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Feature: Canada 150+
Our home is on native land. 
Reconciliation has the potential to 
change not only our lives but to 

bring in new forms of government, new 
ways of relating to each other. In this 
special section we dip into the beginning 
of a big conversation, with writings from 
Bev Sellars, Leanne Simpson, Philip 
Kevin Paul, and Crystal Fraser and Sara 
Komarnisky. We include a look at some ground-
breaking work on Indigenous environmental 
law and watershed governance.
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At the ’Shed
Know what day it is! Get your 2018 Wilderness Calender and and a year’s sub-

scription to the Watershed Sentinel for only $30. This makes a super gift for your 
friends or family (or you can treat yourself) and supports the work we do for you.  

Attention subscribers! The insert in the magazine is to attract new subscribers. 
You do not need to use it to renew your subscription. When the time comes, you will 
receive a friendly notice offering you an early bird discount for your renewal. Your 
expiry date is printed on the mailing label.

Big thank you to Dawn Christian, our renewals and circulation manager, who 
toils fearlessly to get your magazine into your hands, fighting through bad addresses, 
lost renewal forms and a blizzard of competing emails to keep our database functional 
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Speaking of which, we do want to remind you that only your subscriptions 
and don-ations keep this magazine publishing. We thank you for your generosity, and 
depend on it.  

And thank you to our patient designer, Ester Strijbos, who calmly and patiently 
deals with last minute changes like inserting a news feature the day before press time, 
or typo corrections that make the copy go all over the page. It is always a pleasure to 
enjoy the transformation of our pages from awkward copy to interesting presentations. 

Congratulations are due to both the Watershed Sentinel and to Claire Gilmore 
who, after looking us over, has decided to accept the position of managing editor. It 
takes special talents to fill this job and we are lucky.
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Entitlement
We have a serious problem with entitlement in this country. I’m not 

talking about Generation Alphabet Soup, or the much-maligned millennials; I’m not 
talking about the racism the country was founded on, although one could; I am trying 
to remember when corporations became so arrogant.

 
The evidence surrounds us – illegal dam building in BC’s north, the mess in 

Alberta’s tar sands, Kinder Morgan laying anti-spawning mats in BC streams to fa-
cillitate their pipeline, the complete disdain with which First Nations’ rights are dis-
missed, the furor that erupted when BC’s Agriculture Minister, Lana Popham, merely 
reminded fish farm corporation Marine Harvest that they are operating on leases of 
public land which need to be renewed. 

These companies are seriously spoilt, and for the public it is like letting the ma-
rauders run our towns. Unfortunately, some of us have joined the gangs, and have lost 
all sense of the common good. 

It is time to rein them in. We need to make sure they are house-trained before we 
invite them to do more business in our home, that home resting on native land. 

Delores Broten, Comox, BC, November 2017

Editorial
Delores Broten

Disclaimer: Opinions published are not necessarily those 
of the publisher, editor or other staff and volunteers of the 
magazine.

Sentinel

https://watershedsentinel.ca/subscribe-calendar-offer/
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International News

Renewables

A Better Battery
MIT researchers have devel-

oped an “air-breathing” battery that 
could store electricity for very long du-
rations for about one-fifth the cost of 
current technologies, with minimal lo-
cation restraints and zero emissions. The 
battery could be used to make sporadic 
renewable power a more reliable source 
of electricity for the grid. Wind and solar 
power require energy-storage systems 
that, at the cheapest, run about $100 per 
kilowatt hour and function only in cer-
tain locations. Scaled-up systems of the 
new battery could be used to store elec-
tricity from wind or solar power, for mul-
tiple days to entire seasons, for about $20 
to $30 per kilowatt hour.

—news.mit.edu, 
October 11, 2017

Fossil Fuels

Mass Divestment
More than 40 Catholic institu-

tions are to announce the largest-ever 
faith-based divestment from fossil fu-
els, on the anniversary of the death of St 
Francis of Assisi. The Italian town of As-
sisi’s mayor said: “When we pay atten-
tion to the environment, we pay attention 
to poor people, who are the first victims 
of climate change.” Meanwhile, Cana-
da’s biggest pension fund, the Caisse de 
dépôt et placement du Québec (CDPQ), 
has announced targets to tackle climate 
change across its investment portfolio. 
The strategy includes commitments to 
increase its low-carbon investments by 
50% by 2020, and to reduce the carbon 
intensity of its portfolio by 25% by 2025.

—www.theenergymix.com; 
www.theguardian.com, 

October, 2017

Glyphosate

EU Ban Looms
The European Parliament voted 

in a non-binding resolution in late Oc-
tober, that glyphosate, which is sold as 
Monsanto’s RoundUp, be banned in the 
EU by 2022, starting with household 
use and extending to agriculture. In re-
sponse, the EU Commission which had 
recommended its license should be re-
newed for 10 years, suggested a five to 
seven year renewal. Greenpeace and oth-
er activists had just delivered a petition 
with 1.3 million signatures against the 
herbicide. In its statement, the Europe-
an Parliament also noted that the recent 
scandal over claims that US agricultural 
giant Monsanto influenced research into 
its herbicide’s safety has raised serious 
concerns. Discussions are continuing. 

—www.dw.com/en/eu-lawmak-
ers-vote-to-ban-glyphosate-weed-kill-

er-by-2022, October 25, 2017

SLAPP

Case Dismissed
A federal judge in San Francis-

co has dismissed a case brought against 
environmental organizations Green-
peace and Stand.earth by Resolute, a 
Canadian logging company. The court 
awarded fees to the defendants, applying 
California’s anti-SLAPP statute prohib-
iting lawsuits intended to silence critics 
by embroiling them in baseless cases 
with high legal costs. Resolute sued after 
the advocacy organizations were critical 
of Resolute’s forestry practices in Can-
ada’s boreal forest. Filed in May 2016, 
the CAD$300 million case called for 
the organizations to be labeled “crimi-
nal enterprises” under anti-racketeering 
(RICO) laws.

