viewers
leave them in droves, it is never
their fault. Sometimes they blame
American competitors, new technology or, in this case, the CBC.
Again, broadcasters are losing
advertisers not because the CBC
lures them (it has little power to
lure aside from a few good radio
programs), but because they lose
viewers. They should know that
advertisers follow viewers, not
the other way around.

But they avoid this debate. It
would question their ability to run
their businesses in this new era
of technological changes. Being
unable to successfully go after the
viewers, they go after the money.
As previously mentioned,
the CBC’s proposal to become
commercial free is nothing
more than an indirect way to
funnel public money into private
broadcasters’ coffers. It is not a
coincidence that the $400-million the CBC is asking is the
same amount it is presently raising from commercials.
To increase the pressure
on government, the CBC mentions polls showing Canadians
are in favour of a fully publicfunded CBC. Without questioning the credibility of the polls,
lately unable to even predict what
day Christmas will fall on, we
also know that most Canadians
are pro-environment—but don’t
ask them to pay for it.
So instead of talking about
the new era of broadcasting, we
fall back into the old habit of
asking for new public money to
fix old problems. To circumvent
taxpayers’ reluctance to finance
private activity, they camouflaged
the debate with the noble issue
about the existence of the Canadian Broadcasting Corp., not as
a provider of an effective service,
but as a Canadian icon like the
flag or the loonie.

CBC The National’s
news anchor
Peter Mansbridge,
pictured in this file
photo. The CBC’s
suggestion of getting
$400-million to go
commercial free is
essentially a taxpayer
subsidy for private
broadcasters, writes
Angelo Persichilli.
The Hill Times
photograph by Jake
Wright

I am not against a national
publicly financed broadcaster, I
am against the CBC using moral
blackmail to get funding rather
than simply proving its capacity
to do its job.
In conclusion, CBC would let
us believe that with Canadians
giving them $400-million more,
it would solve its transition to the
digital era, eliminate the problems in the private broadcasting,
and improve Canadian programming. Wow, they just solved a lot
of problems for this country’s
broadcasting industry.
How? No details. They will
probably cover American elections better than CNN (ignoring
party leadership races in Canada), send their anchors to Cuba

to broadcast the news live from
Havana for Castro’s funeral, and
look for other opportunities for
the on-air talent to do work
outside Canada or cover things
other than Canada in order to be
appreciated in Canada.
Ladies and gentlemen, with the
affordable expense of $400-million, all problems will be solved.
Angelo Persichilli is a freelance journalist and a former
citizenship judge for the Greater
Toronto Area. He was also a
director of communications to
former prime minister Stephen
Harper and is the former political editor of Corriere Canadese,
Canada’s Italian-language newspaper in Toronto.
The Hill Times
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IN PROGRESS ELECTORAL REFORM

Liberal government
may have just
set its own
electoral-reform
promise ablaze
Members of the all-party Special Committee on Electoral Reform speak to the media on Dec. 1 after
tabling its report, which recommended holding a national referendum on a proportional representation
system. Bloc Québécois MP Luc Thériault; Conservative MP and vice-chair Scott Reid; Liberal MP and
chair Francis Scarpaleggia; NDP and vice-chair MP Nathan Cullen; Green party leader Elizabeth May; and
press gallery moderator CBC reporter Elizabeth Thompson. The Hill Times photograph by Andrew Meade

Inspired.
Engaged.
Determined.
Enough about us.
Let’s talk about you.
Work with SFU and you’re working with Canada’s
engaged university. We innovate with hundreds
of local, national, and international research partners—unified by a commitment to drive economic
prosperity and societal benefits. A BrainShieldTM
www.sfu.ca/innovates

to enhance football helmet effectiveness. A national
automotive research network devoted to fuel cell
development. Transformative relationships in India
and Hong Kong. What’s

next? What’s not?

The weeks ahead may
yield some surprises
yet, and Canadians may
finally get truly fair and
democratic elections by
2019, as was promised
to them. But if the tack
taken last week by the
government in response
to the final report of the
special parliamentary
committee on electoral
reform is any indication, I
won’t hold my breath.

SARAH SCHMIDT

S

o this may be a first.
A political party campaigns on a
clear commitment to do something big and
bold in a doable time frame. It gets elected
because it made big and bold promises,
including this one.
After settling in to the Langevin Block,
the newly elected government recommits
to this particular promise in its Speech
from the Throne. The prime minister then
restates, repeatedly, his “deep” commitment
to the promise, including the day before his
own office appears to torpedo the whole
thing by sending out Liberal MPs, tapped
to reach “consensus” at the beginning of the
process, to block the consensus reached
with the opposition parties.
You see, it’s tough when the opposition
parties, using the process set up by the
government—in this instance, a special
parliamentary committee on electoral
reform with membership proportional to
a party’s level of support in the election—
decide to cooperate and compromise. The
result is a road map for the government to
make good on its promise, wrapped up in
the recommendations in a majority report.
But when that happens, what’s a government to do if it doesn’t actually want to
act on its promise?
And this was a very specific promise,
with a very specific timeline: first, the 2015
election would be the last using first-pastthe-post system, and second, the government would introduce legislation within
18 months—that’s spring 2017—to create a
new voting system by the 2019 election to
“make every vote count.”
The first course of action is to have the
Liberal MPs on the committee attack their
own party’s big and bold promise with the
doable timeline as “radical,” rushed,” and
“irresponsible.”

Oh, also attack the process set up by the
government because it reached too few Canadians, and the engaged people who did
engage in the process were too engaged on
the topic so there was a self-selection bias
baked into the process, while simultaneously rejecting the idea of a referendum to
reach more people.
One more thing: on the matter of a
referendum, cite the overwhelming expert
testimony you heard about how it’s both
not necessary and how it favours the status
quo, while simultaneously ignoring the
overwhelming expert advice you heard at
committee calling on the government to
bring in a proportional voting system that
incorporates local representation, like the
vast majority of democracies in the world.
Following the incoherence? Wait, there’s
more.
The next element in the plan is to send
out the minister leading the file, Maryam
Monsef, to attack the committee for failing
to do its job, even though it did exactly
what the minister asked of it. It just happened to come up with an answer the
government didn’t like: in Canada, it’s time
for a proportional voting system with local
representation, but first, ask the people
through a referendum.
If you’re a headline writer in the news
section working within the rules of fair and
balanced journalism, you’d write, as The
Globe and Mail, did: “Liberals urge Trudeau
to break promise on electoral reform.” If
you’re a columnist with a bit more leeway,
you’d say that the file has reached “tire fire”
status, as CBC’s Robyn Urback did.
The weeks ahead may yield some
surprises yet, and Canadians may finally
get truly fair and democratic elections by
2019, as was promised to them. But if the
tack taken last week by the government in
response to the final report of the Special
Committee on Electoral Reform is any
indication, I won’t hold my breath.
There is a path forward to get the electoral reform file back on track and have
the Liberals make good on their election
promise: seize on the supplemental report
tabled jointly by the Greens and the New
Democrats.
It states that while a referendum “remains
an option, we have serious concerns about
holding a referendum on electoral reform.
The evidence for the necessity of change is
overwhelming; the evidence for the necessity
of holding a referendum is not.”
During her tire fire moment last week,
Monsef told the House of Commons how
“disappointed” she was that the electoral
reform committee couldn’t come up with
a specific voting system model for her. The
committee failed to complete “the hard
work we expected them to do,” she said.
My guess is it would take about a
nanosecond for the Greens and the NDP
to provide the government with a specific
proportional representation model that
incorporates local representation, leaving
plenty of time to draw up legislation to
meet the Liberals’ own 18 month timeline.
Shall we see what happens with Monsef’s talking points?
The Hill Times
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Feds’ fighter-jets decision puts a lot at risk
The CF-18 is viable to
beyond 2025, according
to the commander of
the RCAF. Why didn’t
we listen to him and
CF-18 operators and
maintainers? The numbers
have been fudged and
the capability gap simply
does not exist. We should
not be trying to justify
bad judgment.

the F-35. Single-engine F-16s have a better
overall safety record than twin-engine
F-18. The U.S., Denmark, and Norway will
operate F-35 in the North and the U.S. from
ships a long way from nowhere.
Canadian aerospace industries, jobs,
and the economy will be big losers. More
than 100 Canadian companies have done
very well winning F-35 contracts, worth
over $1-billion. For any new contracts,
that ends with Super Hornet, as Lockheed
Martin will not likely sign new contracts
with companies in countries that haven’t
“signed on the line.”We will be out-of-step
with future technologies, and this may well
be an industry-killing Avro Arrow redux
and/or a costly Sea King redux.
The bottom line is that a Super Hornet buy
will not be interim. We don’t have the budget
or personnel to support a mixed fleet of CF-18s
and the significantly different Super Hornet;
and we will surely not have the budget or
personnel to support a mixed fleet of Super
Hornets and any other new aircraft. We will be
“forced”to buy more Super Hornets and be left

with an orphan fighter that can’t compete with
then-current threats, a less credible Air Force,
and status as a weak and unreliable ally.
The only acceptable course of action would
have been to hold an immediate, fair, and open
competition that the Liberals pressed for in opposition. Such competition must be done with
a realistic statement of requirement (SOR)
and request for proposal (RFP) that address
anticipated threats well past mid-century. This
is about process and we should have gotten it
right. To expect less is to commit our people in
uniform and our country to unacceptable and
unnecessary risk.
Former Conservative MP Laurie Hawn
is a former parliamentary secretary to the
minister of National Defence, a former CF-18
squadron commander, and member of previous New Fighter Aircraft Program. Additional signatories: Maj.-Gen. (Ret’d) Lewis Mackenzie, former diplomat Ferry de Kerckhove,
Dr. Douglas Bland (Col. Ret’d), Dr. Howard
Coombs (Col. Ret’d), Brig.-Gen. (Ret’d) Don
Macnamara, Col. (Ret’d) Alain Pellerin.
The Hill Times

Defence Minister Harjit Sajjan, pictured in this
file photo with CADSI defence industry adviser
Eugene Lang. The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

LAURIE HAWN

T

he government’s fighter-jet decision
puts our sovereignty, economy and
foreign relations at risk.
The government has decided to buy 18
F/A-18 Super Hornets as an interim solution to Canada’s longer-term requirement
for a next generation fighter aircraft, but
the decision is based on false premises of a
capability gap, that it is a cheaper solution,
that the F-35 doesn’t work, that a singleengine fighter is unsafe, and that Canadian
industry will not suffer.
The CF-18 is viable to beyond 2025,
according to the commander of the RCAF.
Why didn’t we listen to him and CF-18
operators and maintainers? The numbers
have been fudged and the capability gap
simply does not exist. We should not be trying to justify bad judgment.
We will waste billions of unbudgeted
dollars and will not get much additional
capability. Our USAF NORAD partners
will use fifth-generation fighters and will
resist a mix of less capable aircraft. The
USAF won’t hesitate to use the Canadian
bases that they largely paid for, and we
will risk losing the ability to conduct air
sovereignty of our own airspace.
The Super Hornet is becoming more expensive than the F-35. Denmark quoted Super Hornet life cycle costs at 43.6 per cent
higher than the F-35, and rated F-35 the
hands-down winner in all areas. Kuwait is
buying 40 Super Hornet for $335-million
per aircraft, which does include a lot of
additional equipment, but much of which
is already available on every F-35. Ongoing
cost reductions will make F-35 our cheapest viable option, at about $85-million
around 2020, and be part of a worldwide
fleet of over 3,000 aircraft with significant
advantages in supportability and economies of scale.
F-35 is proving itself with USAF and
USMC operational readiness and successful deployments. F-35, with the whole
range of fifth generation capabilities, is
proving clearly superior to older aircraft;
hundreds of F-35s are flying; and hundreds
of pilots and support personnel from many
air forces are being trained.
U.S., U.K., Australia (their purchase of
Super Hornet is to replace their retired
F-111), Norway, Denmark, Netherlands, Italy, Turkey, Japan, Singapore, South Korea,
and Israel all chose the F-35 after weighing
alternatives; and others are poised to join.
That is no coincidence, and an independent
review panel of qualified Canadians came
to same conclusion in a regrettably unreleased report.
Advanced engine technology has rendered moot single-engine criticism about
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EMPLOIS EN RECHERCHE SUR LES POLITIQUES SCIENTIFIQUES
The Council of Canadian Academies (CCA) undertakes
independent expert assessments of evidence for the purpose
of informing public policy in Canada. The CCA is seeking the
following professionals for immediate and future employment:

PROJECT DIRECTOR
To provide leadership in the conduct of assessments and other
research-based projects, reporting to the Director of Assessments.

Responsibilities

Exigences : diplôme d’études supérieures et 10 à 15 ans
d’expérience pertinente (y compris en direction de projets
de recherche).

RESEARCH ASSOCIATE
To carry out research, analysis, writing, and project management in
support of assessments, reporting to Project Directors.

Required: Graduate degree, 3 years relevant experience
(including conducting and synthesizing research), and
strong writing skills.

PROJECT COORDINATOR
To support Project Directors in developing project plans
and budgets, and establishing expert panels.

Responsibilities
: Provide logistical/administrative support
: Coordinate all expert panel meetings
: Support publication and distribution of reports
Required: Undergraduate degree, experience in
coordination of research projects and event organization,
and ability to work on a team.

Pour diriger la réalisation des évaluations et d’autres projets de
recherche, sous l’autorité du directeur des évaluations.
: Diriger la réalisation des projets et la préparation des rapports
: Mettre sur pied et encadrer les comités d’experts
: Diriger et encadrer les équipes de recherche

Required: Graduate degree and 10–15 years relevant
experience (including leading research projects).

: Conduct research and analysis on various topics
: Lead content development and writing of reports
: Provide project management support

DIRECTEUR OU DIRECTRICE DE PROJETS
Responsabilités

: Direct conduct of projects and development of reports
: Establish and manage expert panels
: Lead and mentor research teams

Responsibilities

Le Conseil des académies canadiennes (CAC) réalise des évaluations
des données probantes à l’aide d’experts indépendants dans
le but d’éclairer les politiques publiques canadiennes. Le CAC
est à la recherche de personnes compétentes pour pourvoir
immédiatement ou dans le futur les postes suivants :

ASSOCIÉ OU ASSOCIÉE DE RECHERCHE
Pour mener des recherches et des analyses, rédiger et gérer des
projets en appui aux évaluations, sous l’autorité des directeurs
ou directrices de projets.

Responsabilités
: Mener des recherches et des analyses sur divers sujets
: Diriger la préparation de contenus et la rédaction de rapports
: Fournir un soutien à la gestion des projets
Exigences : diplôme d’études supérieures, 3 ans d’expérience
pertinente (y compris en réalisation et en synthèse de recherches)
et de solides compétences en rédaction.

COORDONNATEUR OU COORDONNATRICE
DE PROJETS
Pour appuyer les directeurs ou directrices de projets dans la
planification et la budgétisation des projets et dans la mise sur
pied des comités d’experts.

Responsabilités
: Fournir un soutien logistique / administratif
: Coordonner toutes les réunions des comités d’experts
: Soutenir la publication et la diffusion des rapports
Exigences : diplôme de premier cycle, expérience en coordination
de projets de recherche et en organisation d’événements et
aptitude à travailler en équipe.

For more information, and to apply, please visit www.scienceadvice.ca/en/about/careers.aspx
Pour en savoir plus ou pour poser votre candidature, veuillez visiter le site
www.sciencepourlepublic.ca/fr/about/careers.aspx

CONVENING EXPERTS. ASSESSING EVIDENCE. INFORMING DECISIONS.
RÉUNIR LES EXPERTS. ÉVALUER LES PREUVES. ÉCLAIRER LES DÉCISIONS.

22

THE HILL TIMES, MONDAY, DECEMBER 5, 2016

NEWS SYRIAN REFUGEES

Syrian refugees pictured arriving by boat to Greece. Canada is consulting with U.S. security agencies to screen all Syrian refugees coming to Canada.
Photograph courtesy Fernando del Berro

Canadian security agencies
‘consulting’ with U.S.
Homeland Security to vet all
Syrian refugees
Opposition parties say
they don’t have any
objections Canadian
security agencies
consulting with the U.S.
Homeland Security
databases to screen
Syrian refugees coming
into Canada.
Continued from page 1
risk,”said Gary Doer, former Canadian ambassador to the U.S. from October 2009 to March
2016, at a panel discussion organized by The
Literary Review of Canada, on its 25-year anniversary gala in Toronto on Oct. 13.
“We had an agreement with Homeland
Security and the United States, and a protocol of what we were going through. They
would alert us too if there were any security
problems that they became aware of—somebody we didn’t know as part of that refugee
group that was embedded as a potential
terrorist in either one of our countries. There
was a procedure in place before the election
in Canada and after the election took place
in Canada, and it remains between our two
countries,” said Mr. Doer.

According to the Immigration, Refugees
and Citizenship Canada’s website, between
Nov. 4, 2015 and Nov. 27, 2016, 35,745 Syrian refugees have arrived in Canada and
19,576 applications are still in the screening and processing phase. Of the refugees
who have already arrived in Canada,
18,863 are government-assisted, 13,260
privately sponsored, and 3,622 are blended
visa office-referred refugees. The website
also says that another 4,264 applications
have been finalized, but the refugees have
not yet travelled to Canada.
Of the 19,576 Syrian refugees’ applications that are in progress, Immigration
Canada’s website says 3,461 are from
Jordan, 9,305 from Lebanon, 3,108 from
Turkey and 3,702 from other locations. And
of the 4,264 applications that have been
finalized, but the refugees have not arrived
in Canada yet, 1,907 are from Lebanon,
1,292 from Turkey, 704 from Jordan and 361
from other locations.
Approved Syrian refugees who come
to Canada receive the permanent resident
status at first, but after three years are eligible to apply for Canadian citizenship.
Asked for a comment last week, Public
Safety and Emergency Preparedness
Minister Ralph Goodale’s (Wascana, Sask.)
office referred The Hill Times to a press
conference Mr. Goodale held in Ottawa last
year held to explain the process of bringing in the Syrian refugees.
Mr. Goodale told reporters the security

mechanism used by Canadians to screen
Syrian refugees was designed by the
Departments of Immigration and Refugees
Canada, the Department of National Defence, the Canada Border Services Agency,
CSIS and the RCMP. He added that the security screening system included “checking
against Canadian and U.S. databases.”
“It includes the identification of vulnerable applicants to come to Canada soon,”
Mr. Goodale said on Nov. 24, 2015, at the
National Press Theatre. “It includes thorough, professional, personal interviews of
each and every applicant. It includes the
collection of biometric data. It includes
checking against Canadian and U.S. database. It includes the checking and rechecking of identification at every stage in this
process.”
In the press conference, Mr. Goodale
said the “safety and security” aspect is the
top priority for Canada in this humanitarian assistance project. To achieve this
objective, he said, the Canadian officials
complete the security screening process
overseas prior to the approval of any application. And once these refugees arrive in
Canada, the CBSA also double checks that
the proper procedure was followed before
these refugees applications were granted
Canadian immigration.
According to an Immigration Department backgrounder, the Canadian government selected Syrian refugees who were
the most vulnerable and posed no security

threat. The backgrounder also says the
Canadian government received help from
the United Nations High Commission for
Refugees to identify these refugees.
“In an effort to minimize security risks
and provide a new home for vulnerable
refugees, Canada has asked the UNHCR
to prioritize vulnerable refugees who are
a low security risk, such as women at risk
and complete families,” the backgrounder
states. “This is consistent with Canada’s
overall approach to refugee resettlement.”
Canada and the U.S. signed a bilateral
treaty in late 2012 to share fingerprints and
personal information such as name, nationalities, birthdays and photos, of refugee
and visa applicants to either country. The
treaty was signed to weed out fraudulent
applications and to share information on
individuals deemed security risks.
Canada is also a member of the Five
Country Conference, a group of five countries that share information on migration
security issues. Other countries in this
group include the United States, New Zealand, Australia and the United Kingdom.
The government officials of countries in
this group can consult each other to seek
information on applicants suspected of
applying for immigration or refugee status
under a different name in other countries
in any of the five countries.
Meanwhile, the Syrian refugee crisis is
one of the most serious in decades, and according to the Canadian Red Cross, “nearly
two million Syrians are estimated to have
fled to Turkey, while 1.2 million have gone
to Lebanon, 625,000 have sought refuge in
Jordan and 245,000 went to Iraq.”
In interviews last week, opposition MPs
on Public Safety and Immigration committees said they support the government’s decision to screen refugees on both Canadian
and the U.S. databases.
“I don’t have a problem working with
our allies and if we can share and help
each other, I don’t see that as a bad thing,”
Conservative MP Larry Miller (BruceGrey-Owen Sound, Ont.) told The Hill
Times last week.
“Some might say that it could be
abused. We have to put some faith in our
intelligence and security of people and, at
the same time, have some kind of safeguards in there to make sure that they are
[safe]. The principle that should be just all
us and not use information from our allies,
I don’t think in this day and age would [apply],” said Mr. Miller.
NDP MP Jenny Kwan (Vancouver East,
B.C.) said she also had no objection to
the Canadian security officials consulting
with U.S. counterparts. She, however, said
Canada should do more to expedite processing the applications of privately sponsored Syrian refugees. One of the reasons
why the application processing is slow, she
said, is because of the security situation in
the region and the Canadian immigration
officials can’t reach the areas where the
refugee applicants are located. Ms. Kwan
said that Canadians can use the UNHCR
help in processing these applications and
also some of the personal interviews could
be done using video conferencing.
Ms. Kwan said she has consulted the
UN officials and they said they can help
Canada in processing these applications
but to do that would require legal authority
from the Canadian government.
“All that they needed was for the Canadian government to delegate authority to
them,” said Ms. Kwan.
She said she wrote a letter to Mr. McCallum to delegate this authority to the
UN officials but the minister declined her
request saying the processing of applications can only be done by the designated
government of Canada officials.
“I regret to inform you that decision
making for immigration applications to
Canada can only be made by visa officers
employed and designated by the Government of Canada,” Mr. McCallum wrote in a
letter in August in response to Ms. Kwan’s
letter.
arana@hilltimes.com
The Hill Times
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NATURAL RESOURCES POLICY BRIEFING
MINISTER Q&A JIM CARR
Environment
and Climate
Change Minister
Catherine
McKenna, Natural
Resources
Minister Jim
Carr and Prime
Minister Justin
Trudeau, pictured
Nov. 29 at the
National Press
Theatre in Ottawa
as Mr. Trudeau
announces the
government’s
approval for the
Kinder Morgan
and Line 3
pipelines. The Hill
Times photograph
by Jake Wright

Pipeline decisions
about getting
resources to market
sustainably, says
Natural Resources
Minister Carr
‘In the context of any
particular decision, there
will be people who like it
and people who like it less
well, but governing is the
business of making choices
for which we will be held
accountable,’ says Carr.
BY RACHEL AIELLO

T

he government’s decision to approve
the Kinder Morgan Trans Mountain and
Enbridge Line 3 pipeline projects “speaks
volumes about what the government of
Canada thinks of the necessity of building
infrastructure to get our resources to market sustainably,” Natural Resources Minister
Jim Carr told a crowd of Alberta business-

people at a Calgary Chamber of Commerce
event the day after his government announced the approval of Enbridge’s Line
3 and Kinder Morgan’s Trans Mountain
pipeline and rejected the Northern Gateway.
Mr. Carr (Winnipeg South Centre,
Man.) said building the projects were “critical” to moving resources outside of Canada
and brings “much needed hope” to the
energy sector’s thousands of employees.
Last Tuesday, Prime Minister Justin
Trudeau (Papineau, Que.), flanked by Mr.
Carr, Environment and Climate Change
Minister Catherine McKenna (Ottawa
Centre, Ont.), Justice Minister Jody WilsonRaybould (Vancouver Granville, B.C.),
Transport Minister Marc Garneau (NotreDame-de-Grâce-Westmount, Que.), and
Fisheries, Oceans, and the Canadian Coast
Guard Minister Dominic LeBlanc (Beauséjour, N.B.), announced that the government
would give the two major pipeline projects
the go-ahead, while dismissing Northern
Gateway, another project of Enbridge.

“We consulted widely, we fundamentally changed our relationship, and we
continue to with indigenous peoples,” Mr.
Carr said.
During the announcement, Mr. Trudeau
said their decision was a “major win”
for Canadian workers, families, and the
economy, and was not swayed by “political
arguments” at any level of government.
“This is all about demonstrating that we
understand that getting resources to market
safely in a way that respects our responsibilities towards the environment, towards
future generations, but does it in a way that
is anchored in science and not rhetoric is at
the heart of it,” Mr. Trudeau said.
The Conservatives were quick to say the
government didn’t go far enough, pointing
to the jobs lost by not approving Northern
Gateway, while the New Democrats and
Green Party alleged Mr. Trudeau misled
British Columbians, and warned of the political fallout from activists and indigenous
communities on the West Coast.
However, the provincial NDP in Alberta has taken a different stance. Alberta
Premier Rachel Notley, who was a central
part of the announcement, met with Mr.
Trudeau in his office following the announcement last Tuesday and held her own
press conference afterward, applauding
the federal Liberals for their leadership
on the projects that will be a boon for her
province.
Enbridge’s Line 3 is a 1,067-kilometre,
$4.8-billion pipeline replacement to an
existing line to carry oil from Hardisty,
Alta., to Superior, Wis. It was approved by
the National Energy Board in April with 89
conditions along the Canadian portion. Its
approval by the government is binding on
37 conditions, and once in place is projected to generate $514.7-million in federal and
provincial revenues during its construction
and first 20 years of operation, and 7,000
jobs while being constructed.
Kinder Morgan’s Trans Mountain is
a $6.8-billion project that will twin an
existing pipeline between Edmonton and
Burnaby, B.C. Its approval is contingent
on 157 binding conditions before it moves
ahead. If it does, the project is estimated

to create 15,000 jobs while it’s being built,
and will raise $4.5-billion in provincial and
federal government revenues.
Northern Gateway was a proposed
1,177-kilometre, $7.9-billion pipeline that
would have carried diluted bitumen from the
Bruderheim, Alta. to an export port in Kitimat, B.C. It was approved with 209 conditions
by the last Conservative government, but the
Federal Court overturned the approval in
June, finding the project had not adequately
consulted indigenous groups in the area.
In addition to announcing the pipeline
decisions, the government also put in a
moratorium on crude oil tankers along the
north coast of British Columbia and will
be introducing legislation to that effect by
spring 2017.
In a Q&A with The Hill Times ahead of
the government’s announcement, Mr. Carr
said in making the decision, he considered
the views of indigenous communities, local
communities, and even the projects’ critics.
“We also know that in the context
of any particular decision, there will be
people who like it and people who like it
less well, but governing is the business of
making choices for which we will be held
accountable,” said Mr. Carr.
The following interview has been edited
for length and style:
Your government has announced the phasing out of coal power. What impact is this
decision having on the pipeline conversation with the provinces?
“I think people like certainty and they
like a plan and Minister McKenna announced a plan with flexibility, and I think
that certainly the provinces and industry
appreciate that and that is what has been
motivating the decisions we’ve been taking,
and also the road that leads to decisions.
“It’s consistent with our international
obligations and it’s consistent with a
strategic plan that will place Canada at
the forefront on climate change, also an
understanding that we have an obligation
at the same time to develop our resources
sustainably, and flexibility for the provinces, which is another important principal.
“So I think, all in all, it was a very positive announcement and should be wellreceived.”
With Northern Gateway, what are the
factors that went into the decision on
whether to drop approval or go forward
with more consultations?
“The factors in the decision are really
what the Court of Appeal has laid out for
the Government of Canada, and we took
the decision not to appeal that judgment to
the Supreme Court of Canada. So we will
look at the options that were presented to
us by the court and make a decision based
on those options.”
What are you hearing would be the arguments for and against approving Enbridge’s Line 3?
“Line 3 is a replacement line and we
have had extensive consultation with indigenous peoples, which is important.”
On Kinder Morgan, you’ve got a local
Liberal MP and the mayor of Vancouver
speaking out against it. In the decisionmaking process, whose input are you
prioritizing, industry, or community?
“Everybody’s. You would have noticed
that we had 35,000 opinions expressed
online from every region of the country,
and the ministerial panel spent the summer soliciting opinions in Alberta and
British Columbia. A variety of views were
expressed. We’ve had politicians from all
over the place giving us advice on these
projects, and it’s ultimately the job of the
Government of Canada to weigh all of the
factors respecting the opinion of those who
have taken the trouble to express it, and
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ultimately making a decision for which
we’ll be held accountable.”
Are you looking at ways to mitigate political risk? If you’ve got caucus members
speaking out, and considering your government is working on building the relationships with provinces and city mayors.
How are you trying to strike that balance?
“We’re talking to people with an interest
in these projects all the time and it’s not
just an issue of projects. It’s also an issue of
developing relationships over time, and this
is particularly true with indigenous people
and indigenous communities. These are
relationships that we want to establish.
“So while the interest of communities is
very important project by project, it’s also
very important as we develop a nation’s
resources together. … These are ongoing
relationships that we’re building. I think
that it’s going very well. And we also know
that in the context of any particular decision there will be people who like it and
people who like it less well, but governing is the business of making choices for
which we will be held accountable.”
Do you see the new marine safety plan as
an adequate compromise, to pave the way
for Kinder Morgan’s approval, as many are
hinting?
“I wouldn’t see that as a compromise,
I would see it as a very important piece
of public policy that is designed to facilitate Canada as the emergence of a global
leader on ocean protection. I think it’s very
important in its own right. We had a long
way to go, we still do, but I think the prime
minister’s announcement will indicate the
objective and the interest of the Government of Canada to improve considerably
our response, and, by the way, to co-develop that response with indigenous people
up and down the coast, which is also a
very important commitment as we build
the nation-to-nation relationship.”
You’ve said a goal to expand Canadian
export markets. Where are you looking to
expand, and why?
“Well we know that the world is interested in Canada’s energy, Canada has been
an exporter of its natural resources for a
very long time, that it makes good economic sense for us to expand export markets.
“We know that there is an interest
in Asia. We know there is an interest in
Europe. So Canada is keen to look at all of
the options in a sustainable way to move
our natural resources to those emerging
markets around the world.”
Earlier this month, job numbers showed
that the natural resources sector is down
20,000 jobs compared with last year. Pipeline approvals might be one way to create
more jobs in the sector. But are there other
areas your seeing, like clean-energy, that
could bring in more jobs soon?
“Yes, we’ve announced a significant investment and there will be more. We await
of course Mr. Morneau’s decisions on
budget 2017, but it is a commitment of the
Government of Canada to invest in green
infrastructure, in clean growth within the
natural resource sectors.
“There are commitments that have been
made in Budget 2016 that we’re implementing now, and I’m sure there will be
more as we move forward. But it’s absolutely true that as we look at the transition
to a low-carbon economy, that the Government of Canada has a role to play to incent
the private sector and to work with the
provinces to position ourselves well as this
transition moves forward.”
Will these budget measures next year just
extend what was announced in last year,
or are these new ways to incentivize
industry?

“The commitment is to investments in
green infrastructure, clean growth, investments in renewable sources of energy across
the natural resource sectors of the economy.
“That commitment is one that the
government takes seriously and one that
no doubt will be reflected in investment
decisions we make down the road.”
What kind of conversations have you had
with your American counterparts following the election of Donald Trump? Where
does the energy conversation go, considering the next president seems to want to
take energy policy in a different direction?
“There isn’t a new administration yet.
… I developed a very close working relationship with Secretary [of Energy Ernest]
Moniz and [Mexican Energy] Secretary
[Pedro Joaquín] Coldwell, and as you may
remember, we signed a memorandum of
understanding in Winnipeg on a North
American climate/clean energy strategy.
“We will reach out to the Trump administration once it has been formed and we
will defend Canada’s interests as we look
at ways of cooperating with our American
neighbours on continental energy issues.”
Are you concerned about the North American
clean energy and environmental agreement?
“We are committed to it and we will put
this very high on our agenda as the Trump
administration is formed, and I’m sure I
will be involved in early conversations
with the secretary of Energy once he or
she is appointed.”
There has been a lot of concern raised
about what a Trump presidency means
for things like climate change and other
environmental policy and how far he can
change things. Do you think the concerns
are accurate or overblown?
“I think we have to wait and see what
policies are announced by the administration, always mindful of promoting Canada’s
interests. It’s too early to respond. We’re
certainly not going to respond to what
many people have said what policies may
be implemented or approved. We will wait
for those policies. Meanwhile, we continue
to have conversations with people in the
United States at all levels of the government
and await appointments of key people with
whom we will engage right away.”
Does it change the conversation in Canada
about our energy policy direction?
“You’ve from heard Minister McKenna,
you’ve heard from the prime minister that we
have commitments—international commitments and domestic ones—on climate change.
We have made commitments to our North
American partners on, for example, reduction
of methane. We will continue down that path,
and when the American administration makes
clear its positions and the people who will be
responsible for advancing those positions, we
will be very pleased to engage with them.”
Jeffrey Davidson, Canada’s corporate
social responsibility counsellor for the
natural resources sector, recently told The
Hill Times the government is “seriously
reviewing” creating an ombudsperson to
investigate Canadian mining companies. Is
this true, and if so why?
“We’re committed to corporate social
responsibility within the mining sector. We
fully expect that Canadian companies will
act responsibly in doing business internationally, and that’s the position we’ve taken
and that we continue to take.”
So is the way it is now adequate or do
more steps need to be taken?
“We’re always prepared to look at better ideas. Our mind is open to doing things
better. We can always do things better.”
raiello@hilltimes.com
The Hill Times

Indigenous groups
protest in Ottawa
over the recent government approval of
two major pipelines,
the Kinder Morgan
Trans Mountain
pipeline expansion
and Enbridge’s Line
3 pipeline. The Hill
Times photograph by
Andrew Meade

There’s no real
evidence natural
resource partnerships
are actually benefiting
aboriginal peoples
RYAN BULLOCK

T

he drive for natural resource development is putting new incentives and
pressures on communities and industries
to increase production in resource-rich
areas. In Canada this often involves aboriginal lands. Unprecedented growth in
major energy, forestry, and mining projects
aimed at strengthening Canada’s economy
has produced new partnerships with
aboriginal peoples under the promise of
mutual benefits. But are aboriginal peoples
receiving the anticipated advantages?
A recent study completed by researchers
with the Centre for Forest Interdisciplinary
Research at The University of Winnipeg and
funded by the Social Sciences and Humanities
Research Council reviewed existing evidence
to verify claims of aboriginal benefits from
natural resource partnerships. Researchers
used well-known academic databases—ISI
Web of Science and Scopus—to identify and
systematically review research on energy,
forestry, and mining partnerships involving
aboriginal groups between 2005 and 2015.
Analysis of 49 peer-reviewed articles
showed that research on aboriginal natural
resource partnerships increased over the
past decade, with 2013 and 2015 being
peak years. However, only 24 of the 49
articles included research findings from
specifically local projects. Most of these
papers—22 of 24—did give examples of
actual benefits of natural resource development partnerships. The most cited benefits were employment, found in 12 of 24
articles; improved decision making, found
in 11 of 24 articles; and financial support,
found in eight of 24 articles. Yet, in-depth
investigation found great variation in how
research was conducted, reporting standards, and definition of terms, which made
quantification and comparison of benefits
across cases and sectors impossible.
Though rich and diverse, evidence of
aboriginal benefits from current peerreviewed research is inconclusive.
The question of aboriginal benefits is
interesting to consider alongside trends in

research leadership. Top contributing universities were University of British Columbia,
Simon Fraser University, University of Manitoba, and York University. When the locations of researcher institutions and research
sites were compared, a distinct pattern
emerged. It is not surprising perhaps that
researchers—and associated jobs, decisions,
funding, and knowledge outputs—were
concentrated in southern and urban Canada,
whereas most research sites, like communities and development sites, were located in
northern, rural, and remote locations.
Study findings point to another relationship that will need to be redressed as Canada
moves towards reconciliation. The coreperiphery dynamics that have long shaped
natural resource industries and communities
also influence how knowledge is produced in
Canada. While positive relationships certainly
exist between some institutions, researchers, and communities, more often than not,
aboriginal and northern communities remain
the subjects of research rather than being recognized as knowledge-holders and leaders.
Such gaps in current evidence and
disparities in research leadership point to
an opportunity to improve understanding
of natural resource development and research collaboration with Aboriginal communities. Only with more robust research
and reporting on how natural resource
development partnerships are benefiting
aboriginal peoples will we be able to craft
policies that increase these benefits. Until
we have this information, policy making
will remain a best guess scenario.
Communities, governments, and industries need to have a common framework
for aboriginal natural resource development and research. A targeted federal call
for research that focuses on characterizing
the relationship between aboriginal peoples
and natural resource development would be
valuable. There is a real need for coordinated
research designs and resources to understand
development and research impacts across
sectors and regions. This would help identify
recurring needs as well as prioritize policy actions according to local experiences of actual
benefits, objectives, and research needs.
Ryan Bullock is an assistant professor of
environment studies and sciences and director of the Centre for Forest Interdisciplinary
Research at the University of Winnipeg.
The Hill Times
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NEWS MARINE SAFETY PLAN

Creation of a mining
ombudsman on horizon,
says Liberal MP
championing the cause

Liberal government’s
$1.5-billion marine
safety plan may fall
short with increased
tanker traffic

MiningWatch Canada
says the industry is
operating on an outdated,
weak corporate social
responsibility strategy
and needs an ombudsman
paired with government
commitment to enforce
sanctions against offending
extractive companies.
BY DENIS CALNAN

C

anada may soon have an extractive
resources ombudsman who would ensure that Canada’s mining companies act
ethically, according to the Liberal MP who
has been championing the cause.
In an interview with The Hill Times, Liberal MP John McKay (Scarborough - Guildwood, Ont.) said he expects to see a clear
plan in place by March 2017 for creating an
ombudsman for the extractive sector.
“I have every assurance, shall we say,
that this is a high priority item for the
minister of international trade,” said Mr.
McKay, who added that he would “like to
see it done earlier rather than later.”
Having an ombudsman for the sector is
something that many observers have been
demanding for a long time, stating that it
would help improve ethical standards for
the Canadian mining sector, which some
say has a tarnished international reputation for poor human rights and environmental practices.
Mr. McKay said that while he thinks the
Canadian mining sector has been making
improvements in its modus operandi, an
auditor is still very much needed to raise
the industry’s ethical bar.
“I don’t know if it’s my imagination or
whether we are actually making progress,”
he said. “It seemed to me that when we
started this, that there wouldn’t be a month
go by where some Canadian mining company wasn’t involved in something really
awful, like using slave labour, or mining
underneath a glacier, or using rape as a
security technique,” he said.
Admitting he hasn’t kept stats on these
allegations, he said he’s hearing fewer
reports about them than he once did. However, he noted that the downturn in claims
against Canadian mining companies could
be a result of a weaker market, meaning
fewer Canadian businesses are engaged in
international extractive operations.
MiningWatch Canada is one of the
groups that has been lobbying for an ombudsman for many years.
“We’ve lost ten years,” said Catherine
Coumans, the research coordinator, and is
responsible for the Asia-Pacific program at
the organization, speaking about the lack
of progress in the last decade.
In 2007, an advisory group released a
report on the national roundtables held on