—Stand.earth, 

October 16, 2017
Farm Fish Escapees

Seeking Silence
Cooke Aquaculture offered to 

pay a premium price for escaped Atlantic 
salmon caught by the Lummi Nation af-
ter a major spill from the company’s Cy-
press Island fish farm if the tribe would 

not advocate getting rid of net pen aqua-
culture. One of the company’s three fish 
farms at Cypress Island in the San Juan 
Islands collapsed the weekend of Aug. 
20, releasing an estimated 105,000 fish. 
Lummi fishermen recovered the lion’s 
share of the fish after the tribe launched 
an emergency fishery. The tribe tartly re-
jected the offer: “Your demand to keep 
quiet for a few extra dollars is insulting.” 

—www.seattletimes.com, 
October 12, 2017

Carbon Target

Germany Short
Germany is on track to fall 

short of its 2020 target for greenhouse 
gas reductions, according to an internal 
environment ministry analysis obtained 
by Clean Energy Wire. The paper stated 
that without further action, Germany’s 
CO2 emissions will only be 31.7% to 
32.5% below 1990 levels, compared to 
an official target of 40%. 

—www.theenergymix.com, 
October 15, 2017
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Letters
Excellent Reporting on Venezuela
I just received my most recent issue of 
the Watershed Sentinel and was thrilled 
to read Joyce Nelson’s “Economic War-
fare – Venezuela” because I follow that 
story closely (as covered by the Alliance 
for Global Justice, Tucson, AZ). As usu-
al, she provided excellent investigative 
journalism reporting of the lies, threats, 
cover-ups, etc. by the Western “powers-
that-be” and their so-called “free press,” 
as the US again tries to kill the threat of 
a good socialist example. Joyce quoted 
several of the same rational sources I find 
in the Alliance for Global Justice posting 
“Venezuela & ALBA Weekly” links, e.g., 
Mark Weisbrot (CEPR,Wash, DC), Ma-
ria Paez Victor. So I write to thank you 
for your apparently on-going support of 
Joyce Nelson, by publishing her last book 
Beyond Banksters (my copy received 
here OK), and publishing her articles fre-
quently . . .  she may be Canada’s best 
investigative journalist.

—Bob Mathews, Managua, Nicaragua

Pesticides in Drinking Watershed
I was wondering if you were aware that 
someone has sprayed the herbicides 
glyphosate and triclopyr around Wille-
mar Lake which feeds into our Comox 
drinking water supply. The company that 
sprayed is Blackfish Silviculture Ltd. 
(Service license #2692s) Start date Au-
gust 17, 2017 and the purpose of spraying 
is Conifer release and/or road access for 
control of Alder, Big leaf maple, Salmon-
berry, Scotch Broom.

—Ivana Bisaro, Comox, BC

Missing Info Found in Banksters
One copy of Beyond Banksters, please. 
My conscience tells me to own a copy 
even though the knowledge it contains is 
terrifying. But this is the missing infor-
mation about how we got to where we 
are. So I thank you for publishing this 
book.

—Rainey Hopewell, Victoria, BC

Way-Back Fact Check...
Anne Sherrod, “Health Canada allows 
60 pesticides banned in other countries,” 
(WS February 2009) discusses the pesti-
cide chlorpyrifos in the context of a dis-
cussion of substances banned in Europe, 
but not in Canada. While no overt state-
ment appears regarding its regulation 
in the EU, its discussion in this context 
clearly implies some level of prohibition 
in Europe.

However, it appears, on consulting oth-
er sources, that chlorpyrifos is actually 
approved for use in the EU, despite its 
prominent coverage in this article. See 
for instance: “Reasoned opinion on the 
refined risk assessment regarding certain 
maximum residue levels (MRLs) of con-
cern for the active substance chlorpyri-
fos,” EFSA Journal 2015.

Please clarify, for me, and for readers in 
general – what is the actual, accurate reg-
ulatory status of this pesticide in Europe, 
as of the time of the original posting of 
the article, and at this point in time.

—M-E Duban. Cyberspace

Editor’s Clarification
At the time of the article, chlorpyrifos 
was being considered for banning in the 
EU. Eventually it did not get fully banned 
in the EU, although domestic use is re-
stricted, allowable residue levels have 
been lowered, and its use on some crops 
is restricted to the point that the allowable 
residue levels are the level of detection. 
(Commission Regulation (EU) 2016/60 
of 19 January 2016)  

In November 2016 the US EPA noted 
renewed health concerns: “The revised 
analysis shows risks from dietary ex-
posure (i.e., residues of chlorpyrifos on 
food crops) and drinking water.… We 
will continue to review the science ad-
dressing neurodevelopmental effects 
and complete our assessment by Oc-
tober 1, 2022.” (www.epa.gov/ingredi-
ents-used-pesticide-products/revised-hu-
man-health-risk-assessment)
 
Wikipedia reports that chlorpyrifos is re-
stricted from termite control in Singapore 
as of 2009 and banned from residential 
use in South Africa as of 2010. In 2010, 
India barred Dow from commercial activ-
ity for five years after India’s Central Bu-
reau of Investigation found Dow guilty 
of bribing Indian officials in 2007 to al-
low the sale of chlorpyrifos. The David 
Suzuki Foundation reports that it is also 
banned in Finland and Sweden. 

—Delores Broten, Comox, BC

The Watershed Sentinel welcomes letters but reserves the right to edit for brevity, clarity, legality, and taste. 
Anonymous letters will not be published. Send your musings and your missives to:  Watershed Sentinel, Box 1270, Comox BC, V9M 7Z8 

editor@watershedsentinel.ca or online at  www.watershedsentinel.ca 

http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=uriserv%3AOJ.L_.2016.014.01.0001.01.ENG
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Canadian News

Teck pays for coal effluent release

Mine Fine
BC provincial court has fined Teck 
Resources $1.425 million for violating 
the Fisheries Act in 2014 by releasing 
coal effluent harmful to fish into Line 
Creek, a waterway designated as having 
high fisheries value. The fine will be used 
for fish protection and conservation in the 
East Kootenay region of BC. The compa-
ny said it took full responsibility for the 
fish deaths. 

—CBC News,
October 5, 2017

And then there were none...

Atlantic Crash
In 1983, DFO estimated 900 wild 
salmon entered New Brunswick’s Ma-
gaguadavic River to spawn. By compari-
son, the Atlantic Salmon Federation says 
there were ten in 2015, two last year, and 
none this year – despite a stocking pro-
gram for the outer Bay of Fundy popula-
tion, which is considered endangered. 

The area currently has one of the highest 
concentrations of industrial salmon farms 
in the world. “The Magaguadavic should 
be a cautionary tale,” federation president 
Bill Taylor said in a statement. “No new 
open net-pen salmon aquaculture sites 
should be allowed in proximity to wild 
salmon rivers.” The  Atlantic Canada Fish 
Farmers said they too were concerned 
about wild stocks but noted wild Atlan-
tic salmon populations are impacted by a 
variety of issues around marine survival, 
as well as acid rain, industrialization, seal 
predation, unhealthy watersheds, hydro 
dams, habitat loss, and overfishing. 

—CBC News,
October 5, 2017 

Clean windshields a concern

Bugs Off?
Biologists are concerned about a de-
cline in bug populations, in Canada and 
across Europe. Unfortunately there are 
almost no baseline studies for compar-
ison, except for anecdotal memories of 
car windshield splatters. However, some 
evidence indicates up to an 80% decline 
over the last couple of decades in beetles 
and grasshoppers (but not mosquitoes). 
While wild bees are the main pollinators, 
other insects pollinate about 39% of agri-
cultural plants. Bird Studies Canada says 
annual bird counts show declines up to 
70% in insect-eating species.

—Ottawa Citizen,
September 24, 2017

GM salmon: where is it hiding?

Only in Canada
GM fish company AquaBounty sold 
approximately 4.5 metric tonnes of GM 
salmon into Canada sometime this spring, 
according to the company’s August 2017 
financial report. This was the world’s first 
sale of a genetically modified food animal 
and Canada is currently the only market 
where this GM product can be sold. Ca-
nadian import statistics show a shipment 
of salmon from Panama, where the GM 
salmon is produced, to Quebec that close-
ly matches the AquaBounty report. 

Most major retailers say they are not sell-
ing the GM fish as fresh fillets at their sea-
food counters: Quebec stores Metro, IGA 
(owned by Sobeys) and Provigo (owned 
by Loblaw) say they do not sell GM 
salmon, and major retail chains across 
Canada – Costco, Federated Co-opera-
tives Limited, Loblaw, Longo’s, Over-
waitea Food Groups, and Walmart – say 

they are not selling it and have no plans 
to sell it. There is no mandatory labelling 
of genetically modified foods in Canada. 

—www.cban.ca,
October 12, 2017

Eagle feather option offered

Positive Step
In what’s being described as a first 
for the RCMP, Mounties in Nova Scotia 
are now offering victims, witnesses and 
police officers the option to swear legal 
oaths on an eagle feather, instead of us-
ing a Bible or offering an affirmation. 
The RCMP say the feather may also be 
offered as a source of comfort at local de-
tachments.

—Red Power Media,
October 30, 2017

“Quiet keystone” gets permit

Dilbit Pipeline
Enbridge has received a State De-
partment permit to pump 890,000 barrels 
of oil per day (the same capacity as the 
Transmountain expansion) from the Al-
berta tar sands to North Dakota, by con-
necting Line 67 with Line 3. To increase 
the flow of southbound bitumen Enbridge 
still needs to expand Line 3. A decision is 
currently before a court in Minnesota 

—InsideClimate News,
  October 23, 2017
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Market Report
Pending Chinese ban on fossil-fuel-powered vehicles  

is Kinder Morgan’s nightmare

by Keith Stewart 

In September, China’s Vice-Minister of Industry and Information 
technology announced that his country would set a deadline 
for automakers to end sales of fossil-fuel-powered vehicles. 
The precise timing is to be determined, but to use that most 
Canadian of metaphors: we know where the puck is going.

This is bad news for Kinder Morgan, which has pitched its 
Kinder Morgan Trans Mountain Expansion pipeline as a way to 
reach the rapidly growing Chinese market and has publicly ad-
mitted that without a growing demand for oil, its pipeline could 
be a money-loser.

That admission came in response to Greenpeace Canada’s chal-
lenge to Kinder Morgan’s draft prospectus (the legal document 
underlying the $1.75 billion share offering in Kinder Morgan 
Canada that would finance its proposed new tar sands pipeline). 
We challenged it on the grounds that it contained inadequate 
disclosure of climate change-related risks and over-estimated 
the growth in global oil demand, and in particular, Chinese oil 
demand.

To make the case for rising demand in India and China, the pro-
spectus cited the Canadian Association of Petroleum Producers’ 
(CAPP) 2016 Crude Oil Forecast, Markets and Transportation, 

which in turn cites the International Energy Agency’s (IEA) 
New Policies Scenario. Yet the figures provided in the CAPP 
report differ markedly from those issued by the China Nation-
al Petroleum Corporation Economics & Technology Research 
Institute (CNPC), which is the in-house research arm of the 
state-owned oil company responsible for informing long-term 
strategy development. 

The CNPC’s 2016 report entitled 2050 World and China Energy 
Outlook is considered to be the most up-to-date and authorita-
tive source on oil demand projections produced in China. The 
CNPC’s “current policies” scenario has a much lower forecast 
for increased oil demand than in the CAPP/IEA forecast (see 
graph below). Even so, the current policies scenario assumed 
that ownership of electric vehicles would account for a modest 
1.3 per cent of total vehicle ownership in China in 2030, rising 
to 4.5 per cent in 2040 and 11 per cent in 2050.

September’s announcement indicates that the Chinese govern-
ment is considering forcing significantly higher rates of electric 
vehicle adoption. This would not only lower future Chinese oil 
demand (more in line with the CNPC 2 degree scenario in the 
graph opposite), but likely tilt the global marketplace in favour 
of electric vehicles. It is worth noting that India is also contem-
plating an all-electric policy by 2030.

Following Greenpeace’s challenge, Kinder Morgan modified 
their prospectus to acknowledge the possibility of lower oil de-
mand. With market momentum firmly behind a rapid transition 
to an electrified transportation system powered by renewable 
energy, investors should be asking why Kinder Morgan is still 
pursuing the Trans Mountain Expansion pipeline. 