The Port of
Vancouver
on
Canada’s
West
Coast.
Photograph
courtesy of
Bobanny,
Wikimedia
Commons

Liberal MP John McKay said he expects to see
a clear plan in place by March 2017 for creating an ombudsman for the extractive sector. The
Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

corporate social responsibility (CSR) and the
Canadian extractive industry in developing
countries. The group was made up of Ms. Coumans, academics, a representative from the
Mining Association of Canada, and others.
One of the main recommendations was
to create “an independent ombudsman office
to provide advisory services, fact finding and
reporting regarding complaints with respect
to the operations in developing countries of
Canadian extractive companies.”
A CSR strategy was developed without
an ombudsman in 2009, and was readjusted, again without the role, in 2014.
“Back in 2007, we created this report for
an ombudsman, but by that time we were
into the [Stephen] Harper government and
instead we got these very weak CSR strategies,” said Ms. Coumans.
She added that the current strategy is“simply not effective”and notes that although the
then-Conservative government created a position, called the ‘extractive sector CSR counsellor,’ it lacked any weight or teeth in enforcing
rules on mining companies.
Ms. Coumans said the first counsellor, Marketa Evans, didn’t finish her mandate, and was
not able to resolve any of the complaints made
when she was there, because the mining companies didn’t take the process seriously. She
said the current counsellor, Jeffrey Davidson,
has not had an updated mandate, and doesn’t
have a transparent position.
When the Liberals were campaigning,
she notes, they made a commitment to create an extractive ombudsman’s office.
“But up until now, they have not done
that,” said Ms. Coumans. “So what we’re
left with is this Harper-era 2014 update
of the 2009 CSR strategy, which is still
extremely weak.”
Ms. Coumans said she would like to see
the Canadian government withhold financial and political support to companies that
are found to have caused harm through
their operations.
Mr. McKay agreed that creating the
ombudsman position, and introducing
sanctions on companies that violate laws
and human rights are all key to resolving
ongoing issues within the sector.
The Hill Times

One oil spill specialist says
the government ‘missed
the mark’ on the marine
safety plan, while another
calls it a ‘step in the right
direction’ that may require
more attention if marine
traffic increases.
BY DENIS CALNAN

T

he government’s recently announced
five-year, $1.5-billion marine safety
plan may just be a drop in the ocean in
terms of what is actually needed to prevent
and clean up oil spills affecting Canadian
waters, say some observers.
Noting that Canada has the longest coastline in the world, the Prime Minister’s Office
said in early November that the“environmental sustainability, safe and responsible
commercial use, and collaboration with coastal
and indigenous communities”is“vital.”
The main priorities for the funding will
be to ensure responsible shipping, restoring and protecting marine habitats, and
investing in oil spill cleanup research.
“I think that they pretty well missed the
mark,” said Gerald Graham, a marine oil spill
specialist who has worked as a consultant
for the federal government, as well as at the
Canada Oil and Gas Lands Administration.
“In terms of the hard work, the nitty-gritty
of cleaning up an oil spill, they really have
done very little,”he said, adding that it appears
the government is throwing a whole bunch of
ideas out there to see what might stick.
Mr. Graham said the $1.5-billion plan
is not cohesive or economical and that the
amount, spread over three coasts, endless
shorelines, and a five-year span amounts
to very little per year, per coastline.

In order to improve the plan, Mr. Graham said the government doesn’t necessarily need to invest more money, it just needs
to invest it more wisely.
“It’s disappointing. They sort of just
put the real issues on the back burner and
come up with these flashy looking looking
programs that look good on paper,” he said.
Others say any investment into making
Canadian waters safer and ensuring they are
not polluted by industrial oil is a good step.
“Certainly the improvements, the resources to the coast guard, the reopening
of response centres on the East and West
Coast, that is a definite positive,” said Ken
Potter, the managing director of Veritas
Marine Limited and former safety board
manager of marine investigations operations at the Transportation Safety Board.
Mr. Potter cautioned that the Canadian
government’s plan must be put into context, as
Canada does not have a high accident rate.
But Mr. Potter said that the federal government’s needs may change as the shipping
environment changes on the West Coast.
“If we’re predicting higher traffic
movement, then that puts it in a different
context if you will. We don’t know what
that higher traffic will be in the future. And
certainly any initiative that’s put into place
to ameliorate or protect … us or the country against [an oil spill], that’s a positive,”
said Mr. Potter.
But Mr. Graham is hesitant to call it a
positive step.
“The problem with saying it’s a step in
the right direction, is that it’s the only step
they’re taking,” said Mr. Graham. “They’re
not going to do anything else. So they’ve
left the hard parts unanswered and not
dealt with,” he said.
“It’s like pin the tail on the donkey. Let’s
just hope one of these eleven initiatives
that we have for the West Coast—marine
safety issues—let’s hope that one of them
sticks,” he said.
The Hill Times
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Canada’s natural resource sector suffering
Since the election of the
Trudeau government,
100,000 energy workers
alone have lost their
jobs and face a very
bleak Christmas.

TORY MP MARK STRAHL

C

anada’s natural resource sector is suffering. Since the election of the Trudeau
government, 100,000 energy workers alone
have lost their jobs and face a very bleak
Christmas.
The challenges facing our oil and gas
sector are well known. Our land-locked oil
and gas sector is constrained by a lack of
pipeline capacity to tidal waters that both
restricts the amount of resources that can
be exported overseas and reduces the prices Canadians receive for these resources.
Building new pipelines, by the far the safest
way to move oil and gas, hold the promise of
creating tens of thousands of jobs and generating billions of dollars in economic development in an industry that is clearly hurting.
It is against this backdrop that Prime
Minister Justin Trudeau announced his

government’s decision last week on three
pipeline projects previously approved by
the nation’s independent regulatory, the
National Energy Board (NEB).
The decisions that the prime minister
made on these pipelines—approve the Trans
Mountain Expansion and Line 3 but not
the Northern Gateway—were made not on
science, not on evidence or the advice of the
NEB but solely based on what the prime
minister thinks he can sell politically.
Under our previous Conservative government, all decisions on resources projects
were made based on the recommendations
and conditions imposed by the independent
National Energy Board process.
This was never going to happen with
this Liberal government, who prejudged
the Northern Gateway pipeline project
before they had ever seen the evidence or
reviewed the NEB’s recommendation.
In slamming the door shut on Northern
Gateway, the prime minister is playing politics
with people’s livelihoods. He is destroying
the prospects of creating 4,000 middle-class
jobs, $2-billion in investment in aboriginal
communities, and the hopes of thousands of
other unemployed energy workers without
any scientific based evidence.
Cancelling the Northern Gateway project,
a pipeline that had already been approved,
sends a terrible message to the business
community and will put a major chill on
investment in an industry that is already suffering under the policies of this prime minister and the Notley government of Alberta.
When it comes to getting Canadian oil to
foreign markets, it was a major strategic error

for the prime minister to put all of his eggs in
the Trans Mountain basket. Let’s not forget
that our previous Conservative government
had given the Northern Gateway project approval and now, thanks to this Liberal government, the project is going nowhere.
By failing to re-engage with First Nations communities along the route, the
government sends a message that it is willing to walk away from scientifically sound
projects when further obstacles are placed
in the way of their construction.
It is for this reason that we have expressed concern that, even with the approval
of this government, the Trans Mountain
Expansion could still be derailed if the gov-

ernment is unwilling to champion it. The fact
is, without further action by this government,
the approval given to Trans Mountain, on its
own, won’t create a single new job.
As for the northern tanker ban, this too
is entirely a political decision by the prime
minister without basis in science. It sends the
message that foreign oil imports into Canada
from countries like Saudi Arabia and Venezuela on the East Coast are perfectly fine, while
Canadian oil exports going to foreign markets
are dangerous and should be banned.
Since his election, this prime minister has failed to create a single, net new
full-time job. His arbitrary and entirely
political decision to kill Northern Gateway,
a pipeline already approved by the National Energy Board, will result in the loss
of thousands of jobs, cost the Canadian
economy billions of dollars in lost revenues, and will act as an investment chill in
Canada’s natural resource sector.
The Liberal economic plan is a complete
failure. An out-of-control deficit, rising payroll and small business taxes, and the promise of a national carbon tax are killing jobs
and economic opportunities across Canada.
Making the right decision on pipelines was
an opportunity to make a real difference.
By playing politics with pipeline projects the prime minister has missed a real
opportunity to bring certainty and confidence to Canada’s natural resource sector
and help put Canadians back to work.
Conservative MP Mark Strahl, who
represents Chilliwack-Hope, B.C., is his
party’s natural resources critic.
The Hill Times

dian forest industry new domestic markets,
but could significantly reduce our greenhouse gas emissions.
Oil and gas companies are investing
in wind and solar power projects, using
their resources to help make the shift to a
renewable energy future.
The federal government has a role to
play in helping bring these new techniques
and technologies from concept to commercialization. Growing that expertise will
help to diversify our economy and better
protect the natural resources sector from
the shocks that come from fluctuations in
world commodity prices.
Another common theme I’ve heard
from the sector has been engagement with
indigenous peoples. Most natural resource
corporations now accept that they can no
longer ignore the rights and interests of
indigenous peoples. Successful companies
have embraced the opportunities that this
presents. But the federal government needs
to help build the capacity in indigenous communities to fully participate in consultations,
to properly fund education at all levels to help
indigenous peoples work in the sector if they
choose. Perhaps most importantly, the government needs to take its duties as the Crown
to consult and accommodate more seriously.
The Liberals promised to implement the
United Nations Declaration on the Rights
of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP) but have
since appeared to backtrack. That has created uncertainty, and uncertainty is never
helpful in industries that are making significant investments with long lead times.
Many companies and agencies now accept
the concept of “free, prior, and informed
consent” when it comes to working with
indigenous governments. At the Natural
Resources Committee, Ontario Power
Generation officials recently testified that
they would not proceed with a nuclear

waste site on Lake Huron without the
consent of local First Nations. They made it
clear it wasn’t feasible to try to force such
a project on a community. The committee
also heard testimony from Bob Rae, who
stated that “there has to be consent” for
any project to move forward. Right now in
North Dakota we are seeing what development without consent looks like. That approach is one we should avoid at all costs
and the Liberals should support NDP MP
Romeo Saganash’s Bill C-262 to implement
UNDRIP to put us on the right path.
Finally, for all of this to work, we must
have the proper infrastructure to support
these industries and the communities in
which they work. In committee, we’ve heard
examples like the lack of appropriate hydroelectric infrastructure in Northwestern Ontario to support the growing mining sector,
the proposed Grays Bay Road connecting
Nunavut to Manitoba and a new infrastructure service corridor to support the Ring of
Fire and the communities within it. Historically, the federal government has helped
make these kinds of projects happen with
financial support, but, so far, this Liberal
government hasn’t. One move that they can
make right away is grant Ontario’s request
for $1-billion to help build much-needed
infrastructure into the Ring of Fire.
Canada’s natural resource industries
have a very bright future. Our natural
resources and our know-how in this sector
will continue to play a big role in our economy. But, to ensure that future, we need
to take the correct steps today. We in the
NDP are looking to the government to do
that. We will continue to listen and propose
ways to help us all reach that goal.
NDP MP Richard Cannings, who represents South Okanagan-West Kootenay,
B.C., is his party’s natural resources critic.
The Hill Times

Prime Minister Justin Trudeau, pictured in
this file photo, last week approved the Kinder
Morgan Trans Mountain pipeline and Enbridge’s
Line 3, but rejected the Northern Gateway. The
Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

OPINION NATURAL RESOURCES SECTOR

There’s a path
forward for natural
resources sector
Canada’s natural resource
industries have a very
bright future. Our natural
resources and our knowhow in this sector will
continue to play a big
role in our economy. But,
to ensure that future, we
need to take the correct
steps today.

NDP MP RICHARD CANNINGS

P

ARLIAMENT HILL—Canada’s natural
resources have always been a key part
of our economy. But as we enter an era of
declining resource availability, increasing

challenges with a globally compromised
environment and redressing past wrongs
and imbalances of power with indigenous
peoples, Canada must focus on innovation, bold ideas and a clear strategy for the
future. Otherwise, we risk being left behind
and losing competitiveness.
This year, at the House Natural Resources
Committee, we have been studying innovation in Canada’s natural resource industries
and have heard many great examples of
how companies are facing these challenges.
Leaders in the mining sector are moving
towards fully electric mines, eliminating the
use of fossil fuel-powered vehicles. This one
innovation reduces the need for ventilation
underground, thus cutting power costs and
greenhouse gas emissions in one fell swoop.
The forest sector is changing as well.
Years of unfair competition with the United
States has not only driven companies to
develop markets outside North America,
such as in China, but have also created
a climate of product innovation. In my
hometown of Penticton, B.C., Structurlam
has been a leader in laminated beams and
heavy panels that allow the construction
of skyscrapers made entirely of wood. This
development will not only give the Cana-
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NATURAL RESOURCES POLICY BRIEFING
OPINION REGULATIONS

Natural resources and
governance shifts in Canada
BY BONNIE CAMPBELL AND CLAUDE PRÉMONT

O

ur knowledge synthesis report, produced with the support of a Social
Sciences and Humanities Research Council
grant, covers two major sectors of natural
resource development in Canada: mining,
and the generation of power from renewable sources, namely hydroelectricity and
wind energy.
It highlights ongoing transformations in
current modes of governance of these sectors: persistently deficient public regulatory
capacity; shifts in multi-level governance;
and the devolution of responsibility for
natural resource development to industry.
Our dual perspective based on legal and
political economy literature revealed three
strong indicators feeding these transformations: the search for local community acceptance, embedded taxation flaws, and the
development of “negotiated justice.”
The search for local community support
is expressed through different concepts:
social acceptability (or acceptance), social
license to operate, free prior and informed
consent of indigenous people, and the obligation to consult them. The concept of social acceptance or social license to operate
has no explicit legal grounding in Canada
and is expanded over two polar opposites.

The first pole is structured by the fact that
the concept was developed by the industry
itself, and international financial organizations in the context of natural resources
extraction projects.
This perspective seeks mainly to overcome opposition in order to manage risk
and if necessary, to silence eventual opponents. On the other side, citizen groups
and scholars have tried to re-appropriate
the concept in order to push for wider
interests and involve citizen participation
in decision-making. In spite of the fact that
the duty to consult indigenous people has
constitutional grounds in Canada when
projects infringe on aboriginal lands or
claims, the literature reveals that communities have no veto powers and are most
often unable to prevent resource extraction
projects. As a result, these concepts are
entirely subject to asymmetrical relations
of power, and thus often serve the most
powerful actors, including industry, in an
approach which has been defined as “negotiated justice.”
The “negotiated justice” approach is
materialized both in mining and renewable
energy by the signing of impact and benefit
agreements (IBA). Although the details of
most agreements remain unknown as they
are often confidential, the literature reveals

six main categories of clauses, one of which
binds communities to actively support the
project before public authorities and forbids
any further challenges and protest.
Flaws in the taxation of the mining industry have been consistently underscored
by the offices of various auditor generals,
such as in Ontario and Quebec. As a rule,
they stress the strong imbalances between
poor mining royalties, generous revenue
taxation breaks to the mining industry and
heavy public liabilities over abandoned
contaminated sites. Most energy production systems are free of property taxes in
Canada, regardless of public or private
ownership, therefore benefitting the industry which tends to be the preferred owner
of new renewable energy production sites
and leaving local communities with lean
benefits. Hence the overall pressure to
settle for IBAs with monetary clauses for
communities.
Regulatory stalemate is obvious in the
mining sector where both federal and
provincial legislations are amended with
much difficulty only peripherally and over
a long time period. Free mining remains an
entrenched principle across the country.
Multi-level resource governance in Canada
remains a hierarchical governance where
top public authorities—at the federal and

provincial levels—use, or choose not to use,
their powers in order to promote the interests of private industry resource extraction,
rather than those of local communities or
even the overall population.
As a result, it becomes difficult—if not
impossible—for local communities to put forward alternative development options. They
have often little option but to become partners
or agree to projects under circumstances in
which they can only marginally negotiate the
terms or resign themselves to missing out on
any other form of development.
The scientific literature on the Canadian
mining sector devotes limited attention to
the potential for the social and economic
development at the local, regional and
national levels. Such transformative processes depend on the introduction of public
policies that would enable the sector to act
as a catalyst for structural shifts between
sectors— like energy, infrastructure, manufacturing, and transport—and industrial
links, both upstream and downstream, as
well as encourage more local transformation instead of merely exporting materials
in a nearly raw state.
The adoption of more holistic approaches has led some authors to address the
key question of the overlooked, and even
overshadowed roles and responsibilities
of public actors, due to Canada’s historical
and regulatory heritage that gave precedence to the role and powers conferred to
industry. Such approaches draw attention
to the underlying political processes that
should be taken into account instead of
“depoliticizing” the fundamental questions
of access, control, and development of
natural resources.
The Hill Times

OPINION MINING & ABORIGINAL WOMEN

Mining the gender gap: how do aboriginal
women perceive mining in Canada?
A policy path forward,
then, is to include
aboriginal women as
decision-makers in all
stakeholder engagement
practice, not just as token
voices in the formulation
of impact agreements.

BRENNAN FIELD, KALOWATIE
DEONANDAN, RAYWAT DEONANDAN

C

anada’s mining industry is an important
player in the nation’s growth and prosperity, with some reporting that the sector
is responsible for 3.5 per cent to 4.5 per cent
of our national GDP, while also providing
employment to at least two per cent of our
labour force. The industry is also critical for
aboriginal prosperity, given its role in employing very large numbers of indigenous
peoples, especially in the North.
But mining development also unavoidably creates dramatic changes in aboriginal
communities, both positive and negative.

Aboriginal women are affected in quite
distinctive ways that do not receive a great
deal of attention, but that have long term
impacts on both community and productivity. With the Canadian mining steadily
expanding and feeding an increasing global
need for natural resources, it behooves us to
take steps to address the concerns of these
women, to minimize the negative impacts
and cultivate the positive ones.
Our recent study collected previous
researchers’ interactions with aboriginal
women, and re-analyzed them with an
eye toward elucidating those women’s
unique perspectives on the Canadian
mining industry. Our findings suggest that
there is a constructive path forward for all
stakeholders: aboriginal women and their
families, government, and mining companies themselves.
In short, aboriginal women are concerned about the social impacts that
mining has on their communities, most
prominently the unequal distribution of
employment and remuneration opportunities between the two genders, the aggravation of existing social ills, and the increased erosion of traditional ways of life.
Jobs for aboriginals created by the
mining industry are not equal between
women and men, with the latter receiving
comparatively high-paying, and often highrisk, labouring and technical opportunities,
while women are often relegated to lesserpaying culinary, clerical or custodial roles.
In other words, societal gender divides are

being reinforced by the arrival of the mining industry in these communities. This is
an impediment on the road toward gender
equality not only in aboriginal communities, but also within Canada as a whole.
In terms of social ills, the perception is
strong that the sudden influx of employment income, combined with the time
constraints that come with it, is leading to
challenges in parenting. An elder in one
study opined, “the kids really run the show.
I think that there is more money in town
because of the mine. But now parents are
hardly ever at home. … They have replaced
parenting and guidance and caring with
money.” Many women also fear that the
increased income is fuelling pre-existing
substance addictions. But this is balanced
against a general overall appreciation for
the money entering the community.
Shift work is also seen as contributing
to the decay of traditional lifestyles. With
less time to hunt, prepare and preserve
food, women feel that their families’ diets
are shifting toward processed foods, causing both poor health and a rapid decay in
their traditional family dynamic.
Shift work is a special cultural challenge
to people used to being in constant close
proximity to one another. Indeed, one woman believes that the arrival of mining has led
to more marriage failures,“because they’re
not used to being away from their families.”
This has led, again, to stresses in parenting. For example, due to rotating and
uncoordinated work schedules, parents

are finding it difficult to provide consistent
discipline for their children in a single,
uncontested voice. There is therefore a
perception of increased intergenerational
conflict flowering from the arrival of commercial mining.
From our findings, even when the concerns of aboriginal women are included explicitly in formal negotiating agreements,
the women often feel as if such inclusion is
merely window dressing, intended at most
to fulfill the legalistic stipulations of impact
benefit agreements, while the spirit of such
agreements is ignored.
A policy path forward, then, is to include aboriginal women as decision-makers in all stakeholder engagement practice,
not just as token voices in the formulation
of impact agreements. There is a role for
government in assuring that these women’s
concerns are considered when mediating
mining access requests. New research is
also needed in exploring new models of
employment for women, beyond gender
stereotypes, and models of less socially
detrimental shift work and wage labour.
Raywat Deonandan is an assistant
professor with the interdisciplinary school
of health sciences at the University of
Ottawa. Kalowatie Deonandan is an associate professor of political studies at the
University of Saskatchewan. Brennan Field
has a master’s degree in political studies
and is currently pursuing a PhD in geography at the University of Saskatchewan.
The Hill Times
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NEWS AUDITOR GENERAL

House Public
Accounts
Committee
‘stretched’ in
playing ‘crucial
role’ of holding
departments
accountable: AG
‘Certainly none of
this is going to get
any better over the
next five years of
my mandate if we’re
just waiting for the
committees to deal
with it all’: Michael
Ferguson.
Continued from page 1
While Mr. Ferguson commends
the work the House Public Accounts Committee has been able
to accomplish this Parliament,
considering it a marked improvement from years past, he said he
still thinks the government could
do more to boost the profile of the
committee’s work and to set the
tone of expecting that departments take his recommendations
seriously.
“We just released seven audits,
for example, so for them to get
hearings on all of those, and
write reports on all of those, and
go through all of those steps,
will take quite a bit of time,” Mr.
Ferguson told The Hill Times
last week, adding that every six
months there’s a new series of
reports from his office, making
the follow-ups hard to fit in consistently.
“It’s certainly going to stretch
them in terms of the amount of
time they have available to do all
of that,” Mr. Ferguson told The Hill
Times.
Last week, Mr. Ferguson
tabled his 2016 fall reports evaluating programs including the
Beyond the Border Action Plan
and income tax objections at the
Canada Revenue Agency.
In addition to the seven audits
released last week and three special examination reports, Mr. Ferguson made a point of adding an
introductory message, not included
in earlier reports, which marked
the systemic issues he’s noticed
in the first five years of a 10-year
mandate. In it, he outlines what he
sees as a lack of focus on Canadians as the end-users of federal

services. He said agencies struggle
to break down their silos, and they
may be focusing on “measuring
what civil servants are doing rather
than how well Canadians are being
served,” he said.
“In just five years, with some
100 performance audits and
special examinations behind
me since I began my mandate,
the results of some audits seem
to be—in the immortal words
of Yogi Berra—’déjà vu all over
again.’” Mr. Ferguson wrote.
He concluded noting that
parliamentary committees, both
in the House and the Senate play
a “crucial role” in challenging
departments and holding them
accountable by bringing them
before Parliamentarians multiple
times until they can demonstrate
real improvements.
“If the committees with the
specific expertise in those specific
areas are also trying to get those
departments and it should be in
their interest to try to get those
departments to improve on these
processes, then I think that will
end up with a better result all
around for everybody,” Mr. Ferguson told The Hill Times.
Former chair of the House
Public Accounts Committee, and
NDP MP David Christopherson
(Hamilton Centre, Ont.), vicechair of the committee, said Mr.
Ferguson’s call-out of federal
organizations is a “wake-up call.”
He said that in his more than a
dozen years in Parliament, seeing
numerous agencies come before
committees and pledge to fix
things and never do, that more
needs to be done.
He said the current House
Public Accounts Committee is
doing a good job of “hauling them
[departments] on the carpet” and
that it’s the best it has been in his
experience.
Mr. Ferguson agreed on this
point: this committee compared
to the one under the previous government for the first four years
of his mandate has demonstrated
a “significant change in the approach.”
“Virtually every member from
all three parties is keenly interested in making sure that the
auditor general’s work is taken
seriously. And the idea that in the

Auditor General Michael Ferguson, pictured April 28, 2015, at the National Press Theatre in Ottawa, says parliamentary
committees have an important role to play in holding departments to account and that the government could do more to
set the tone of expecting that departments take his recommendations seriously. The Hill Times photograph by Andrew Meade
past, government officials could
come before Public Accounts, it
used to be called ‘one and done.’
So if you could come in before
the committee and you could
get through that two hours with
pretty much everything intact, say
‘that’s it, you don’t need to worry
about it anymore,’” Mr. Christopherson told reporters on Nov. 29.
He added that after the Gomery
inquiry into the sponsorship
scandal under the Chrétien Liberals, the committee doubled its
resources for following up on the
promises made by departments at
committee meetings.
Conservative MP Kevin Sorenson (Battle River-Crowfoot,
Alta.), chair of the current Public
Accounts Committee, said he was
happy to see Mr. Ferguson’s comments and said he’s right about
departments needing to take
more seriously the study process
the committee does following the
auditor general’s reports.
“When people come in now
and make commitments, we write
it down, and we have the staff to
follow it up. And even if it’s a year
and a half later, we’re still going
to be on them. So we’re going
through a major fundamental sea
change in terms of how we do our
work and how we review keeping
the government held to account
and we’re putting the government
on notice you better start changing the way you do things or the
sparks are just going to continue
to fly more often and they’re
going to be more intense,” Mr.
Christopherson told reporters.
Mr. Sorenson said he thinks
his committee is doing a good job
with what it has, but wouldn’t discourage other committees from
picking up on some departmentspecific issues raised in the auditor general’s reports for further
follow-up.
“I was in government; I know
it’s in the government’s best interest always to have a department
that follows up on their policy.
Listen, I may disagree with a lot
of the Liberal government’s policy but the departments owe it to

the government to follow through
on those policies,” he said.
Boosting funding for committees is something the Liberal
government wanted to do from
the outset. However, after committees accumulated $1.8-million
in travel costs, the House Liaison
Committee—the committee in
charge of approving House committee budgets—recently advised House committee chairs to
cool their jets until the new year.
Public Accounts was one of the
committees denied extra money
for a trip it had planned to meet
with public accounts committees
in other countries. “We recognize
that there are budgets and we
will work within the budget we’re
given,” Mr. Sorenson said, adding
that the committee has added a
second researcher this Parliament
and that has helped, but the committee has yet to see a substantive
increase to its resources.
Mr. Ferguson argued that it
shouldn’t all be on the backs
of committees to improve the
systemic issues he’s identified,
saying there are four key players with responsibility to make it
happen: his office in producing
strong reports; the departments in
taking seriously fixing problems
identified; the committees in following up; and the government to
set the tone to expect the departments to deliver results.
“Certainly, none of this is going to get any better over the next
five years of my mandate if we’re
just waiting for the committees to
deal with it all,” said Mr. Ferguson.

‘We have a lot of work to
do’: Brison
Treasury Board President
Scott Brison (Kings-Hants, N.S.)
told reporters he agreed with
Mr. Ferguson’s classification of
federal departments being slow to
change and not service-focused.
He said he’s working with all departments to implement a policy
strengthening results measurement, and pointed to the results
and delivery unit set up within
the Privy Council Office.

“We are, as a government, the
first government to actually take a
horizontal approach to the delivery
of results,” said Mr. Brison.“This is
a game changer … We have a lot of
work to do. We’re undertaking that
work, and we will do—do better.”
Mr. Ferguson said of the
government’s response to his
latest audits that it’ll take more
than hopeful promises, adding
that many times he’s seen good
intentions from governments that
don’t pan out. He said he expects
his office would have the authority to audit the PCO’s agenda and
results wing, with the exception
of cabinet confidences.
Mr. Ferguson told The Hill
Times work is underway on his office’s audit of the Phoenix pay system rollout and he’s anticipating
wrapping that up either in fall 2017
or spring 2018. He started looking
into Phoenix at the government’s
request, after the rollout of the new
payroll program for 300,000 public
servants left 82,000 without pay or
with incorrect pay, 15,000 of which
are still waiting for relief.
The afternoon after the
AG’s report dropped, the House
Government Operations and
Estimates Committee heard from
Public Services and Procurement
minister Judy Foote (BonavistBurin-Trinity, Nfld.) on Phoenix,
and Ron Parker, the president of
Shared Services Canada, which
the committee has been studying at the request of the House
Public Accounts Committee after
its initial look into an AG report
from last fall deemed the department needed further study than
that committee had the capacity for. That study is ongoing
as the Government Operations
Committee awaits the agency’s
overhauled IT plan. Created by
the former Conservative government to consolidate government
information-technology services,
Shared Services Canada has been
criticized for its slow rollout of
a new government-wide email
system and other projects.
raiello@hilltimes.com
The Hill Times
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PHOTO ESSAY
FEATURE PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS

Set to be in full use in 2017, a look at
revamped Wellington Building
By Laura Ryckewaert

P

ARLIAMENT HILL—Under
construction since 2010, the
Wellington Building’s rehabilitation
wrapped up earlier this fall, with
its first occupants having moved in
from the East Block in September.
The building at 180 Wellington St. includes 70 MP offices,
10 committee rooms (three of
which are multipurpose), eight
MP meeting rooms, a new Library
of Parliament branch and a large
cafeteria on top of staff dining
area. It’s set to be in full use by
the time the House of Commons
resumes on Jan. 30.
The entire renovation of
the building, which was originally built in 1926, cost roughly
$425.2-million. Measures to make
the building more environmentally friendly—including its green
wall in the lobby—have reduced
energy consumption by 25 per
cent. Media were given a full tour
of the building ahead of a ribboncutting ceremony on Dec. 1.

The Hill Times photograph by Laura Ryckewaert

The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

The entrance lobby off of Wellington St., through which MPs
will access the building, is adorned
with a Byzantine-style mosaic
designed by Barry Faulkner. The
building was originally built for

the Metropolitan Life Insurance
Company back in 1926 and the
mosaic is an allegory of mother
insurance. It’s made up of almost
one million tiles which have been
cleaned and preserved.

The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

A waiting area outside the
committee rooms, facing north, on
the third floor of the building. The

The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

The heritage lobby of the
Wellington Building, with a
restored original ceiling. The
mosaic-adorned lobby through
which MPs will enter the building lies through the far glass
doors, with an elevator bank to
the left. The building’s Beaux
Arts heritage was kept front and
centre in designs.

The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

A look at one of larger, broadcast-capable committee rooms in
the Wellington Building, above.
Committee rooms can be found
on the third and fourth floors.

The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright
The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

The atrium lobby of the building includes a new spiral staircase and green wall. The public

original windows of the building
have been restored, with more
energy-efficient glass.

entrance lies to the left, with
escalators up to the third-floor
committee rooms to the right.

Of the 10 committee rooms in
the building, three are multipurpose and can be arranged into
different set ups, like the one
pictured above.

The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

The new branch of the Library
of Parliament, accessible on the
fifth floor of the building. It’s two
storeys in height and includes
a skylight, referencing the fact

the space used to be a light well.
Recycled copper from roofing surrounds the rooms and helps with
acoustics, along with adding to
aesthetics.
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NEWS ELECTORAL REFORM

Is it over: Members of the House Special Committee on Electoral Reform presented their final ‘majority’ report at the National Press Theatre in Ottawa on Dec. 1. Bloc MP Luc Thériault, left, Conservative MP
Scott Reid, Electoral Reform Committee chair and Liberal MP Francis Scarpaleggia, NDP MP Nathan Cullen, and Green Party Leader Elizabeth May. The Hill Times photograph by Andrew Meade

Feds’ electoral reform in doubt, but pollsters
say a broken promise won’t sink Liberals
After six months of
work and an almost
$700,000 price
tag, Democratic
Minister Maryam
Monsef said she was
‘disappointed’ in
the House Electoral
Reform Committee.
She later apologized.
Meanwhile, the
government has
sent out more than
13 million postcards
asking Canadians
to participate in an
online survey on
electoral reform.
Continued from page 1
“This is not a government-killing promise, by itself,” he said, as
it’s an outspoken, but “small minority” who think major changes
are needed.
The issue of electoral reform
is one that’s “very difficult to get

Canadians excited” and “passionate” about, he said.
“That being said, where I do
see some risk for the government, in my view, is around the
narrative that could develop that
the government’s not keeping its
promises, that this could be one
of many to come … it might start
a media narrative and a broader
discussion about how the government can’t achieve its objectives
and that becomes more risky or
creates more vulnerability,” he
said.
Mr. Coletto said if the government declared its commitment
on electoral reform dead, he
wouldn’t expect to see poll numbers drop.
Shachi Kurl, executive director
at the Angus Reid Institute, said
polling suggests that electoral
reform is “hardly a top of mind
issue” for Canadians.
“There are other issues that
could have the potential to hurt
this Liberal government much
more than not making a change
on electoral reform, that isn’t
to say it might not hurt them in
some circles” she said, but that’s a
small subsect of the population.
A poll by Angus Reid published on Nov. 29, conducted
online with 1,516 respondents,
found that while 75 per cent
wanted a referendum on any
major changes to be held, about

66 per cent of respondents saw
changing Canada’s voting system
as a low priority. Asked to choose
between first-past-the-post and
four alternative voting systems,
respondents were largely split.
As well, 43 per cent said they
strongly or moderately favoured
keeping the current system,
while 21 per cent said they didn’t
care either way and 37 per cent
moderately or strongly favoured
change.
But Ms. Kurl cautioned ambivalence doesn’t always mean
resistance, and it could simply be
a situation where Canadians have
a lot on their minds, including the
economy, jobs, health care and
security issues.
“Canadians are very divided
on this issue as it stands … [but]
there is a recognition of potential
benefits of a change,” she said.
It comes down to a question of
political calculus for the Liberals, said Ms. Kurl. The government has some “wiggle room” on
electoral reform and it’s unlikely
it will be “faulted for going slow.”
That said, “too many calculations
like this, at some point, the math
may not add up for the government at the end of four years.”
After six months of work, the
House Special Committee on
Electoral Reform published its
final report on Dec. 1, but with
divided opinions.

A 333-page “majority report”
was released along with “supplemental” reports, including one
from Liberal MPs, which actually
came out against major recommendations from the committee,
including the recommendation
that a national referendum should
be held and the suggested method
by which the government should
design a new system.
The main committee report
made 13 recommendations, including that a national referendum
on the issue be held with a choice
between first-past-the-past and a
proportional system designed by
the government, which it recommended should achieve a score
of five or less on the Gallagher
index—a method to measure the
proportionality of a system
between votes case and seats allocated. It also recommended against
implementing online or mandatory
voting, among other things.
In Question Period on Dec. 1,
Democratic Institutions Minister
Maryam Monsef (PeterboroughKawartha, Ont.) took the unusual
step of criticizing the committee’s
work, saying she was “disappointed” that it “did not complete the
hard work we had expected it to,”
by not recommending a specific
voting system to replace firstpast-the-post.
“We asked the committee to
help answer very difficult ques-

tions for us. It did not do that,” she
said in QP. “In the coming days we
will be taking specific actions to
continue this conversation with
Canadians.”
Reacting to Ms. Monsef’s comments, NDP MP Nathan Cullen
(Skeena-Bulkley Valley, B.C.), a
member of the committee, said
he didn’t think he’s “ever seen a
performance like that in Question Period before,” and said her
comments were “incredibly disappointing and certainly insulting.”
On Dec. 2, Ms. Monsef apologized to the committee for her
comments in the House, saying
she didn’t intend to imply members hadn’t worked hard, and
said, “I used words that I deeply
regret.”
Mr. Cullen said the committee’s mandate was ”clear,” and
that it was mandated to study viable alternative voting systems and
examine the question of online
and mandatory voting, with principles outlined. He said “a lot of
work and a lot of sacrifice” went
into the study, which ultimately
outlined pros and cons of various systems for the government
and recommended proportional
voting be pursued. Ms. Monsef is
“either lying” or didn’t understand
what the committee was doing,
he said.
Continued on page 33
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“We’ve done our job. The ball
now goes in their court. It’s their
opportunity to fulfill their promise to Canadians,” said Mr. Cullen.
“Almost 90 per cent of the people
who testified to the committee
supported proportional representation. If the Liberals would like
to make the case that that isn’t
near consensus I’ll let them.”
Scrummed by Hill media later
in the day on Dec. 1, Ms. Monsef
said the government continues to
“stay committed to that promise”
to replace the first-past-the-post
by 2019, made during the 2015
campaign. The government has
also committed to introduce legislation by spring 2017.
But in their separate report,
Liberal MPs said the level of public engagement in the electoral
reform process was “insufficient
to generate a clear mandate” and
that more “comprehensive and effective” engagement was needed,
which “cannot be effectively completed before 2019.”
However, Liberals on the
committee also said they heard
no consensus that a referendum
on electoral reform was the right
path forward and that many flaws
in the process were highlighted
during testimony. The Liberals
gave up their majority status on
the 12-member committee.
As well, Liberals criticized the
main committee recommendation
that a new system be measured
by the Gallagher index, calling it
a “complex mathematical equation” that would be difficult to
explain.
Ms. Monsef has maintained
that the government will not pursue major changes to the voting
system without the broad support
of Canadians, but has repeatedly
criticized using a referendum
when questioned, and—as highlighted by the opposition—has
not defined what she would consider broad support.
After mapping out its course
of action last summer, the electoral reform committee undertook an unprecedented level
of consultation: from an online
survey that garnered more than
22,000 responses, to taking Twitter
questions, to a cross-country tour,
to reports from MPs on townhall
meetings that all 338 were asked
to hold with constituents. As
well, Ms. Monsef and her parliamentary secretary did a separate
cross-country tour on the issue.
But Ms. Monsef has said the
will of Canadians is still unclear,
and as part of a continued conversation, the government sent out
more than 13 million postcards,
asking Canadians to participate
in an online survey on electoral
reform starting this week.
Meanwhile, the clock is ticking
to have reforms in place by the
next election in 2019. The chief
electoral officer has indicated that
it could take up to two years to
adjust to a new electoral system
and that clear direction from Parliament would be needed by May
2017 to make it happen.
Conservative MP Scott Reid
(Lanark-Frontenac-Kingston,
Ont.), a vice-chair of the
House Electoral Reform Committee, said a referendum is the
only way to ensure Canadians are
properly consulted.
“What other means is there, other than a referendum to establish
the will of Canadians?” he asked.