Keith Stewart is an energy campaigner for Greenpeace Canada. 
This article was originally published at: www.greenpeace.org/
canada/en/blog/Blogentry/chinese-ban-on-fossil-fuel-pow-
ered-vehicles-i/blog/60204/

Three Scenarios for 
China’s oil demand

IEA New policies scenario  
cited by Kinder Morgan

CNPC - Current policies scenario

CNPC - Extensive (2 degree C) 
scenario
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Trials of KM
From flotillas to lawyers, 
the opposition lines up

by Delores Broten

Tiny houses, die-ins, flotillas, salmon, 
orcas, climate action, and numerous 
court cases all stand in the way of Kind-
er Morgan’s Trans Mountain pipeline 
expansion. 

Oh yes, and the official opposition of the 
cities of Vancouver and Burnaby and the 
NDP/Green government of BC. Not to 
mention the Union of BC Indian Chiefs 
and 13 First Nations actively opposed to 
the pipeline expansion. And thousands 
of  activists who have been pledging to 
do “whatever it takes” to stop the project.

Then there’s the anti-spawning mats the 
company placed in streams in October 
but has been ordered to remove, and the 
long-suffering endangered orca in the 
tanker-threatened waters. And the market 
forces which led to cancellation of the 
Energy East project from Alberta to New 
Brunswick. 

The opposition is multi-layered and rests 
on several points of contention, from tri-
pling the capacity of the tank farm below 
Simon Fraser University (over the objec-
tions of the Burnaby Fire Department) 
to the increase in oil tankers plying the 
Salish Sea, from five a month to 34. The 
current 60-year-old  line carries 300,000 
barrels of diluted bitumen and other oils 
a day from Alberta but twinning the line 
would increase the volume to 890,000 
barrels. 

The Secwepemc Tiny House Warriors,  
whose motto is “Our Land is Home,” are 
“going big by going small,” and building 
10 tiny houses along the pipeline route to 
assert Secwepemc law and jurisdiction, 
re-establish village sites, and block ac-
cess to the pipeline.
 
The weighty contentions now in court 
centre around First Nations consultation 
and other flawed and unfair processes. 
In October, the Federal Court of Appeal 
heard oral arguments on 15 consolidated 
challenges to the federal approvals of the 
Kinder Morgan Trans Mountain pipeline 
and tanker project. The case has the po-
tential to overturn the NEB and feder-
al Cabinet decisions as happened with 
Northern Gateway. 

Elin Sigurdson, counsel for Upper Nicola 
Band, kicked off the hearing: “The Kind-
er Morgan Project risks destruction of 
ecosystems and harm to the environment, 
threatens endangered species, endangers 
human health, and threatens the Aborig-
inal rights, title and reserve interests of 
numerous First Nations..... As you will 
hear from the Applicants, the process for 
approval of the Project, which resulted in 
the decisions before this Court, was le-
gally deficient in numerous ways.”

See West Coast Environmental Law’s 
blog, www.wcel.org/blog/saw-you-in-
court-kinder-morgan-federal-court-ap-
peal-hearing-explained-in-road-signs

https://www.wcel.org/blog/saw-you-in-court-kinder-morgan-federal-court-appeal-hearing-explained-in-road-signs
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Fish Farms
Occupations, expiring leases, and government promises

by Claire Gilmore 

Since August of this year, BC First Na-
tions groups have been actively pro-
testing open-net salmon farms in their 
traditional territories.

Members of the Musgamagw Dzawa-
da’enuxw, Namgis, and Mamalilikulla 
First Nations have been occupying sites 
on or close to Swanson Island and Mid-
summer Island in the Broughton Archi-
pelago, an ecologically rich saltwater 
channel separating Vancouver Island 
from British Columbia’s Central Coast.

On October 10, BC Premier John Horgan 
and a delegation including Agriculture 
Minister Lana Popham visited ‘Namgis 
Territory in Alert Bay where they met 
with Kwakwaka’wakw leaders in the big 
house. A major concern has been that 
the fish farms are being re-stocked with 
salmon smolts, when their licenses expire 
before those fish will grow to market size. 
Horgan did not commit to abolishing the 
fish farms, but did say, “If those leases are 
up in less than two years, they shouldn’t 
be able to re-stock.”

A press release following the meeting 
stated that leaders, both hereditary and 
elected, of the Mamalilikala, ‘Namgis, 
Tlowitsis, Mamtagila, and Musgamagw 
Dzawada’enuxw (Dzawada’enuxw, 
Kwiḵwa̱sut̓inux̱w, Ha̱xwa’mis and 
Gwawaenuk) had, by and large, ad-
dressed territorial overlap, and present-
ed a united voice stating that fish farms 
continue to operate within their territories 
without consent.

It was expressed that at least ninety other 
First Nations are in support of the occu-
pations, and clear demands were put for-
ward:
•   No restocking of existing empty pens/
sites;
•  No use of hydrogen peroxide to treat 
sea lice infestations;
•  No renewal of licences or tenures; and 
• The industry to remove all open-net 
cage fish farm sites from the collective 
territorial waters.

Before being elected in May 2017, the 
NDP promised to implement the recom-
mendations of the Cohen Commission, 
keep farm sites out of important salmon 
migration routes, support research, and 
transparent monitoring to minimize the 
risk of disease transfer from captive to 
wild fish, and provide incentives to help 
the aquaculture industry transition to 
closed containment where possible. They 
also promised to adopt the UN Declara-
tion on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
(UNDRIP) and bring its principles into 
action – the key one being Indigenous 
peoples’ right to “free, prior and informed 
consent on any project affecting their 

lands or territories and other resources, 
particularly in connection with the de-
velopment, utilization or exploitation of 
mineral, water or other resources.”

At an October 18 press conference, Hor-
gan stated, “We are going to be reviewing 
tenures … to ensure that migratory routes 
for wild salmon are clear of obstacles or 
any other deterrent.” He referred to the 
Cohen Comission’s recommendation to 
locate salmon farms away from migra-
tory routes used by wild salmon. At an 
NDP event in Courtenay, BC on October 
21, Popham acknowledged that there is a 
need to move fish farm sites out of the 
Broughton Archipelago, and also that the 
industry understands that, but stopped 
short of suggesting any decrease in fish 
farms or movement towards closed-con-
tainment (land-based) farms. 