While citizen’s assemblies
have been mentioned as an option, Mr. Reid said past ones on
electoral reform in both British Columbia and Ontario have
ultimately led to referendums.
He said he was “surprised” by the
minister’s response to the committee report on Dec. 1.
“One of the arguments about
referendums is they’re too expensive, but evidently mailing
out 13 million questionnaires is
an allowable or a manageable an
expense,” he said.
Almost $9-million has been
spent on electoral reform efforts
in 2016, including $8-million allocated for the minister under the
last federal budget—which in part
covered the cost of the minister’s
tour—and more than $670,000 for
the committee’s study.
Speaking with The Hill Times
on Dec. 1, after QP, Liberal MP
John Aldag (Cloverdale-Langley
City, B.C.), a member of the
electoral reform committee, said
he wasn’t taking Ms. Monsef’s
comments personally. He said a
new system, whatever that be,
would have a “whole bunch of
implications on the greater system,” which the committee didn’t
“have time to dig into,” and said
he “shares” the minister’s “disappointment.” But overall, he said
he’s “really proud” of the committee’s work.
“We had hoped that we could
get through a very complex issue
with a very tight timeline and
frankly we didn’t get there, and
I’m OK with that, it just means in
my mind, it solidifies the thought
that I had that we need to have a
greater consultation with many
more Canadians than we engaged
with this process,” he said.
“I would encourage the
minister to take a hard look at
timelines and realistically how far
can we move the bar on electoral
reform in time for 2019.”
Asked why some other means
of broader consultation wasn’t
pursued months ago once the
committee’s path became known,
Mr. Aldag said he thinks committee members had hoped for “massive turnout” at the cross-country
meetings with open mic sessions,
adding less than one per cent of
Canadians engaged in the process. He also pointed to a lack of
media coverage and engagement
during the cross-country tour.
“In my riding … I’d ask them
about electoral reform. They’d
say look, we want jobs, we want

Electoral Reform Committee Chair and Liberal MP Francis Scarpaleggia said only 500 people took part in open mic
sessions undertaken by the committee and Canadians were not sufficiently engaged. Asked about the government’s
promise on reform by 2019, he said election platforms are an attempt to engage voters. Conservative MP Scott Reid, a
member of the committee, is pictured right on Dec. 1. The Hill Times photograph by Andrew Meade
a healthy environment, we want
affordable housing, those are the priorities that many of my constituents
told me they want me focusing on as
their member,”said Mr. Aldag.
While the separate report
from Liberal members spoke out
against the main recommendations of the committee’s majority
report, Mr. Aldag said Liberal
members were “signing on to [it]
with our additional comments,”
and it wasn’t a “dissenting” report.
(Ms. Monsef described it as such
in QP Dec. 1).
Mr. Reid said he thinks there’s
nonetheless still time for the
Liberals to act on electoral reform
if they want to, as there are 34
months until the next election
and that it could take less than
two years to implement change
if a full redistribution of ridings
isn’t needed.
“If you just merge together
existing sets of ridings, as you
can do under STV [Single-transferable vote] … you can have
an expedited process that takes
place much faster,” he said.
lryckewaert@hilltimes.com
The Hill Times

ELECTORAL REFORM

ELECTORAL REFORM EFFORTS: BY THE NUMBERS
Ultimately, three reports were produced on electoral reform recommendations by the House
Electoral Reform Committee: a majority report, a dissenting report from Liberal members, and
a supplementary report in support of proportional representation from the NDP and Greens.
Cost of the House Electoral Reform Committee:
$678,560
Briefs submitted to the committee:
574
Witnesses heard by the committee:
731
Meetings held by the committee:
57
Months of committee work:
6
Responses to the ERRE committee’s e-consultation:
22,247
MP townhall reports submitted to the committee:
172*
Hours committee members spent in camera drafting a final report: (roughly) 29 hours 25 minutes**
Pages in the final majority report:
333
Recommendations made in the majority report:
13
Money for electoral reform allocated in the 2016 budget:
$8-million this year, out of
$10.7-million over four years***
* On top of this, the Conservative and NDP caucuses submitted their own, separate, reports on electoral reform.
** This figure includes times when meetings were suspended for breaks
*** This figure includes the cost of Democratic Institution Minister Maryam Monsef’s cross-Canada tour.
—Compiled by Laura Ryckewaert.

ELECTORAM REFORM

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ELECTORAL
REFORM COMMITTEE:
Thirteen recommendations on electoral reform were made in the majority report from the committee.
1.

The government should design a new electoral system that achieves a Gallagher index
score of five or less.*

2.

Systems of pure party lists should not be considered by the government.

3.

Mandatory voting should not be implemented “at this time.”

4.

Online voting should not be implemented “at this time.”

5.

Elections Canada should explore, with stakeholder groups, the use of technologies to
promote greater voting accessibility while ensuring the integrity of the process.

6.

The question of how to improve the accessibility of voting for Canadians with disabilities
should be referred to the Procedure and House Affairs Committee.

7.

Any reform should seek to enhance the likelihood of improving voter turnout and increasing the possibility for more underrepresented and disenfranchised groups—including visible minorities, Indigenous Peoples and persons with disabilities—to get elected.

8.

The Canada Elections Act should be amended to create a financial incentive for political
parties to run more female candidates and move towards parity in nominations.

9.

The government should work with the provinces and territories to explore ways in which
youth under 18 years of age could be registered in the National Register of Electors up
to two years in advance of reaching voting age.

10. Elections Canada be given the mandate and resources to encourage greater voter
participation, including through initiatives like Civix’s Student Vote and “better raising
awareness” of existing early voting options.
11. Electoral system reform should be accompanied by a study on the effects of other
aspects of Canada’s governance system, including: the relationship between legislative
and executive branches of government, the relationship between the House and Senate,
the impact on political party operations, and “parliamentary procedure and conventions
related to government formation and dismissal.”
12. A referendum should be held, with the current system on the ballot and a proportional
electoral system that achieves a Gallagher Index score of five or less, with the government’s design of the alternate system completed before the referendum starts.
13. Elections Canada should produce and make publicly available materials describing
options, including any related maps showing potential riding boundaries and a sample
ballot design, before the referendum starts.
A “supplementary” report from Liberal members states that the “majority report” recommendations are “too radical to impose at this time as Canadians must be more engaged,” and
it would be “rushed” and could risk undermining the legitimacy of reform to race “toward a
predetermined deadline,” referring to the Liberal government’s commitment to have a new
system in place by 2019.
It notes Liberal members disagreed with recommending use of the Gallagher Index,
disagree that a referendum should be held, and believe not enough input was attained to
determine the will of Canadians.
*A tool developed by Michael Gallagher, who appeared as a witness, “to measure an
electoral system’s relative proportionality between votes received and seats allotted,” reads
the report. An index of less than five is considered “excellent.”
—Compiled by Laura Ryckewaert.
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Liberal MPs want per-vote
subsidies for political parties back
Taxpayer-funded
subsidies for parties
would eliminate
the perception that
money can influence
public policy,
says Liberal MP
Alexandra Mendès.
Continued from page 1
Hill Times. “[The per-vote subsidy]
is perhaps the fairest and the
most legitimate way of supporting
political parties.”
A former president of the Liberal Party of Canada in Quebec,
Ms. Mendès was first elected in
the 2008 federal election, lost
her seat in 2011, but was elected
again in last year’s general
election. She said that Liberal
MPs have been discussing the
subject of bringing back per-vote
subsidies informally with each
other and predicted that soon this
conversation will take place in
the national Liberal caucus. Her
main argument for reinstating
subsidies is to eliminate the perception that money can influence
party policies.
When asked about critics who
say these discussions around
vote subsidies are about trying
to deflect controversy over the
so-called “cash for access” events
Liberals have been in the news
for, Ms. Mendès said: “They can
conjecturize all they want, but for
me that’s not the reason. If they
see it that way, it’s their right.”
Rookie Liberal MP Robert
Falcon-Ouellette (Winnipeg
Centre, Man.) in an interview said
he supports the idea of bringing back per-vote subsidies. He
said Canadians should have total
confidence that their representatives will not favour an individual
or any specific group on public
policy issues because they’ve donated money to a party. For that,
he said per-vote subsidies could
be an effective tool.
“We need to have a way of
ensuring that people, when they
look upon a politician, that they
feel comfortable and they know
that the politician is working for
them, not for someone else,” said
Mr. Ouellette. “I don’t know if we
can get rid of political donations
altogether, but at the end of the
day, some form of public subsidy
should occur and it’s a good idea.”
Former Liberal prime minister
Jean Chrétien first introduced per
vote subsidies in 2003. This measure was undertaken as part of
his sweeping political financing
reforms, which among other initiatives banned corporations and
unions from making any political donations to federal political
parties. The individual donation
limit was also restricted at $5,000.
To make up for the lost income
as a result of these changes, the
Chrétien government announced
that any party that receives two
per cent of the vote nationally, or

Liberal MP Bill Casey, second from right, pictured in this file photo at a national Liberal caucus meeting on the Hill
with Liberal MP Randy Boissonnault, Finance Minister Bill Morneau, Infrastructure Minister Amarjeet Sohi, and International Trade Minister Chrystia Freeland, far left. The Hill Times photograph by Sam Garcia
five per cent in the ridings where
the party ran candidates, would
receive a subsidy on a quarterly
basis based on the number of
votes each party won in the preceding election.
The federal parties started to
receive these subsidies on a quarterly basis in 2004. At the time,
for every vote a political party
won in an election, it received
$1.75, but was to be adjusted for
inflation each subsequent year.
After winning a majority government in the 2011 federal election,
former prime minister Stephen
Harper introduced legislation to
phase-out the per-vote subsidies,
arguing that taxpayers should not
have to financially support political parties’ they don’t vote for. At
that time, political parties were
receiving $2 per vote. The federal
parties received their last quarterly allowance in April 2015.
Between 2004 and 2015,
the five major political parties
received a total of $289.9-million,
or an average of $26.4-million
a year, according to Elections
Canada. Of the total amount, the
Conservatives received 37 per
cent or $107-million, the Liberals 29 per cent or $84-million, the
NDP 20 per cent or $58-million,
the Bloc Québécois 10 per cent or
$29-million, and the Green Party
five per cent or $14-million. Elections Canada paid these subsidies
to political parties and later the
parties shared this with their MPs
and candidates.

In recent weeks, the Liberal
Party has been criticized by the
opposition parties about their
fundraising work. The most
recently reported event was
a fundraiser in Toronto that happened on April 28. The Globe and
Mail wrote that two members
of the Cannabis Friendly Business Association (CFBA) went
to a $150-per-ticket event where
Liberal MP Bill Blair (Scarborough Southwest, Ont.), the
prime minister’s point man on
recreational pot legalization file,
was the chief guest. Mr. Blair is
the parliamentary secretary to
Justice Minister Jody WilsonRaybould (Vancouver Granville,
B.C.). The fundraiser took place
at a Toronto law firm that advises
clients in the cannabis business.
A Liberal Party spokesman, in an
interview with the Globe, denied
any ethical wrongdoing but said
the party would refund donations from representatives of
the Cannabis Friendly Business
Association.
Before this news report, The
Globe and Mail also reported
a $1,500-per-person fundraiser
where Prime Minister Justin
Trudeau (Papineau, Que.) was the
featured guest. The fundraiser
took place in May and was attended by wealthy Chinese and
Chinese-Canadian businessmen.
One guest at the event, Shenglin
Xian, was awaiting for a decision from federal bank regulators to start a new bank, which

he received a few months later.
Another guest at the event, Zhang
Bin, a Chinese-Canadian billionaire, did not donate any money
to the Liberal Party but gave a
gift of $750,000 to the Université de Montreal law faculty and
$200,000 to the Pierre Elliott
Trudeau Foundation. He also
donated $50,000 to pay for the
statute of Pierre Elliott Trudeau,
the former prime minister and
late father of the current one.
The Globe and Mail has also
reported a number of other
fundraisers that were attended by
senior cabinet ministers.
In criticizing the Liberal Party’s
fundraising events, critics point to
Mr. Trudeau’s own guidelines that
he issued after becoming prime
minister. One of the principles
mentioned in the “Open and Accountable Government” document
released by the prime minister in
November 2015 states: “Ministers
and Parliamentary Secretaries
must ensure that political fundraising activities or considerations
do not affect, or appear to affect,
the exercise of their official duties or the access of individuals
or organizations to government.”
In outlining the next principle in
the same document, Mr. Trudeau
said: “There should be no preferential access to government, or
appearance of preferential access,
accorded to individuals or organizations because they have made
financial contributions to politicians and political parties.”

Meanwhile, Ms. Mendès
insisted that the federal Liberal
Party did not break any rules in
any of the fundraisers and are
following the law. She dismissed
criticism that attendees at these
Liberal fundraisers are gaining
preferential access.
“We’re doing what the rules
permitted us to do,” she said. “As
the prime minister said, I don’t
know who will be bought by
$1,500. I really don’t know.”
Liberal MP Bill Casey (Cumberland-Colchester, N.S.) told
The Hill Times that he is in support of reinstating the per-vote
subsidy. He said if the government brought this measure back,
it would help MPs focus more
on the parliamentary and policy
work and would reduce the pressure of raising funds for the next
election. Also, it would eliminate
the perception that money influences politics.
“I prefer it for a whole lot of
reasons. For one thing, raising
money takes time and you don’t
want to put yourself in a position
where there’s a perceived obligation or anything,” said Mr. Casey.
“So, it’s just better.”
Mr. Casey said that only opposition parties and the media are
talking about the cash-for-access
controversy and he has not heard
about it from any of his constituents. He said this controversy has
nothing to do with his position on
per-vote subsidies.
“I haven’t heard one word about
contributions. I just was home all
weekend and I didn’t hear a word
about it,” he said last week.
Rookie Liberal MP Marc
Miller (Ville-Marie-Le Sud-OuestÎle-des-Soeurs, Que.) told The Hill
Times that bringing back per-vote
subsidies is currently not on the
government agenda, but he’s in
favour of this idea. “There’s some
attractiveness to it. It’s worth
examining,” said Mr. Miller.
Conservative MP Tom Lukiwski (Moose Jaw-Lake CentreLanigan, Sask.) said he has mixed
feelings about it. He said if the
government chooses to pursue
this idea, his support would
depend on the details in the proposal. “The devil is always in the
details,” said Mr. Lukiwski.
Conservative MP Larry Miller
(Bruce-Grey–Owen Sound, Ont.)
also said he would be able to offer
an opinion after taking a look at
what the government is proposing.
However, he said the current laws
in place that bar businesses from
making any donations to parties
should be repealed and they should
be allowed to donate the same
amount that an individual can.
NDP MP Irene Mathyssen
(London-Fanshawe, Ont.) said she’s
in favour of reinstating subsidies
to eliminate the perception that
money can affect national public
policies. Also, she said it would provide resources to all parties to run
a competitive campaign.
MPs of all parties said that one
of the toughest parts of their job
is raising funds to ensure they
have adequate resources for election campaigns.
“It is always a struggle,” said
Mr. Lukiwski. “There’s only a finite number of donors who’ll give
money to any political party, and
even a less amount of people will
give to the Conservatives or the
Liberals or the Bloc. It’s a challenge. It’s always been difficult.”
arana@hilltimes.com
The Hill Times
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THE SPIN DOCTORS

By Laura Ryckewaert

“The feds are buying 18 Super Hornet fighter jets in the interim until a competition for the full
fleet replacement is held. What do you think?”
KATE
PURCHASE
Liberal strategist

CORY
HANN

RICCARDO
FILIPPONE

MATHIEU R.
ST-AMAND

DAN
PALMER

Conservative strategist
C

NDP strategist

Bloc
B
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oc Québécois strategist

Green strategist

“A modern fighter jet fleet is essential for defending our country and
our sovereignty. Our fighter jets are an
important part of our contribution to
our international allies—especially our
most important ally, the United States.
“Last week, we announced our plan
to launch, within the current mandate,
an open and transparent competition to
replace our aging fleet of CF-18s. After
a decade of mismanagement from the
previous government, this competition
will make sure that Canada gets the
right aircraft for our women and men in
uniform, at the right price, with the best
economic benefits for Canadians.
“Today, our current fleet is more
than 30 years old and is down from 138
aircraft to 76. The Royal Canadian Air
Force faces a capability gap. We have
important obligations—to NATO and to
NORAD—to have a certain number of
fighter jets mission ready at all times.
Right now, our air force does not have
enough jets ready to meet both of those
obligations at the same time.
“To address this, Canada will also
immediately explore the acquisition of
18 new Super Hornets to supplement our
fleet until the permanent replacements
arrive. Taken together, these steps will
ensure that our men and women have
everything they need to do their jobs and
protect Canadians, while maximizing
economic benefits for the middle class
and those working hard to join it.”

“I think it’s a bad decision by
the prime minister and his Liberal government. It’s not looking
out for the best interests of our
men and women in the Royal
Canadian Air Force. Rather, it’s
simply a political decision undertaken by a dangerously naive
prime minister who is delaying
any decision on a new fighter jet
for five years. The Liberals announced to the world that it will
be buying a plane for which it
has absolutely no idea how much
it will cost—the exact opposite of
openness and transparency.
“The men and women in
the Royal Canadian Air Force
deserve the best equipment to
help them protect us all. Experts
agree that operating an interim
aircraft is expensive and unnecessary. The Liberals will tell us
we face a capability gap. What
they won’t tell us is that it was
completely of their own making,
something the Chief of Defence
Staff called ‘a false deduction.’
The only gap we actually face is
a credibility gap from the Liberals and Prime Minister Trudeau.
“What this all means is a
prime minister and his Liberals playing political games in a
bad attempt to live up to a bad
campaign promise.”

“The sole source purchase
of fighter jets by the Liberal
government is another case of
saying one thing while in opposition and then doing the exact
opposite when in power. It’s a
broken promise piled on top of
the many before it, without any
care for the cost to taxpayers.
“An open competition would
have allowed the government to
set the parameters for awarding
the contract such as guaranteeing jobs and maximum benefit
to the Canadian economy. And
then would have awarded the
contract to the lowest conforming bidder. It’s common sense
because everybody wins. Instead they’re using the same approach they criticized the Conservatives for in their dealings
with the F35s—the handpicking
of the Super Hornet without a
transparent competition and
without ensuring Canadians’ get
the biggest bang for their buck.
“It’s the same approach Harper took, just a different jet. Sole
sourcing is the best way to get
the worst price for taxpayers and
nothing else. The Liberals’ commitment to an open and transparent competition to replace the
CF-18 fighter jets wasn’t worth
the paper it was written on.”

“The first thing the Department
of Defence needs to do is release a
report on the condition of the F-18
fleet. The House needs to be aware
of the condition of the current
aircraft before committing to buying
new ones. Then the minister needs to
tell us what objectives the air force
wants to meet with new aircraft.
“Afterward, if the minister is
serious about launching a competitive bid process, he must reconsider the interim purchase of 18 Super
Hornets. How can he claim to be
seriously considering competitive
bids if we have already bought
18 aircraft through the back door
without looking at the price tag?
The way the minister wants to proceed will obviously give the Super
Hornets a big advantage—the air
force will already have expertise
on the already purchased aircraft,
which will lower the cost.
“Such a large and costly purchase must go through an open
and transparent bidding process.
We have been talking for over 10
years about renewing Canada’s air
fleet. A competitive process could
be launched quickly and a decision
made by 2017. The minister must
also consider the fact that much of
the aerospace industry is in Quebec.
The aircraft purchase must generate economic benefits for Quebec.”

“The Green Party supports
members of the Canadian military,
including their right to be properly
equipped while in service and properly cared for as veterans. But bigticket procurements like fighter jets
require greater public debate than
they are currently receiving. Under
the Trudeau administration, the
long-delayed procurement measure
for fighter jets has been met with
a stop-gap measure of 18 Super
Hornets to cover operational needs,
according to Defence Minister Harjit Sajjan and top military brass. But
as we learned from the F-35 fiasco,
delaying procurement always ends
up costing more, not less.
“In military procurement, the
benefits of new assets can be overhyped and the costs low-balled. The
Green Party of Canada opposes
the full replacement of our fighter
jets until Canadians are provided
with an opportunity for a full and
transparent discussion about necessary procurements and when they
can be justified. We need to pursue
a revised vision for Canadian
defence policy with a focus on disaster response, search-and-rescue
and peacekeeping. In particular,
we need to move ahead with the
purchase of Arctic icebreakers,
fixed-wing search and rescue (SAR)
aircraft, and Coast Guard vessels.”

CANADA’S DEFENCE
AND SECURITY COMPANIES
provide in-service support that
maintains, repairs and upgrades
equipment like aircraft, ships
and vehicles. Our expertise
keeps our aircraft ready so
that Canadian troops can be
deployed abroad on missions
and return home safely.