Meanwhile, Kwakwaka’wakw leaders 
and fish farm occupiers remain commit-
ted to the removal of open-net fish farms 
from their collective territorial waters, 
stating in their October 11 press release: 
“It has been made clear that the occupa-
tions will continue until such time.”
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Wild Salmon
2017 Cohen Inquiry Update

The Commission of Inquiry into the Decline of Sockeye Salm-
on in the Fraser River was headed by Justice Bruce Cohen 
and in 2012 culminated in an 1100 page final report and 
75 recommendations, covering habitat protection, salmon 
farming, hatchery management, fisheries management, and 
more. The current government committed to implementing 
the Cohen recommendations.

While this progress report, like the one in 2016, is an important 
demonstration of transparency, many details in the report are 
disingenuous and disappointing.

The 2017 update reports on 64 out of 75 recommendations that 
have been “acted upon.” While this is a good start, the recom-
mendations were intended to be fully completed, not just “acted 
upon.” Many of the recommendations have deadlines attached 
to them, which have long since lapsed. Implementing Cohen’s 
recommendations has never been more important. This year’s 
sockeye return to the Fraser River was one of the lowest on re-
cord.

There are numerous examples of Cohen recommendations that 
have not been completed, the following are just a few.

Recommendation 6 – Wild Salmon Policy
“The Government of Canada should establish dedicated Wild 
Salmon Policy funding sufficient to carry out [DFO]’s imple-
mentation plan and to cover ongoing operational costs.”

No dedicated funding has been allocated to Wild Salmon Policy 
implementation. While federal funding for salmon science and 
habitat restoration has increased, 2016 and 2017 saw the low-
est levels of salmon monitoring since the second world war. A 
recent study by Simon Fraser University researchers found that 
that status of half of all wild salmon populations on BC’s north 
and central coasts cannot be assessed due to lack of monitoring.

Recommendation 18 – Salmon Farming
“If at any time between now and September 30, 2020, the Min-

ister of Fisheries and Oceans determines that net-pen salmon 
farms in the Discovery Islands […] pose more than a minimal 
risk of serious harm to the health of migrating Fraser River sock-
eye salmon, he or she should promptly order that those salmon 
farms cease operations.”

Salmon farms in the Discovery Islands have not been removed 
despite new scientific evidence identifying new disease risks 
from salmon farms. A study published in the journal Marine 
Policy in December 2016 concluded that salmon farms in the 
region of concern present greater than minimal risk of serious 
harm, while another study published in February 2017 identified 
a disease (HSMI) not previously found in the area. A precaution-
ary management approach would be to remove the farms along 
the Discovery Islands; however, DFO continues to delay any 
meaningful action to protect wild fish.

Recommendation 3 – Salmon Farming
“The government of Canada should remove from the Depart-
ment of Fisheries and Oceans mandate the promotion of salmon 
farming as an industry and farmed salmon as a product.”

DFO continues to promote the salmon farming industry and 
the product through its communications and social media and 
through its inaction on protecting wild fish from industry risks. 
The Minister of Fisheries has been quoted as not agreeing with 
Justice Cohen’s assessment, that DFO has a conflict of interest.

DFO’s second annual update announcement on its progress on 
Cohen Inquiry implementation was even more disappointing 
than the first in 2016. This year’s update lacks meaningful sub-
stance and details of its supposed action on implementation. It 
also attempts to replace the true intentions of fully implement-
ing Justice Cohen’s recommendations with simply “acting” on 
the recommendations (meaningfully or not). Canadians deserve 
a truly independent assessment of the recommendations.

Watershed Watch Salmon Society is a science-based charity ad-
vocating for BC’s wild salmon and the waters they swim in.

Stan Proboszcz, Greg Taylor and Aaron Hill, Watershed Watch Salmon Society

https://www.watershed-watch.org/
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Forests After the Fires
Poorly planned salvage logging a risk to ecosystem recovery

by John Bergenske

With the colder weather and rain, wildfires are coming un-
der control and plans for salvage logging are being put to-
gether quickly across British Columbia.

The science over the past two decades has been clear: salvage 
logging is risky for our natural systems 
and delays or even prevents ecosystem 
recovery. Fire salvage logging increases 
soil compaction, erosion, and loss of or-
ganic matter (with effects on both plants 
and streams). It decreases the landscape’s 
water-holding capacity, potentially lead-
ing to larger floods and increased surface 
runoff. The less logging after a fire, the 
better for our natural ecosystems.

After fire passes over the landscape, 
some areas are severely burned, others are 
burned lightly, leaving fire resistant spe-
cies alive, and some areas aren’t burned 
at all. This fire patchwork creates a diver-
sity of habitats as our forests regrow. In 
fire-dependent ecosystems, like so many 
of the areas that have burned this summer, 
fires rejuvenate important wildlife habitat for elk, deer and big-
horn sheep. Fires at mid and high elevations create ideal condi-
tions for huckleberries, an important food for bears and other 
species.

Our native plant communities have evolved to regenerate after 
fires. Standing dead trees continue to provide cover and habitat 
for wildlife as well as shade for regrowth of plant communi-
ties, and help keep streams cool for our native fish. Green tree 
patches, left after fires skip across the landscape, are not just 
important as wildlife habitat, but also as seed sources and for the 
complexity of the rejuvenating landscape.

While forestry provides jobs and important economic benefits 
to our communities, over-zealous salvage logging has long-term 

negative impacts on our ecosystems, including wildlife, fish, 
birds, and water quality. Poorly planned salvage logging can 
easily negate the benefits that fire provides.

If we are going to salvage log, careful management is crucial. 
Green tree patches must be retained. En-
larged riparian buffers and green tree 
retention is needed to minimize impacts 
on rivers and streams. Keeping snags 
individually and in patches is important 
wherever possible within the bounds of 
safety. Delaying logging, while possibly 
compromising wood quality, gives vege-
tation a better chance to regrow.

The science is also clear on motorized ve-
hicle use: it is one of the biggest threats 
to our wildlife. Fireguards and roads, both 
from firefighting and salvage logging, 
need to be rehabilitated so that new areas 
aren’t opened up to motorized recreation.

The fires that threaten our communities 
every year are a natural part of our eco-

systems, regenerating plant communities and wildlife habitat. 
Our challenge is to better fireproof forests around our communi-
ties to keep our homes safe. As long as healthy ecosystems are 
a priority, fireproofing our forests can provide forestry jobs and 
make us safer, while making our forests more resilient and better 
habitat for many wildlife species.

In the rush to salvage timber, let’s not put short-term economics 
ahead of the long-term health of our forests and our ecosystems.

John Bergenske works provincially and internationally on for-
est, wildlife and land use issues to protect biodiversity values 
across Canada’s Columbia and southern Rocky Mountains. He 
lives in the East Kootenays and is the conservation director for 
Wildsight.

“The fires are a natural  
part of our ecosystems,  

regenerating plant  
communities and 
wildlife habitat.”
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Salish Sea
The solution we’re looking for

by Laurie Gourlay 

Here on the west coast we share the lands and waters of the 
First Peoples of the Salish Sea, whose culture and traditions 
extend back to the ice age. And then there’s the wildlife, 
birds of the Pacific Flyway, marine species galore, ancient 
and teeming mudflats, rocky outcrops, and shimmering 
beaches of sand.

Protecting the “outstanding universal value” of the Salish Sea’s 
Canadian waters will be a gift to the world if our World Heritage 
Site application succeeds. As UNESCO celebrates its 10th anni-
versary of Marine World Heritage Sites, the proposal is gaining 
momentum, and supporters. 

To date, despite the north and midcoasts of BC gaining cultural 
and natural protections, after years of consultation and study, 
there has not been similar investment in the health and heritage 
of the Salish Sea. Very unfortunate. Our future economy and 
environment, the foundation of our region, home of some 3.5 
million Canadians, deserves equal treatment. 

What’s more, the world loves the beauty and heritage which the 
Salish Sea embodies. Future generations should have the chance 
to share such treasure. Writ large, the Salish Sea offers itself to 
stewardship solutions, transboundary opportunities and co-man-
agement governance, and bold leadership. 

As an ocean nation our commitment to protect 10 per cent of our 
coastal waters is the bare minimum of our global responsibility. 
Our seafaring heritage calls upon us to protect the culture, com-
munities and astounding natural environments which form and 
shape Canada and our longest coastline in the world. 

The Tsleil-Waututh Nation recently took such an initiative for 
their ocean waters, publishing a 128-page science-based plan 
for the Burrard Inlet. Blending First Nation laws and environ-
mental stewardship with the economic necessities of a working 
port, the Tsleil-Waututh offer solutions to many of the challeng-
es facing the Salish Sea. Such innovative stewardship offers 
transboundary opportunities, integrating cultural and natural 

considerations within co-management governance – arrange-
ments which work well for our US neighbours and tribal nations 
in Washington. 

With 98 per cent of Canadians saying that protecting our oceans 
and marine ecosystems is a priority, one wonders: what’s the 
hold-up? 

The House of Commons Salish Sea Petition E-1269 can be 
found at: petitions.ourcommons.ca

Laurie Gourlay is the Interim Director of the Salish Sea Trust, 
and has worked on environmental campaigns since the mid-
1970s.

Salish Sea Trust, www.salishseatrust.ca
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Wildlife Loss
Not someone else’s problem. It’s a Canadian problem.

Compiled by Delores Broten 

Canada’s wildlife are in trouble, and those species that are 
declining are suffering deep losses, according to new re-
search from WWF Canada. 
 
The Living Planet Report Canada is the most comprehensive 
synthesis of Canadian wildlife population trends ever con-
ducted. It shows wildlife populations in Canada are in serious 
and significant decline. Even more surprising, the numbers for 
at-risk species, those protected by law, are just as bad – if not 
worse. 

The report looked at more than 400 sources of data between 
1970 and 2014 for 903 vertebrate species (106 mammal species, 
386 bird species, 365 fish species, and 46 amphibian and reptile 
species). Invertebrate wildlife was not included, due to lack of 

long-term monitoring. It is estimated that about 80,000 known 
species live in Canada.

50 per cent of species are in decline: From 1970 to 2014, half 
(451 of 903) of monitored wildlife species in Canada declined in 
abundance, with an average decline of 83 per cent. As for Can-
ada’s federally protected species, since 2002, when the Species 
at Risk Act (SARA) became law, federally listed at-risk wildlife 
populations declined by 28 per cent. 

Key findings 
• Mammals: Populations dropped 43 per cent.
• Amphibians and reptiles: Populations dropped 34 per cent.
• Fish: Populations declined by 20 per cent.
• Birds: While some groups of birds are showing signs of re-
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covery, others aren’t faring as well. Monitored populations of 
grassland birds dropped 69 per cent, aerial insectivores fell 51 
per cent, and shorebird populations declined by 43 per cent.
  
Regional findings                             
• Atlantic region: Atlantic marine fish populations fell 38 per 
cent.
• Central region: Amphibian and reptile populations declined 
16 per cent; Lake Ontario fish populations declined 32 per cent, 
on average, between 1992 and 2014.
• Prairie region: Grassland bird populations declined 55 per 
cent.
• Pacific region: Freshwater populations (birds, mammals, fish, 
amphibians, and reptiles that live in or depend on freshwater 
ecosystems) declined 14 per cent.
• Arctic region: Poor data availability on population abundance 
from 1970 to 1975 contributed to inconclusive results in this 
region.
   
Habitat loss and fragmentation, climate change, pollution, un-
sustainable harvest, and invasive species are the key contribu-
tors to wildlife decline. Together, effects of these stressors are 
cumulative (simultaneous and additive) and cascading (changes 
in one species triggers changes in another). 

Case study: the beluga
The beluga of the St. Lawrence estuary is the most southerly 
whale of its kind. Once considered a prime source of oil, it was 
harvested in huge numbers. In the 1920s, when cod stocks sud-
denly declined, fishermen blamed the St. Lawrence belugas. In 
1928, the Quebec government handed out rifles and offered a 
$15 bounty for each beluga killed. Soon after, Quebec autho-
rized aerial bombing of belugas for a few years. By the late 
1970s, the population had dropped to a tenth of its historical 
estimated population size; a hunting ban was implemented in 
1979.