#madeacrosscanada
madeacrosscanada.ca

Canadian Association
of Defence and
Security Industries
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St. Germain
played a key
role behind
the scenes in
conservative
movement
Vancouver Sun
Hill reporter Peter
O’Neil talks about
his book, I Am
Métis: The Story of
Gerry St. Germain.
BY KATE MALLOY

P

ARLIAMENT HILL—Vancouver Sun Hill reporter Peter
O’Neil is a sharp, unassuming
journalist, who has been breaking
exclusive news stories since he
started on the Hill almost 30 years
ago. He likes a good story and
found one in former Conservative Senator, MP, and Mulroneyera cabinet minister Gerry St.
Germain who he describes as “a
kind of Forrest Gump character
in Canadian politics,” but once
an important backroom political
player.
First elected in a byelection
in 1983, and re-elected in Brian
Mulroney’s massive majority
win in 1984, but defeated in 1988,
Gerry St. Germain, is a former
trapper, construction worker, air
force pilot, police officer, union
leader, and chicken farmer. Métis and fluently bilingual, Mr. St.
Germain is a big man who knew
how to charm and how to fight
while he was on the Hill. So Mr.
Mulroney put him in charge of
his massive national Progressive
Conservative caucus from 1984 to
1988 and later brought him into
cabinet, one of the first aboriginal
cabinet ministers. He was also
the political minister for British
Columbia. Defeated in 1988, he
was later elected president of the
Progressive Conservative Party
and was summoned to the Senate
by Mr. Mulroney. In the Senate
until 2012, the black Stetsonwearing millionaire played a critical role in Canada’s Conservative
movement, was a “crucial behindthe-scenes broker,” and “was a
quiet hero to Canada’s aboriginal
community,” writes Mr. O’Neil.
“During an hour-long interview just before he retired in 2012
I realized he had a pretty great
story to tell. Here was a guy who
was the son of a Métis trapper,
born poor on the outskirts of
Winnipeg. He was a fighter pilot,
a policeman with some harrowing
stories to tell, a union leader, if
you can believe that, and a selfmade millionaire who, despite
being an outspoken fiscal conservative who viewed the NDP as the
‘barbarians at the gates,’ actually

got very wealthy as a result of
a provincial government policy
brought in after Dave Barrett’s
historic NDP victory in 1972. He
was an important insider in the
Mulroney government, played a
key role in uniting the Canadian
Alliance and PC parties, and in
later years this guy, who was once
too ashamed to admit he had an
aboriginal heritage, got a lifetime
achievement award for his work
helping First Nations,” said Mr.
O’Neil.
Why does Gerry St. Germain’s
life story warrant a book? Most
Canadians, especially off Parliament Hill and outside B.C., have
never heard of him. “I covered
Gerry off and on from the day I
arrived on Parliament Hill in the
spring of 1988, which coincided
with his appointment into Brian
Mulroney’s cabinet, until his
retirement in 2012. And, honestly,
it never crossed my mind that
there was a book to be written.
He was a kind of Forrest Gump
character in Canadian politics.
He never struck anyone as a high
roller kind of politician, he wasn’t
at all slick with the media. Most
people were aware that he was a
key behind-the-scenes figure in
the conservative movement during this period, but that in itself
doesn’t make someone book-worthy—unless of course they have
scandalous secrets to share.
“But during an hour-long
interview just before he retired
in 2012 I realized he had a pretty
great story to tell. Here was a guy
who was the son of a Métis trapper, born poor on the outskirts of
Winnipeg. He was a fighter pilot,
a policeman with some harrowing
stories to tell, a union leader, if
you can believe that, and a selfmade millionaire who, despite
being an outspoken fiscal conservative who viewed the NDP as the
‘barbarians at the gates,’ actually
got very wealthy as a result of
a provincial government policy
brought in after Dave Barrett’s
historic NDP victory in 1972. He
was an important insider in the
Mulroney government, played a
key role in uniting the Canadian
Alliance and PC parties, and in
later years this guy, who was once
too ashamed to admit he had an
aboriginal heritage, got a lifetime
achievement award for his work
helping First Nations.”
How did that lead to a book
deal? “The same B.C. Tory who
suggested the 2012 profile pushed
me to write a book. I pitched the
idea to a B.C. publisher who im-

mediately offered me a contract.
However, it took Gerry almost
three years to agree to the idea. I
went back to that publisher, who
was still keen, but then Harbour
Publishing/Douglas & McIntyre
came in with a better offer so I
went with them.”
What kind of conservative is
he? “He’s a fiscal conservative
in that he was a penny-pinching
small businessman and therefore
naturally a person suspicious
of big government, high taxes,
and red tape. He is also a devout
Roman Catholic and therefore
qualifies as a social conservative.
And as an ex-cop he takes a hard
line on law and order issues.”
What made him an important insider? “It began after the
1984 landslide Tory win when
Mulroney made him chairman of
the largest caucus in Canadian
history. This was a caucus that
included many right-wing conservatives from outside Quebec, the
overwhelming majority unilingual
anglophones, and then a huge
group of Quebec francophones,
many of whom were strong
nationalists and, in many cases,
as centrist as your typical Quebec
Liberal. There were lots of strong
personalities on both sides. It
was a potentially explosive mix,
especially with Mulroney trying
to amend the Constitution.
“St. Germain, despite his
strong small-c conservative credentials, was also a bilingual Métis naturally sensitive to Canada’s
linguistic duality. Mulroney, who
was obsessed with the need to
keep his caucus united, told me
that was a huge factor in his decision to name him caucus chair, or
as Mulroney put it in my interview with him, his ‘caucus CEO.’
It was a great choice in large part
because Gerry is a workaholic
and is very personable, yet could
be intimidating with his policeman’s build and direct manner.
He could cajole MPs with his
charm—or send a firm message
from ‘The Boss’ when that was
necessary.”
What role did his Métis
background play in his career?
“It played a decisive role in his
political success. He arrived in
Parliament with Mulroney after
their twin byelection wins in 1983
at the height of the Manitoba
Language Crisis. That crisis was
of course rooted in Louis Riel’s
struggle to defend his people
and their language rights when
Manitoba became a province. St.
Germain, as one of the party’s
few bilingual Western MPs, was
an important symbol for Mulroney as he tried to convince
Quebecers that the PCs were no
longer the same party that hung
Riel a century earlier.
“But even then, St. Germain
didn’t widely advertise his aboriginal background. It wasn’t
until after his Senate appointment
in 1993 that he began researching his roots and discovered that
he was a descendent of Canada’s
first Métis leader, Cuthbert Grant.
This is where the title came from,
because for most of his life he
was too ashamed to say, ‘I am a
Métis.’ ”
How important was he to the
rebuilding of the new Conservative Party of Canada after its
collapse? “There were three key
moments. He was the party presi-

Vancouver Sun Hill reporter Peter O’Neil talks about why he wrote a book about
Gerry St. Germain. ‘During an hour-long interview just before he retired in 2012, I
realized he had a pretty great story to tell.’ The Hill Times photographs by Jake Wright
dent when the party fell apart
in 1993, so it’s fair to say he was
instrumental in the early years
working with Jean Charest and
Elsie Wayne, the only two MPs to
survive that devastating election,
and a tiny group of party officials,
including the late Jim Prentice, to
keep the party alive. His second
major contribution was in 2000
when he jumped from the PCs
to the Canadian Alliance after
Stockwell Day became leader.
That caused a rupture in his
friendship with Mulroney, and
it was a huge blow against Joe
Clark, the Tory leader who at the
time was insisting there would
never be unity and that the PCs
would eventually return to their
former glory. The third contribution came in 2003 when he
worked behind the scenes with
Harper and a small group of PC
and Alliance grandees to negotiate the merger.”
How was he a “quiet hero,”
as you put it, in the Senate for
Canada’s aboriginal community?
“If you wanted to get something
done on a First Nations file in
Ottawa your first stop was St.
Germain’s Senate office. Gerry
was a long-time member and later
chairman of the Senate Aboriginal Peoples Committee. That committee produced reports on many
of the key issues of recent years,
from self-government to housing
to safe drinking water to economic development. You probably
think those reports were released
and forgotten. But Jim Prentice,
who was Harper’s first Aboriginal
Affairs Minister, told me in one of
his last interviews before he died
that Gerry—by producing these
reports in the 2006-08 period—
helped Prentice sell to a skeptical
caucus some major expenditures
in areas such as safe water and
economic development.”
What was his role in the Senate scandal? “It is well-known of
course that Gerry is one of the
more prominent people of the 30
named in the 2015 report by Auditor General Michael Ferguson
into alleged inappropriate spending by Senators. As you know,
they were all told a few months

ago that the RCMP wouldn’t be
investigating them. I think those
who are interested in that angle
need to read the chapter where I
go into this period in some detail,
as it is tough to summarize in a
few sentences. Gerry has always
maintained that, except for one
relatively small item, he did nothing improper, and has been prepared to fight the allegations in
civil court if the Senate files suit.”
Why is this book important
and who should read it? “I think
it’s a book for anyone remotely
interested in the ups and downs
of Canada’s conservative movement, because Gerry was like a
fly on the wall during some of its
great and not-so-great moments
over the past few decades. In the
epilogue, he offers some advice,
as a person who worked closely
with the only two Tory leaders
who won majority governments
since John Diefenbaker, on what
party members should look for
in a new leader in next May’s
leadership vote. And I think it’s
just a compelling story of a life
well-lived. He wasn’t perfect, and
he would be the first to tell you
that his family paid a huge price
for his frantic workaholic nature.
But no one could challenge the
notion that he didn’t get the most
out of his abilities during his remarkable rise from very humble
beginnings. Finally, I should note
that Gerry agreed to open his
archives and his life to me because he hoped his personal story
would be a source of inspiration
for aboriginal youths. In fact, he’s
trying to convince some of his
wealthy friends to buy some of
these books in bulk to distribute
to First Nations schools. Here’s
hoping he succeeds.”
The Hill Times

I Am a Métis: The
Story of Gerry
St. Germain, by
Peter O’Neil,
Harbour
Publishing, 239
pp., $32.95.
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Government response to House Official
Languages Committee lost in translation
The Trudeau government
has stated that it places
high value on official
languages and wants to
be judged by how well
it communicates with
Canadians in English
and in French. Unhappy
MPs on the House
Official Languages
Committee will be
looking for answers when
Public Services Minister
Judy Foote, pictured,
the minister responsible
for the government’s
response on this,
testifies this week. The

Cost cutting versus quality is
an ongoing theme bedeviling
the government’s ambition and
obligation to provide access
of equal quality in the official
language of choice. It will get
worse, not better, especially
if a new system for procuring
the services of interpreters is
allowed to go forward. After
many delays, the new system
scheduled to be in place Jan.
23, 2017, is still in need of a
major overhaul.

Hill Times photograph by
Jake Wright

NICOLE GAGNON

O

TTAWA—Something unexplained happened after MPs on the House Official
Languages Committee published a report
calling for sweeping reform to the federal
Translation Bureau. As if its report was
written in a language not understood, the
committee’s call for major change was met
by a casual, all-is-well response from the
government that the status quo is just fine.
Unhappy MPs on the committee will be
looking for answers when Public Services Minister Judy Foote, the minister responsible for the
government’s response, testifies this week.
During its study, expert witnesses pointed out that the Translation Bureau’s shift to

cost recovery as a special operating agency
in 1995 launched a race to the bottom where
lowest cost eclipses the importance of quality translation and interpretation services.
After hearing the experts recite a litany
of problems at the Translation Bureau and
declare that equal access to federal institutions in English and in French has been
impaired as a result, the committee made
eight recommendations. Among them: determine if the requirement for the Translation Bureau to break even financially puts
too much focus on cost cutting and not
enough on quality, thereby undermining
the federal government’s official languages

obligation to provide equal access to its
proceedings in English and in French;
consider which government department
should oversee the bureau, as many believe
responsibility should be held by Heritage
Canada where all other programs and
policies related to official languages reside;
and ensure translators and interpreters
have a bigger role in managing the bureau.
Translation Bureau problems will get worse
if a plan for a new system to procure interpretation services goes forward unchanged
The Trudeau government has stated that
it places high value on official languages
and wants to be judged by how well it com-

municates with Canadians in English and
in French.
We believe the good women and men
who make up this government are sincere.
But cost cutting versus quality is an ongoing theme bedeviling the government’s ambition and obligation to provide access of equal
quality in the official language of choice.
It will get worse, not better, especially
if a new system for procuring the services of interpreters is allowed to go forward. After many delays, the new system
scheduled to be in place Jan. 23, 2017, is
still in need of a major overhaul.
The new system proposes to create a
two-tier structure where only a handful of
federal conferences and events will be assigned the most suitable interpreters.
Under the new system, all the rest—
about 95 per cent—will receive the services
of interpreters assigned not because they
have the right skills, experience and subject matter knowledge for the job.
No. They will be assigned because they
have bid the lowest rate.
In time, this flawed design could well
lead to the assignment of non-accredited
interpreters to cover the proceedings of
most federal institutions whose work
would fall into the “generic” category.
For the vast majority of federal proceedings, this outcome is certain to create a
quality barrier for Canadians who want
to follow along in the official language of
their choice. Ultimately, it would impair
the government’s ability to effectively communicate in both official languages.
The fundamental right of equal access to
the proceedings of federal institutions, regardless of official language, would most certainly
be compromised by this proposed system.
Nicole Gagnon speaks for the Canadian
chapter of the International Association of
Conference Interpreters (AIIC Canada).

Don’t let the pain of shingles slow you down.
Protect yourself with the free shingles vaccine.
If you’re between 65 and 70 years old (or turn 71 in 2016* ), you can protect yourself with a free vaccine,
saving you approximately $170. Visit ontario.ca/shingles today.
*Individuals born in 1945 are eligible to get vaccinated until December 31, 2016.

Paid for by the Government of Ontario
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Leslie reveals interesting
family connections
Continued from page 2

Liberal MP has many prominent relatives, as
indicated in a recent feature by Ottawa Style
magazine. The Hill Times photograph by Jake Wright

So a guy who’s a retired lieutenant
general, veteran of Afghanistan, and is currently a Member of Parliament can be seen
as having an accomplished life, right?
Well it seems to run in the family for
Andrew Leslie, the Liberal MP for Orléans,
Ont., who was profiled in the holiday edition of
Ottawa Style magazine. The article revealed a
number of notable relatives of Mr. Leslie.
For example, his uncle, Galt MacDermot, is a two-time Grammy Award winner,
and a Tony Award Winner, whose many
contributions to popular culture include
writing the hit song Aquarius/Let the Sunshine In for the musical Hair.
His aunt was Anne Savage, a renowned
artist whose life partner was another wellknown Canadian painter, A.Y. Jackson.
The article, written by Julie Beun,
described how other ancestors of Mr.
Leslie are celebrated in his home’s decor,
including in a 260-year-old portrait of
Capt. James Norman Stewart Leslie, who
fought with Gen. James Wolfe in the Plains
of Abraham battle and later fought in the
American Revolution.

ADVERTORIAL
For more information, visit

canada.ca/christmas-lights

It’s the most wonderful time of the year…
The 32nd edition of Christmas Lights
Across Canada is upon us. Admiring
the hundreds of thousands of lights
shining in Canada’s Capital Region—
and in every provincial and territorial
capital is a wonderful way to get into
the spirit of the season!
Every evening, sparkling lights
along Confederation Boulevard and
a multimedia projection show on
Parliament Hill let you experience the
holiday magic. This year, Confederation
Park will be illuminated in red and white
as a special nod to the 150th anniversary
of Confederation. The projection show
can be enjoyed until December 25, and
the lights until January 7.

You are all invited to the ofﬁcial
Illumination Ceremony on Parliament
Hill on Wednesday, December 7 at 7 pm.
It will feature live musical performances
and an amazing pyrotechnic display!
Canadian Heritage is proud to present
this program in cooperation with
exclusive sponsor Manulife. “Manulife is
proud to sponsor this great Canadian
tradition,” said Peter Wilkinson, Senior
Vice President. “Christmas Lights
Across Canada has delighted countless
Canadians for many years and helped
start each New Year on a bright note.”

Exclusive sponsor

It’s also noted that Mr. Leslie’s paternal
grandfather was Gen. Andrew McNaughton,
a noted scientist who fought in both world
wars and was later a National Defence minister and worked at the United Nations.
His maternal grandfather was Brooke
Claxton, a veteran of the First World War
who later became Health and Defence
minister, and for whom the Brooke Claxton
Building in Tunney’s Pasture in Ottawa is
named after.

Globe departures
confirmed by J-Source
Journalism news website J-Source last
week confirmed nine of the 20 editorial
staff of The Globe and Mail who left with
buyouts last month.
It included executive editor Jim Sheppard, head of editing Noreen Rasbach,
economics writer Brian Milner, international
affairs correspondent Paul Koring, business op-ed editor Guy Nicholson, business
reporter Richard Blackwell, feature writer
John Allemang, videographer and editor Julian Liurette, and senior editor Simon Beck.
J-Source quoted Sue Andrew, a union
rep at the Globe, as saying 20 editorial
and 10 advertising staff took buyouts in
November, and five people from advertising were laid off.

Maingot releases new
book, Parliamentary
Immunity in Canada
Joseph Maingot, a former House law
clerk and parliamentary counsel, has released another book, Parliamentary Immunity in Canada, published by LexisNexis.
Mr. Maingot, 85, is a former member of
the Law Reform Commission of Canada
and wrote the English and French ver-

sions of Parliamentary Privilege in Canada,
published in 1982 and 1997, respectively,
as well as Politicians Above the Law with
David Dehler in 2011.
Joseph
Maingot has
written a new
book called
Parliamentary
Immunity
in Canada.
The Hill Times
photograph by
Kate Malloy

Parliamentary Immunity in Canada
looks at: parliamentary privilege; freedom
of speech; the publication of parliamentary
papers; parliamentary proceedings, the Official Secrets Act and criminal law; the use
of parliamentary matters as evidence in
court; Parliament Hill and precincts of the
House of Parliament; privilege of freedom
from arrest and related privileges; corporate rights, privileges and the powers of
the Senate and House; the courts and their
jurisdiction over the Senate and House;
and the Canadian Charter of Rights and
Freedoms and parliamentary privilege.
“Our legislative system derives much
authority from the powers of the legislature to demand production of documents
and responses to questions and these
matters are fundamental to parliamentary
privilege. Here is an informative volume
that will inform its readers of the rules,
laws, and practices that make our parliamentary system function so well for the
benefit of all our citizens,” Peter Milliken,
House Speaker from 2001 to 2011, writes in
the book’s foreword.
dabma@hilltimes.com
The Hill Times
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HILL TIMES CLASSIFIED
INFORMATION AND ADVERTISEMENT PLACEMENT: TEL. 613-232-5952, FAX 613-232-9055
0010 RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE

0030 CONDOS FOR RENT

0211 ARTICLES FOR SALE

0850 FINANCIAL SERVICES

3 BED plus Den Bungalow Alta Vista
FEB 1st 2017
Stunning 2400 sq ft bungalow located in
Alta Vista. Located minutes away from
the Ottawa General and CHEO hospital. Ten
minutes by car or bus to both of the capital
city universities and the downtown core.
Close access to 417 East and West. Central
Air/Gas Heated. Utilities not included.
$1900/m. Available for rent February 1st
2017 or visit kijiji.ca ad# 120595087
BLOSSOM PARK SHOW-STOPPER!
CUSTOM BUILD.

LINDENLEA
1 BEDROOM +DEN $1,675/month.
Desirable address. Treetop 3rd floor
condo. Hardwood. New kitchen + 1.5
baths. Parking. 613-700-9670 or visit
kijiji.ca ad# 1197907481.
NEW EDINBURGH
Spacious,1250-sq-ft, entertaining-friendly
condo available Jan. 1. Two bedrooms,
two baths, new fixtures, appliances;
$1800/month + utilities; incl. underground parking. To view: 320Crichton@
mail.com
LUXURY 3-MONTH SUBLET
SANDY HILL

STEEL BUILDING SALE
...”BLOW OUT SALE ON NOW!”
21X23 $4,998 25X25 $5,996
27x27 $6,992 32X35 $9,985
42X45 $14,868. One End wall
included. Pioneer Steel 1-855-2127036www.pioneersteel.ca

MRAPPROVZ.COM
MORTGAGE APPROVAL - 1st & 2nd
MORTGAGES, Purchases, Refinances,
Commercial Loans to $10 MILLION,
Farm and Farmland Mortgages,
Bruised Credit - No Problem! CALL
TOLL-FREE 1-844-277-7689. Online
Application @ www.MrApprovZ.com
(Money Solutions Inc. LIC# 10731).

Tremendous space! 5 bed/5 baths.
Hardwood & exotic tile thru-out. Sep DIN/
RM. M/F Study. 2 F/P’s. Amazing Lower
Level. $729,900Margaret Adair, Broker,
J.R. Executive Real Estate Inc., Brokerage
(613) 692-9869 http://jrrealestateinc.ca
FANTASTIC FAMILY HOME, OLD
OTTAWA SOUTH

Seeking quiet tenant for ground floor
waterfront apt available JANUARY
1/2017 to MARCH 31, 2017. 1250
sq.ft / 2bd / 1.5b/ eat-in kitchen / private lawn on Rideau River. Mature building, Doorman, indoor pool, underground
parking space, internet, phone, cable all in
for $1800 per month plus $900 deposit.
Nonsmokers only. Pet friendly. Call to
view. (613) 316-4801.

0032 TOWNHOUSE FOR RENT
FURNISHED TOWNHOME
For Rent in LeBreton Flats Modern,
move-in ready 2 beds, 2 bath, den, parking $2450/mo utl. incl. (343) 777
4500 http://bit.ly/2g10zcN
Newly renovated 4 bedrooms, 2 baths,
many heritage features. 1 block from
Rideau River and Windsor Park,
2 blocks from Rideau Canal. 5 appliances.
$2800/Mo plus utilities. N/S. Pets welcome. 613-291-0862.
FOR SALE: WARM AND CHARMING
RUSTIC FURNISHED HOUSE/COTTAGE
ON 1+ ACRE LOT
Laurentians, Val Morin, Quebec, near Far
Hills & Val David. Wood floors and walls.
Sleeps 8 comfortably. Heart of downhill,
cross country ski and snow shoe country.
Proximity to Petit Train du Nord bike
path, Nearby yoga retreat and horse riding. Public access to Lac Raymond. 15
mins St. Saveur, 40 mins Mt Tremblant,
45 mins Montreal, 2 hours Ottawa. New
Price $289k. Turnkey. See https://
duproprio.com/home-for-sale-val-morinquebec-en-711479. Contact Jacques
613 608 6602
NEW EDINBURGH
11-319 MACKAY ST This 2 Bdrm , 1.5
Bath, 2 storey courtyard house includes
underground parking and sits in the
heart of the Burgh. Upgraded kitchen,
new bathrooms, new flooring and A/C
$369,000
ROCKCLIFFE PARK
350 FERNHILL RD This 4 Bdrm, 4
Bath, renovated Bungalow is all about
distinct living spaces interconnected
by a grand, vaulted, sun-filled foyer.
Located on a quiet street in the old village.$1,799,000
WALK TO EMBASSY ROW!

0041 APARTMENTS FOR RENT
FULLY FURNISHED RUE DU CHÂTEAU

103 – 404 du Château. All included,
fully furnished, one bedroom apartment. 10 min from Parliament.
2400$ per month. LGR Century21
819 360 7658.
FURNISHED ONE BEDROOM
DOWNTOWN OTTAWA
530 Laurier Ave West $1,295
includes utilities. Hardwood floors,
freshly painted, bright, modern,
24-hour security, pool. Parking extra.
Scott 514-553-3400.
Luxury Apartment
700 Sussex, 2 bedroom 2 bath corner
unit, facing George St underground
parking. Inquiries please call Royal
Lepage Performance. Emad Fadel
613-601-3623

0088 LOTS FOR SALE
LAKE LOT FOR SALE
27 acres with 300 feet + on pristine
Wolfe Lake near charming Westport,
Ontario. 1 hr 15 mins Ottawa, 1 hr
Kingston. Environ protected property with
abundant wildlife and fauna. New survey. Price reduced for quick sale. Jacques
613 608 6602

0132 TRAVEL
Stunning 5 bedroom house downtown
across from the Rideau River. Available
January 01st 2017 $2195/month. For
further information please email: whitestonepropertiesinc@gmail.com
WALK TO THE HILL

JOIN WWF-CANADA, NIKON
AND ADVENTURE CANADA
on an Arctic Safari next summer to
Nunavut and Greenland aboard the
198-passenger Ocean Endeavour See
icebergs, polar bears and whales in
the Arctic! www.adventurecanada.
com TOLL-FREE: 1-800-363-7566
14 Front St. S. Mississauga (TICO #
04001400)

0211 ARTICLES FOR SALE

406-179 George, 2bedroom, 2bathroom, parking, $319,900. Mike
Hooper: 613-286-5091

SAWMILLS
from only $4,397 - MAKE MONEY &
SAVE MONEY with your own bandmill - Cut lumber any dimension. In
stock ready to ship. FREE Info &
DVD: http://www.NorwoodSawmill.
com/400OT 1-800-566-6899
Ext:400OT.

0218 WANTED
WANTED: OLD TUBE AUDIO
EQUIPMENT.
40 years or older. Amplifiers, Stereo,
Recording and Theatre Sound
Equipment. Hammond organs, any condition. Call Toll-Free 1-800-947-0393
/ 519-853-2157.
FIREARMS WANTED FOR DECEMBER
10TH, 2016 AUCTION.
Rifles, Shotguns, Handguns. As
Estate Specialists WE manage sale
of registered / unregistered firearms.
Contact Paul, Switzer’s Auction:
Toll-Free 1-800-694-2609, info@
switzersauction.com or www.switzersauction.com.
SELL YOUR ANTIQUES,
COLLECTIBLES, JEWELLERY,
COINS, WATCHES
Maple Leaf Appraisers & Auctioneers
can evaluate and purchase your
treasures. Call us to discuss your
options. 1-800-535-9809.www.
mlappraisers.com.

0320 HEALTH & BEAUTY
DO YOU HAVE A DISABILITY?
Physical or mental. We can help you
get up to $40,000 back from the
Canadian Government. FOR DETAILS
check out our website: disabilitygroupcanada.com or CALL us today Toll-Free
1-888-875-4787.
CANADA BENEFIT GROUP
Do you or someone you know suffer
from a disability? Get up to $40,000
from the Canadian Government. Toll-free
1-888-511-2250 or www.canadabenefit.ca/free-assessment

HT
work.ca

0920 BUSINESS OPPORTUNITY
GET FREE VENDING MACHINES
Can Earn $100,000.00+ Per
Year. All Cash-Locations Provided.
Protected Territories. Interest Free
Financing. Full Details CALL NOW
1-866-668-6629 WebsiteWWW.
TCVEND.COM
REACH MILLIONS OF CUSTOMERS IN
ONTARIO WITH ONE EASY CALL!
Your Classified Ad or Ad would
appear in weekly newspapers each
week across Ontario in urban, suburban and rural. For more information Call Today 647-350-2558:
kmagill@rogers.com or visit: www.
OntarioClassifiedAds.com.

Advocacy and Government Relations Advisor
Are you passionate about parliament and the power of grassroots

advocacy?
Do you want to work with people who are improving Canadiansp
financial well-being while contributing over $6 billion to the
economy?
Do you thrive in small teams driven by big results, not big egos?

0929 EMPLOYMENT
MEDICAL TRANSCRIPTION!
In-demand career! Employers have
work-at-home positions available.
Get online training you need from
an employer-trusted program. Visit:
CareerStep.ca/MT or 1-855-7683362 to start training for your workat-home career today!

0990 ANNOUNCEMENTS

NOMINATE
AMAZING

Recognize a young person between the
ages of six-17 year with a 2016 Ontario
Junior Citizen Award. Deadline is Nov.
30. Call 416-923-7724 ext. 4439 for
more information.

0850 FINANCIAL SERVICES

1030 PERSONAL

$$ CONSOLIDATE YOUR
DEBT $$ HOME EQUITY LOANS
FOR ANY!!
Bank turn downs, Tax or Mortgage
arrears, Self Employed, Bad Credit,
Bankruptcy. Creative Mortgage
Specialists! No proof of income 1st,
2nd, and 3rd’s Up to 85% Borrow: Pay
Monthly: $25,000-$105.40 $50,000$237.11 $100,000-$474.21
LARGER AMOUNTS AND COMMERCIAL
AVAILABLE!! Decrease monthly payments up to 75%!! Based on 3% APR.
OAC 1-888-307-7799 ONTARIO-WIDE
FINANCIAL 1801347inc FSCO Licence
#12456 www.ontario-widefinancial.
com!! LET US HELP !!

ARE YOU TIRED
of people asking ‘Why are you still
single?” MISTY RIVER INTRODUCTIONS
can help you find that special someone
to spend your life with. CALL (416)7776302, (705)734-1292, (613)2573531, (519)658-4204, www.mistyriverintros.com.

If so the Canadian Credit Union Association wants to talk with you about joining our team as Advocacy
and Government Relations Advisor.
In this role you will offer advice and know-how to develop and advance the CCUA͛s government
relations objectives. You͛ll stay on top of legislative, regulatory and political activity, provide hands-on
support to grow credit unions͛grassroots advocacy, and build mutually beneficial relationships with
legislators and officials at the federal level.
You bring to this role relevant communications, issues management or stakeholder relations
experience in the office of an MP or Minister, or in a government relations role with an association, non
-profit, or firm. You have exceptional attention to detail, strong organizational skills and the ability to
manage simultaneous priorities. You also bring an excellent understanding of federal legislative
processes and a knack for pulling what matters out of government documents, legislation, and
proceedings.
As the successful candidate, you possess a degree in political science, public policy, law or other social
science discipline. Bilingualism is considered an asset.
The Advocacy and Government Relations Advisor is based out of CCUA͛s government relations office
one block from the Hill. CCUA offers competitive compensation, benefits and an annual incentive plan.

ZĞĂĚǇŽƵƌŶĞǁũŽďĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶĂƚĐĐƵĂ͘ĐŽŵͬĐĂƌĞĞƌƐ
WůĞĂƐĞĨŽƌǁĂƌĚǇŽƵƌƌĞƐƵŵĞďǇĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϲƚŽ͗

mycareer@ccua.com

CREDIT 700.CA

$750 loans - no more. No credit check
- same day deposit Toll Free number
1-855-527-4368 Open 7 days from
8am to 8pm
LOWER YOUR MONTHLY
PAYMENTS AND CONSOLIDATE
YOUR DEBT NOW!!!
1st, 2nd, 3rd Debt Consolidation
R e f i n a n c i n g , R e n o v a t i o n s Ta x
Arrears, No CMHC Fees $50K YOU
PAY: $208.33 / MONTH (OAC)
No Income, Bad Credit Power of
Sale Stopped!!! BETTER OPTION
MORTGAGE FOR MORE INFORMATION
CALL TODAY TOLL-FREE: 1-800-2821169. mortgageontario.com (Licence
# 10969)
AS SEEN ON TV
Need a Mortgage? Bad Credit?
Self-Employed? Debt Consolidation?
Bankrupt? Rejected? Foreclosure?
Power of Sale? CALL US NOW 24/7:
1-877-733-4424 Speak to a Licensed
Agent NOW! MMAmortgages.com specializes in: Residential, Commercial,
Rural, Agriculture, Land Mortgages,
Business Loans. www.MMAmortgages.
com (Licence # 12126)

Independant reporting
means you get the
critical business
knowledge you need.

1st & 2nd
MORTGAGES

from 2.29% 5 year VRM and 2.44% 5
year FIXED. All Credit Types Considered.
Let us help you SAVE thousands on
the right mortgage! Purchasing,
Re-financing, Debt Consolidation,
Construction, Home Renovations...CALL
1-800-225-1777, www.homeguardfunding.ca (LIC #10409).

Canada's media and telecom business news you can trust.

thewirereport.ca

No positions
to advance.
No biases
to nurture.

A Showcase for Ottawa’s Professional Services * Please contact Chris * cpeixoto@hilltimes.com * 613-688-8822

Josh Eyking
SALES REPRESENTATIVE
RE/MAX HALLMARK REALTY GROUP

josh@eykingofhomes.com
eykingofhomes.com

#1 Individual Sales
Representative at
REMAX Hallmark
Realty Group 2015

Specializing in the Capital
Region for all your
Real Estate needs.

OVER 100 YEARS OF SERVICE
EST. 1896
Sparks Street
Optometry
Dr. Grenville Goodwin
Optometrist

Comprehensive Eye Exams & Photography - Retinal & Corneal
Designer Eyeglasses — Contact Lenses — On-Site Lab
Digital measurements
Directly across from the CBC on the beautiful Sparks Street Mall

171 Sparks Street
613-235-6550
DR4EYES.CA
DR4EYES@LIVE.CA
Mon-Fri: 9-5:30

Josh of Eykingofhomes
will help make the
most of your Selling/
Buying experience.

”Smart, well-connected
and sophisticated
communication
professionals…focused
on our needs.”
Communication services you can count on: 613 739-2921

As Business Leaders and part of the
Public Service Community, we offer
a consultative approach to support
departments by delivering the Right
Resources for Reliable Results.

C. 613-889-3457
O. 613-236-5959
610 BRONSON AVENUE
OTTAWA, ON. K1S 4E6

Your strategic partner
info@hillbrooke.ca | hillbrooke.ca

A CANADIAN ORIGINAL SINCE 1987

BAGS, ACCESSORIES, LEATHER JACKETS AND OUTERWEAR

We represent Subject Matter Experts in:
s 'OVERNANCE
s ,EAN 3IX 3IGMA
s 3TRATEGIC )-)4
s 0ROCUREMENT

613.627.2158

hbuchan@therightdoor.ca

s &INANCIAL -ANAGEMENT
s (24ALENT -ANAGEMENT
s #ORPORATE -ANAGEMENT
s 2ISK#HANGE -ANAGEMENT
-

www.therightdoor.ca

Montreal
Laval
Quebec City
Ottawa
Toronto
Vancouver

HOLLAND CROSS DENTAL CENTRE

New York
Boston
Los Angeles

20-1620 Scott Street
Ottawa, Ontario K1Y 4S7
613.728.1511
info@hollandcrossdental.com

CARING DENTISTS
One Exacting Standard
of Treatment

Hong Kong

531 SUSSEX DR,
OTTAWA
+1 613 695-0851

ottawa@m0851.com
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Karl Bélanger, right,
pictured with NDP
Leader Tom Mulcair
at his going away
party in October
at Brixton’s Pub
on Sparks Street
in Ottawa. The Hill

HILL CLIMBERS
B Y L AURA R Y CK EWA E RT

Times Photograph by
Jake Wright

Former top
NDP staffer
Bélanger named
president
of DouglasColdwell
Foundation
Karl Bélanger has
taken on a new
volunteer position
in life after the Hill.

P

ARLIAMENT HILL —NDP
stalwart Karl Bélanger was
recently named the new president
of the Douglas-Coldwell Foundation after bidding farewell to
work on the Hill after almost 20
years earlier this fall.
Mr. Bélanger said he was approached to take on the volunteer
position after former president
David White resigned for “personal reasons,” having already
been elected to sit on the foundation’s board of directors during
the summer while still national
director of the NDP.
“I thought about it for a while
and they were very persuasive,
and so I committed to do this,” Mr.
Bélanger told Hill Climbers last
week.
“It’s a new world for me, it’s
quite exciting,” he said.
The Douglas-Coldwell Foundation (DCF) is a registered charity
and a non-partisan think-tank
that was established in 1971 and
works “to preserve the history of
the social democratic movement”
in Canada. That includes the NDP
and its predecessor the Co-operative Commonwealth Federation
(CCF), as well as the labour and
trade union movement in Canada.
It also promotes and educates on
social democratic ideas.
Along with grants, the DCF
currently supports six annual
scholarships for students looking
to study related fields. Those are:
the Douglas-Coldwell Foundation Scholarship in Social Affairs
at the University of Regina; the
Kalmen Kaplansky Scholarship
in Economic and Social Rights at
Carleton University; the Beverlee
Bell Scholarship in Human Rights
and Democracy at Carleton University; the David Lewis Memo-

rial Prize in Canadian Politics
at the University of Toronto’s
Woodsworth College; the Ontario
Woodsworth Memorial Foundation Scholarship at the University
of Toronto’s Woodsworth College;
and the Anne Marie Hill Scholarship at the University of Toronto’s
Woodsworth College.
“Not enough is done to study
social democratic movements in
the country, so one of the goals of
the foundation is to help students look into those fields and
preserve this great history of our
country,” said Mr. Bélanger.
The DCF is named after
Tommy Douglas, the first-ever
leader of the federal New Democratic Party and a former MP
and premier of Saskatchewan,
and M.J. Coldwell, a former MP
and leader of the Co-operative
Commonwealth Federation (CCF)
party, which was succeeded by
the NDP in 1961. Mr. Douglas
served as founding president of
the non-partisan foundation.
“The idea of the foundation is to
preserve their legacy, to educate, to
help students find out more about
what happened back then, why it
happened and how it happened,”
said Mr. Bélanger, adding it’s an
“honour” to be stepping into Mr.
Douglas’ former role.
He was elected to the role by
the DCF’s board of directors on
Nov. 23.
“To follow in his footsteps is a
privilege, and I hope to be able to
grow the foundation,” he said.
Before bidding farewell to fulltime work in politics in September,
Mr. Bélanger was a longtime NDP
staffer on Parliament Hill, having
spent almost two decades working
for the federal party. He started off
as a regional campaign manager
for the NDP in Québec City during
the 1997 federal election, and soon
after joinined then leader Alexa
McDonough’s caucus communications team on the Hill.
Originally from Québec City,
Mr. Bélanger was an active Dipper
even before then, having run unsuccessfully as a federal candidate

in Jonquière, Que. in 1993 at just
18 years old, and again in a 1996
byelection in Lac-Saint-Jean, Que.
In 2000, Mr. Bélanger became
press secretary to Ms. McDonough
and served in the same role for
Jack Layton after he was elected
party leader in 2003. Five years later, he was a senior press secretary
and principal secretary for Quebec
to the late leader, becoming part of
Mr. Layton’s inner circle. After Mr.
Layton died in 2011, Mr. Bélanger
remained in place, becoming principal secretary to Thomas Mulcair
when he was elected the new NDP
leader in 2012.
Last January, he moved over to
party headquarters serve as NDP
national director of the NDP until
June, at which point briefly returning to the NDP leader’s office
before announcing his departure
on Sept. 14.
With more spare time on his
hands now, Mr. Bélanger said he’s
going to spend “some of it working to help the DCF and building
the DCF.”
Mr. Bélanger will be undertaking his “first outing” as president
on Dec. 5, when he’s set to speak
to a political science class at
Carleton University about social
democracy in Canada and the history of the NDP.
The foundation used to rent
a small office space in the Jack
Layton Building at the corner
of Bank Street and Laurier Ave.
West, which is owned by the
NDP—and named in honour of
the late leader in 2012—and is
home to the party’s headquarters
office, along with other tenants.
But it now has a small workspace,
with only one part-time staffer on
the payroll, at 251 Bank St.
Etienne Gratton, a former constituency assistant to then NDP
MP Ève Péclet, is vice-president
of the foundation, as is former
LEAF executive director Diane
O’Reggio. Anne Scotton serves as
executive secretary for the DCF,
and Doug Massey is treasurer.
Among the dozen-member board
of directors for the DCF are:
former NDP president Rebecca
Blaikie, former NDP Hill staffer
Calinda Brown, current NDP MP
Irene Mathyssen, and former
New Brunswick NDP MLA Elizabeth Weir.
Mr. Bélanger said the DCF currently has roughly 2,000 regular
supporters, but he’s looking to
“expand and grow” the foundation’s donor- and member-base as
president.
“I think there’s more that can
be done,” said Mr. Bélanger of
his long-term goals. “Right now,

we have established six scholarships. I wouldn’t mind awarding a
few more scholarships in different universities where we’re not
present.”
Mr. Bélanger said he’s also
planning to reach out to “likeminded Canadians who might not
know about the DCF and its mandate,” and wants the foundation to
have a better presence at progressive events to help publicize its
projects and “generate interest.”
“One of the projects we currently have is the Story of Mouseland renewal project. This great
tale from Clarence Gillis and
made famous by Tommy Douglas
is of historical importance and
relevance. We want to make it accessible to the young generation
by bringing it to life with a new
animation,” he said.
The Story of Mouseland is a
political one, and a critique of
Canada’s political system, about
a place where mice “lived and
played” which keeps electing
either white or black cats to government. Then “one little mouse
who had an idea” comes along
and suggests that rather than
choosing between white or black
cats that they elect a government
of mice—in turn, the mouse is
called a “Bolshevik” and is sent to
jail. But while “you can lock up a
mouse or a man,” goes the story,
“you can’t lock up an idea.”
For now, Mr. Bélanger said
he’s focused on getting his bearings as DCF president.
“I just want to get a better
sense of what my role is, and
getting to know our partners,
establishing connections with
them and perhaps even looking
at some international connections
as well, there are similar foundations across the world,” said Mr.
Bélanger.
The federal NDP is currently
in the midst of a lengthy leadership race, with some long-awaited
movement recently being made,
with NDP MP Peter Julian announcing his decision to run
for leadership. NDP MP Charlie
Angus has also recently stepped
down from his role as federal
caucus chair to consider throwing
his name in the hat.
The leadership race officially
kicked off in July, with candidate
registration open until July 2017
and voting set to take place by
preferential ballot in October.
Asked for his thoughts on the
race so far, Mr. Bélanger said
“it’s interesting to see that there’s
some movement on that front.”
“I think NDP members are
looking forward to the race, and

they’re eager to see a candidate
step forward and present their
ideas,” he said.