Though the St. Lawrence beluga was SARA-listed as Threatened 
in 2005, it wasn’t until 2012, with the population hovering at 
approximately 900 whales, that critical habitat was finally iden-
tified and a recovery strategy was published. Legal protection of 
the area was delayed until 2016. The St. Lawrence beluga was 
uplisted to Endangered in 2017. A safe, disturbance-free habitat 
is essential to the whales, which continue to suffer from contam-
inants in the food chain, prey-fish availability, entanglement in 
fishing gear, and the effects of climate change, shipping activity, 
and disease.

Case study: the orca
The largest of the Pacific salmon species, chinook are born in 
cool, freshwater inland streams and leave for the open ocean 
before returning to their birthplace – sometimes as much as 
1,500 kilometres upstream – to spawn. Southern resident killer 
whales, also known as orcas, meanwhile, distinguish themselves 
from most other orca populations by feeding near-exclusively 
on chinook. 

Chinook salmon populations have declined drastically over the 
last century, from commercial fishing and dams and reservoirs. 
Many chinook stocks are now a small percentage of their his-
toric levels, and more than 50 stocks are extinct. The southern 
resident killer whale population, meanwhile, has earned the 
Endangered designation in both Canada, under SARA, and the 
United States. 

Between 1995 and 2017, the number of southern resident killer 
whales has fluctuated from a high of 98 individuals to a pre-
carious low of just 78, as of July 2017. Key drivers behind the 
decline of this population of orca are: declining availability of 
their preferred food (chinook salmon); toxins in food; increas-
ing underwater noise and disturbance from marine traffic. Fall-
ing numbers of chinook due to fishing, dams, increasing ocean 
and stream temperatures and stream habitat loss – often hun-
dreds of kilometres from the ocean home of the orcas – have had 
a corresponding impact on the southern resident killer whales. 

For more information, visit wwf.ca. In early 2018, WWF Canada 
will convene a National Summit to Reverse the Decline of Wild-
life to combat wildlife loss in Canada.

Swift Fox ©John E. Marriott / All Canada Photos 
Burrowing Owl ©Rembrandt86 via Pond 5
Narwhal crossing tusks, Baffin Island, Nunavut ©Eric Baccega/WWF
Lake Sturgeon, Great Lakes ©Engbretson Underwater Photography

http://www.wwf.ca/
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Land and Power
The personal in the political

Reviewed by Heather Menzies

These fine books speak to the deep healing in people’s rela-
tions with each other and with the earth that’s needed if we 
are to meaningfully address the damage being done to both 
our social and natural environments. 

Ghassan Hage’s book sheds persuasive light on why action on 
climate change is stalled at the level of talk, by linking it to rac-
ism. To him this signals the (largely white male) elites projecting 
their fear of loss of power onto the racialized “other” to avoid 
coming to terms with their need for power through domination, 
which underlies the environmental crisis in the first place. 

Leanne Betasamosake Simpson’s new book isn’t about the en-
vironment but Indigenous self-determination, yet its addition-
al relevance emerges in Hage’s conclusion. Hage, a professor 
of Anthropology and Social Theory at the University of Mel-
bourne, sees hope less in dismantling the systems of domination 
associated with capitalism and colonialism than in nurturing 
alternative worlds and world views based on “mutuality” and 
“reciprocity.” These happen to be central to the Indigenous cos-
mology that Simpson has been imagining and living her way 

into through her work as an activist-academic and mother since 
the Oka crisis of 1990 “changed my life,” as she wrote in This is 
an Honour Song: Twenty Years Since the Blockades, a book she 
co-edited that marked 20 years since that turning-point event.
 

Is Racism an Environmental Threat? 

Ghassan Hage, Polity Press, 2017  (145 pp, including index), 
Hardback ISBN: 9780745692265 $54.00;  
Paperback ISBN: 9780745692272 $15.95;  
Open eBook 9780745692302 $15.95

As We Have Always Done:  
Indigenous Freedom through Radical Resistance 

Leanne Betasamosake Simpson,  
University of Minnesota Press, 2017 (320 pp)  

ISBN: 978-1-5179-0386-2 cloth/jacket $24.95

http://politybooks.com/bookdetail/?isbn=9780745692265
https://www.upress.umn.edu/book-division/books/as-we-have-always-done
https://watershedsentinel.ca/incorrect/
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In a way, Hage’s book takes on the power that Indigenous ac-
tivists confronted at Oka, starting at its source. He begins with 
Aristotle on the importance of hierarchy, and of mastery and 
control – of the soul over the body and man over nature (and 
women) – and continues with Descartes’ binaries of mind over 
matter, culture over nature. With this historical stage set – of 
separating people from nature and then into hierarchial relations 
– Hage excavates what he calls a “mode of existence” under-
pinning capitalist “modes of production.” In one of the most 
brilliant insights in this important if dense book, he names this 
as “generalized domestication,” which he defines as “a mode 
of inhabiting the world” by “occupying it” and “through dom-
inating it for the purpose of making it yield value.” The word 
“domesticate” casts a benign light on the often brutal violence 
of domination over land, animals and people, partly because its 
purpose, Hage argues, is to enable its agents “to feel at home in 
the world.” But when something happens to challenge that sense 
of existential well being, watch out! This is where Hage plac-
es racism, especially Islamophobia, on the environmental-crisis 
stage. At a deeply personal level, the powers that be are unset-
tled. And so, they impute the power to dominate that they feel 
they’re losing onto “the other.” 

Muslims are a special target because they themselves don’t con-
form to the domestication agenda of the modern Western world, 
as they quietly (for the most part) insist on being answerable to 
God, rather than to stock market fluctuations. Meanwhile, Is-
lamophobia is a great diversion from taking necessary action on 
climate change. Anyone interested in helping to break this im-
passe by better understanding it will find this book invaluable. 
For a guide in helping to chart a way beyond it, I recommend 
Leanne Betasamosake Simpson’s work – highly!

Like Hage, Simpson understands the importance of the personal 
in the political. That’s why, in This is an Honour Song: Twenty 
Years Since the Blockades, she credits Mohawk Ellen Gabri-
el’s leadership during the Oka crisis with “waking me up, for 
sending me on a path that led me to learn my culture…” and 
“challeng[ing] me to find my voice and use it.” That’s why, too, 
she often begins her teaching by encouraging students to name 
racist stereotypes they experience in their daily lives (“squaw,” 
“stupid”…). In sharing they can in effect “ cast out” the demons 
of internalized colonialism.