Nadia Hadj Mohamed is a policy
adviser to International Development
Minister Marie-Claude Bibeau.
Photograph courtesy of LinkedIn

International
Development
Minister hires new
policy adviser
International Development
and La Francophonie Minister
Marie-Claude Bibeau welcomed
new policy adviser Nadia Hadj
Mohamed to her ministerial staff
team on Nov. 14.
Until recently, Ms. Mohamed
was a special assistant in the
office of New Brunswick Liberal
Senator Joseph Day for roughly
the last two years, and before that
worked in the office of former Liberal senator Romeo Dallaire. She’s
also previously been a representative for the Glocal Initiative.
Ms. Mohamed has a bachelor’s
degree in international development and globalization from the
University of Ottawa, as well as a
master’s in conflict studies from
the school. While there, she spent
time working in a number of
roles, including as a co-organizer
of the International Week of Development at the university for
four months starting in November
2010, and as a project officer,
among others.
Along with English and
French, she has some knowledge of Spanish, Portuguese and
Arabic, according to her LinkedIn
account.
Hanna Button is director of
policy to Ms. Bibeau, with Maximilien Depontailler also serving as
a legislative assistant and policy
adviser. Geoffroi Montpetit is
chief of staff to the minister.
lryckewaert@hilltimes.com
The Hill Times
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FEATURE EVENTS

Parliamentary
Calendar

MONDAY, DEC. 5

WEDNESDAY, DEC. 7

House Sitting—The House is sitting weekdays until
to Dec. 16, but it could adjourn earlier. It’s scheduled
for a six-week break. The House will resume sitting on
Monday, Jan. 30, 2017.

Liberal Caucus Meeting—The Liberals will meet in
Room 237-C Centre Block on Parliament Hill. For more
information, please call Liberal Party media relations at
media@liberal.ca or 613-627-2384.
Conservative Caucus Meeting—The Conservatives will
meet for their national caucus meeting. For more information, contact Cory Hann, director of communications, Conservative Party of Canada at coryhann@conservative.ca.
NDP Caucus Meeting—The NDP caucus will meet
from 9:15 a.m.-11 a.m. in Room 112-N Centre Block,
on Wednesday. Please call the NDP Media Centre at
613-222-2351 or ndpcom@parl.gc.ca.
Bloc Québécois Caucus Meeting—The Bloc Québécois caucus will meet from 9:30 a.m. in the Francophonie room (263-S) in Centre Bock, on Wednesday.
For more information, call press attaché Julie Groleau,
514-792-2529.
Bank of Canada Release—The bank is expected to
make its latest interest rate announcement. 10 a.m.
Rona Ambrose’s Christmas Reception—Interim Conservative Party Leader Rona Ambrose will be holding a
Christmas reception for the Parliamentary Press Gallery
on Wed., Dec. 7, 6:30-8:30 p.m., Stornoway, 541 Acacia Ave. Please RSVP by Dec. 2 at cpcleaderrsvp@parl.
gc.ca. Ms. Ambrose is asking members of the press
gallery to bring one or two of the following to the reception: mitts, scarf, toque (for a woman), specialty teas,
nut-free chocolate and candy (not alcohol-filled), body
or hand lotions, soaps, toothbrush, brush or comb,
nail polish, mascara, eye shadow, lipstick, purse-sized
Kleenex, small cosmetic bag, bus tickets or gifts cards
(for Tim Hortons or Shoppers Drug Mart for under $15).

TUESDAY, DEC. 6

Assembly of First Nations Special Chiefs
Assembly—The Assembly of First Nations,
headed by Perry Bellegarde, convenes its
annual December Assembly, one of two major
national gatherings the AFN holds each year, in
Gatineau, Que. Hilton Lac Leamy, 3, boulevard
du Casino, Gatineau, Dec. 6-Dec. 8. The Hill
Times photograph by Jake Wright

Assembly of
First Nations
convenes its
annual
December
assembly Dec. 6-8

Second Conservative Leadership Debate—The second
debate will be held on Dec. 6 in Moncton, N.B., and will
be a bilingual debate. Moderator: Monica Barley, local
lawyer and former Progressive Conservative provincial party
leadership candidate. Themes to be covered: employment,
infrastructure, and labour; and family, children and, health.
Debates will be streamed live online for all party members
and all Canadians to see. All debates are open to Conservative Party members to attend. The Conservative Party leadership election will be on May 27, 2017.
Peter O’Neil’s Book Launch—Vancouver Sun Parliament Hill reporter Peter O’Neil will launch his book on
a former Senator, I Am a Métis: The Story of Gerry St.
Germain, published by Harbour Books, Tues., Dec. 6, 5
p.m.-8 p.m., Métropolitain Brasserie, 700 Sussex Dr.,
Ottawa. Cash bar. RSVP to: poneil@postmedia.com.
Assembly of First Nations Special Chiefs Assembly—The
Assembly of First Nations convenes its annual December Assembly, one of two major national gatherings the AFN holds
each year, in Gatineau, Que. Hilton Lac Leamy, 3, boulevard
du Casino, Gatineau. Dec. 6-8. First Nations chiefs and
delegates from across the country will gather to discuss key
priorities and set strategy for the coming year. Several federal
cabinet ministers are expected to address the assembly.
Parliamentary reception for Parliamentarians, Tues., Dec. 6
at 6 p.m. Annual AFN Winter Celebration Gala Dec. 8 at 6
p.m. More information at afn.ca/en/2016sca

THURSDAY, DEC. 8
Canada’s Airports: Key Gateways in Today’s Global
Economy—The Economic Club of Canada presents this
discussion featuring: Adam Legge, Calgary Chamber
of Commerce; Howard Eng, Greater Toronto Airports
Authority; Michel Leblanc, Board of Trade of Metropolitan
Montreal; Sam Samaddar, Kelowna International Airport;
and Perrin Beatty, Canadian Chamber of Commerce.
7:30-9:15 a.m. Chateau Laurier, 1 Rideau St., Ottawa.
Have the Lessons of the Lac-Mégantic Rail Disaster
Been Learned?—A conference exploring the impact of
the disaster and the future of energy transportation in
Canada. Dec. 8, 9 a.m.-5 p.m. University of Ottawa,
Desmarais Building (55 Laurier Ave. E.), Room 12102,
$25 per person (students may register for free). Organized by the University of Ottawa, the uOttawa Faculty
of Law (Common Law Section and Civil Law Section),
the Human Rights Research and Education Centre,
York University, the Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives, the Law Foundation of Ontario, and the Union of
Canadian Transportation Employees.

FRIDAY, DEC. 9
First Ministers Meeting—Dec. 9 in Ottawa, Prime
Minister Justin Trudeau will meet with provincial and
territorial leaders on Dec. 9 in Ottawa. U.S. vice-president Joe Biden is set to speak. For more information,
call the PMO Press Office at 613-957-5555.
9th Annual European Union Christmas Concert—The
European Union Delegation to Canada and the diplomatic
missions of EU member states are hosting an evening of
European Christmas carols, featuring performances by
the Ottawa Children’s Choir, Chorale Lyrica, Nepean High
School choirs, and Incognito Choir. The concert will also
feature mezzo-soprano Terri-Ann Wint and organist Timothy Piper. European music will be performed in original
languages. Fri., Dec. 9. Notre Dame Cathedral Basilica,
385 Sussex Dr., Ottawa. Doors open at 6:30 p.m. Concert
begins at 7 p.m. Free. For more info, call EU Delegation
to Canada: 613-238-6464, @EUinCanada, facebook.
com/EUinCanada.

SATURDAY, DEC. 10
75th Anniversary of the Battle for Hong Kong Commemorative Service—Sat., Dec. 10. 11 a.m. Hong Kong Memorial Wall, corner of King Edward Avenue and Sussex Drive.
Parliamentary Press Gallery Children’s Christmas Party—
This annual party for members’ children will be held in
the Reading Room (237-C) of Centre Block on Parliament
Hill, Sat., Dec.10. Email the name, age, and sex of each
child to marc.fortier@parl.gc.ca or you can register your
child in Room 350-N, Centre-Block or in Room 607, 150
Wellington St. Registration deadline: Nov. 25. Hot dogs,
pizza, etc. will be served starting at noon.

MONDAY, DEC. 12
House Sitting—The House is sitting weekdays until
Dec. 16, but it could adjourn earlier. It’s scheduled
for a six-week break. The House will resume sitting on
Monday, Jan. 30, 2017.

TUESDAY, DEC. 13
Canadian Natural Gas Vehicle Alliance hosts first Canadian
Natural Gas Vehicle Symposium in Ottawa—This one-day event
will give government policy-makers, association leaders, and
parliamentarians an occasion to learn more about opportunities to reduce emissions and reduce transportation costs
by using natural gas as fuel for vehicles. Discussions will
include transportation and environmental policy; provincial
programs; municipal and public sector opportunities; use of
renewable natural gas; emerging opportunities for marine,
rail, and off-road vehicles; and an industry virtual trade show.
Dec. 13. 350 Albert St., Conference Centre Level 2. 10
a.m.-5 p.m. Admission is free, light lunch to be provided.

Continued on page 43
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THURSDAY, FEB. 16, 2017
Ottawa Conference on Security and Defence—The
Conference of Defence Associations and CDA Institute
present this annual conference. Until Feb. 17.

THURSDAY, FEB. 23, 2017

news@hilltimes.com

12th annual eBay Enterpreneur of the Year
Awards shindig
Photographs courtesy Dave Chan

Manning Conference—The 2017 Manning Centre Conference will take place in Ottawa, featuring speakers, training
sessions, and policy discussions. Until Feb. 25. This year’s
theme is: Take the Lead. The event will feature a formal
debate of federal Conservative leadership candidates.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 1, 2017

Ambrose hosts
Christmas
shindig on Dec.
7 at Stornoway

Bank of Canada Release—The bank is expected to
make its latest interest rate announcement. 10 a.m.

THURSDAY, MARCH 2, 2017
Visions for Canada, 2042: Imagining the Canada of the
Future—This conference will discuss research and ideas
that help imagine Canada’s future in 2042. March 2-4,
2017, Carleton University, Ottawa. More information:
carleton.ca/fpa/visions.

SATURDAY, APRIL 8, 2017

Participants must RSVP by Dec. 6 at cngva@cngva.org.

2017 CFHS National Animal Welfare Conference—The
annual Canadian Federation of Humane Societies National Animal Welfare Conference features speakers and
dozens of different animal welfare topics, helping to
further professionalize the sector, build knowledge and
set the agenda for Canada’s humane movement for the
year to come. April 8-11, 2017. The Westin Ottawa, 11
Colonel By Dr. conference.cfhs.ca.

WEDNESDAY, DEC. 14

THURSDAY, APRIL 11, 2017

Liberal Caucus Meeting—The Liberals will meet in
Room 237-C Centre Block on Parliament Hill. For more
information, please call Liberal Party media relations at
media@liberal.ca or 613-627-2384.
Conservative Caucus Meeting—The Conservatives
will meet for their national caucus meeting. For more
information, contact Cory Hann, director of communications, Conservative Party of Canada at coryhann@
conservative.ca.
NDP Caucus Meeting—The NDP caucus will meet
from 9:15 a.m.-11 a.m. in Room 112-N Centre Block,
on Wednesday. Please call the NDP Media Centre at
613-222-2351 or ndpcom@parl.gc.ca.
Bloc Québécois Caucus Meeting—The Bloc Québécois caucus will meet from 9:30 a.m. in the Francophonie room (263-S) in Centre Bock, on Wednesday.
For more information, call press attaché Julie Groleau,
514-792-2529.
Trudeaumania Book Launch—The School of Indigenous and Canadian Studies and the Department of
History at Carleton University and UBC Press will host
a book launch for Paul Litt’s book, Trudeaumania, at
D’Arcy McGee’s, 44 Sparks St., Toronto, Ont. Pin a
rose to your lapel and saunter in around 5:30 p.m.
for drinks, good food, and lively conversation. www.
ubcpress.ca

Michael Healey’s 1979—Canada’s Shaw Festival is set
to co-produce a new production of 1979 by Michael Healey
with Ottawa’s Great Canadian Theatre Company. The play
takes us back to the eve of former prime minister Joe Clark’s
minority government’s defeat in a non-confidence motion.
It’s a fast-paced satire incorporating political heavyweights
and influencers of the era. The production will rehearse at
Shaw Festival, premiere in Ottawa at GCTC and tour back
to Shaw as part of its 2017 season. The Ottawa component
will run from April 11 to 30, 2017. Tickets for Ottawa’s
production on sale: 613-236-5196 or gctc.ca.

Continued from page 42

FRIDAY, DEC. 16
The House is Scheduled to Rise—Though it could
rise earlier for the holidays, this is the last scheduled
sitting day until Jan. 30.
Diplomatic Hospitality Group Christmas Holiday
Luncheon—The Canadian Federation of University of
Women’s Diplomatic Hospitality Group in Ottawa invites
diplomats, their spouses/partners, and their families
to this event. Fri., Dec. 16. 11:30 a.m.-2 p.m. Ottawa
Golf and Hunt Club, 1 Hunt Club Rd. A nominal fee
will be charged to help cover costs.

TUESDAY, JAN. 17, 2017

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 12, 2017

WEDNESDAY, MAY 24, 2017
Bank of Canada Release—The bank is expected to
make its latest interest rate announcement. 10 a.m.

SATURDAY, MAY 27, 2017
Conservative Party Leadership Convention—The Conservatives will elect their next leader on May 27, 2017. The party
is urging Conservative Party members to buy memberships
or renew them in order to vote. For more information, contact
Cory Hann, director of communications, Conservative Party
of Canada, at 613-697-5614.

Andrea Stairs, managing director, eBay Canada,
with Tom Clark, chief political correspondent,
Global News, and Liberal Senator Terry Mercer.

Innovation Minister Navdeep Bains.

WEDNESDAY, JULY 12, 2017
Bank of Canada Release—The bank is expected to
make its latest interest rate announcement as well as
publish its quarterly Monetary Policy Report. 10 a.m.

WEDNESDAY, SEPT. 6, 2017
Bank of Canada Release—The bank is expected to
make its latest interest rate announcement. 10 a.m.

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 25, 2017
Bank of Canada Release—The bank is expected to
make its latest interest rate announcement as well as
publish its quarterly Monetary Policy Report. 10 a.m.

SUNDAY, OCT. 29, 2017

WEDNESDAY, JAN. 18, 2017

WEDNESDAY, DEC. 6, 2017

Bank of Canada Release—The bank is expected to
make its latest interest rate announcement as well as
publish its quarterly Monetary Policy Report. 10 a.m.
Diplomatic Hospitality Group: Learn to Curl—The Canadian Federation of University of Women’s Diplomatic Hospitality Group in Ottawa invites diplomats, their spouses/
partners, and their families to this event. Wed., Jan. 18.
10 a.m. to noon. Navy Curling Club, 41 Navy Pvt.

Bank of Canada Release—The bank is expected to
make its latest interest rate announcement. 10 a.m.

International, Political, and Policy Studies Students
Association—Model Parliament, begins on Wed., Jan.
25 and runs to Jan. 27, University of Ottawa, Ottawa.

Yossef Vidal, eBay Entrepreneur of the Year; Andrea Stairs, managing director, eBay; Adrien Lavoie, eBay
Micro-Multinational of the Year recipient; Nadia Shuaib, eBay Omni-Channel Entrepreneur of the Year recipient;
the Honourable Navdeep Bains, Minister of Innovation, Science and Economic Development; Gudie Hutchings,
Parliamentary Secretary for Small Business and Tourism.

Bank of Canada Release—The bank is expected to
make its latest interest rate announcement as well as
publish its quarterly Monetary Policy Report. 10 a.m.

Third Conservative Leadership Debate—The third
party-sanctioned debate will be held on Jan. 17 in
Quebec City, and will be a French debate. Debates will
be streamed live online for all party members and all
Canadians to see. All debates are open to Conservative Party members to attend. The Conservative Party
leadership election will be on May 27, 2017.

WEDNESDAY, JAN. 25, 2017

Adrien Lavoie, eBay Micro-Multinational of the Year recipient, Liberal MP Steven McKinnon and Innovation
Minister Navdeep Bains. The party was held on Nov. 23 at the Metropolitain Brasserie in Ottawa. The awards
program has for more than a decade been recognizing Canadian eBay sellers who run successful online
businesses and contribute to the overall growth of e-commerce in Canada.

The NDP Leadership—The race officially began on
July 2, 2016, and a new leader will be selected no
later than Oct. 29, 2017.

THURSDAY, AUG. 23, 2018
Conservative Party National Convention—To be held
in Halifax, N.S. Until Aug. 25, 2018.
The Parliamentary Calendar is a free listing. Send in
your political, cultural, diplomatic, or governmental event in
a paragraph with all the relevant details under the subject
line ‘Parliamentary Calendar’ to news@hilltimes.com by
Wednesday at noon before the Monday paper or by Friday at
noon for the Wednesday paper. We can’t guarantee inclusion
of every event, but we will definitely do our best.

The Honourable Navdeep Bains, Minister of Innovation, Science and
Economic Development, and Andrea Stairs, Managing Director, eBay
Canada.

Nadia Shuaib, eBay Omni-Channel
Entrepreneur of the Year recipient,
with Conservative MP and
leadership candidate Lisa Rait.
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