As We Have Always Done builds on her ground-breaking 2011 
book, Dancing on our Turtle’s Back, which documented her 
return to the land and what the elders still living there had to 
teach her, and also what this has meant for her as a resurgence 

of her Indigenous identity. In this equally original tour de force, 
she uses her grounded Indigenous voice to articulate how to 
move First Nations in Canada forward on their own terms – as 
land-centred self-determination. Self-determination starts with 
the personal, and this includes the uniqueness of one’s sexual 
identity, she insists. Having researched (and partially lived) the 
particularly brutal domestication of both women and two-spirit-
ed Indigenous people under colonial rule, Simpson is convinced 
that freely determining the particulars of one’s sexual self is cru-
cial. It is the bedrock of self-determination and of all the right 
relations that flow from that, based as they are on (mutual) rec-
ognition and respect. 

Realizing that traditional knowledge is not objectified (or even 
objectifiable) like Western knowledge, but alive and embedded 
in the land and all the relations growing out of it, Simpson has 
shifted her academic work away from established Canadian uni-
versities to new land-based ones like the Dechinta Centre for 
Research and Learning in Denedeh, where she is now a faculty 
member. “Land is pedagogy,” she writes. She sees it as her gen-
eration’s job to resuscitate traditional place-based Indigenous 
practices so that these once again form the basis of what is nor-
mal; she calls it “grounded normativity.”  This way, her children 
and grandchildren will be able to recognize themselves as Indig-
enous in ways their ancestors will recognize too. 

There’s an implicit argument in Simpson’s stress on that foun-
dational attachment to land and “living within Indigenous in-
telligence.” Having been open to learn from the land and the 
animals (directly and indirectly through stories, such as how the 
squirrels taught humans to tap maple trees), people grounded in 
this reality and cosmology are equipped to be self-determining 
adults in mutually respectful and responsible ways. These ways 
will not only help sustain them with food, medicine, clothing 
and shelter. They will also sustain the land and the co-inhabiting 
flora and fauna they share it with. This is Simpson’s hopeful vi-
sion. While her intended audience is other Indigenous peoples, 
I think non-Indigenous Canadians will find it inspiring as they 
take up her challenge of decolonization and “finding a way of 
living in the world that is not based on violence and exploita-
tion.” 

Heather Menzies’ last book, Reclaiming the Commons for the 
Common Good, is about her re-connecting with her ancestors 
in the Highlands of Scotland, and their place-based practices of 
living in harmony with the land.  
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These generous sustainers are the people power who help us 
provide you with an independent voice for the environment, 

activism, and social justice. We depend on them. 

Thank You

Stars ($500 and over annual donation)
Jacqueline Ainsworth, Fanny Bay BC • Ralph & 
Lannie Keller, Read Island BC • R. Michael Kerr, 
Kelowna BC • Robert Mathews, Chase BC • Mel 
McDonald, Victoria BC • Peter Johnston & Sue 
Wheeler, Lasqueti Island BC 

Friends ($200 - $499 annual donation)
Gordon Albright, Toronto ON • Barnard-Boecker 
Centre Foundation, Victoria BC • Jim Bradshaw, 
Maple Ridge BC • John & Sharon Cashore, Co-
quitlam BC • Linda Cheu, Courtenay BC • Bar-
bara Holmberg, Edgewood BC • John & Cathie 
Howard, Hornby Island BC • Marlene Johnston, 
Kaslo BC • Susan Steffner & John Kristensen, Wha-
letown BC • Juliette & Rick Laing, Salt Spring Is-
land BC • Paul MacGillvray, Mission BC • Michael 
Major, Victoria BC • Gail & David Morton, Port Al-
berni BC • David Moulton, New Westminster BC • 
Susan & Doc Paynter, Salt Spring Island BC • Da-
vid Pinel, Courtenay BC • Colin Rankin, Whistler 
BC • Murray Rankin, Victoria BC • Helen Lee & Mi-
chael Redican, Quathiaski Cove BC • Paul San-
born, Prince George BC • Penny Sanger, Ottawa 
ON • Olga Schwartzkoff, Vancouver BC • John 
Shirley, Watford ON • Frances Slaney, Ottawa ON 
• Lois Sutherland, Victoria BC • Shelia White, Sum-
merland BC • Jim Whitworth, Ucluelet BC • Dr. K. 
J. Williams, Victoria BC • Ray Woollam, Duncan 
BC • John & Betty Zaikow, Powell River BC 

Patrons ($100 - $199 annual donation)
Andrea Carol Anderson, Campbell River BC • 
Robert Bach, Barriere BC • Valerie Barnes-Con-
nell, La Ronge SK • Rosemary & John Baxter, 
Courtenay BC • Andrew & Catherine Black, 
Comox BC • Melanie Boulding, Nanaimo BC • 
Peter Broomhall & Sherry Loof, Vancouver BC • 
Gillian and John Campbell, Saltspring Island BC • 
Renate Kroesa & John Dafoe, Halfmoon Bay BC 
• Anicca de Trey, Comox BC • Ursula DeShield, 
Galiano Island BC • Rick Dobson, Cumberland 
BC • Susan Clarke & Alan Dolan, Metchosin BC • 
G. B. Dryvynsyde, San Francisco CA • Nick Dud-
ink, Nanaimo BC • Alan & Christina Eastwood, 
North Saanich, BC • Lyn Farquharson, Campbell 
River BC • Elizabeth Ferris, Vancouver BC • Alison 
Fitzgerald, Gabriola Island BC • Susan & Harold 
Fletcher, Sechelt BC • Harvey Gee, Coldstream 
BC • Karl Goodwin, Denman Island BC • Alison 
Graves, Nanaimo BC • Janet & Steve Gray, Vic-
toria BC • Denny Grisdale, Port Alberni BC • Bill 

& Pat Halliday, Comox BC • Chris Hilliar, Cour-
tenay BC • David Huntley, Burnaby BC • Karen 
Hurley, Victoria BC • Vicky Husband, Victoria BC 
• Stuart Isto, Powell River BC • Joy Jeffries, Hornby 
Island BC • Paul & M. Knepperges, Powell River 
BC • James & Ellen Leslie, Hornby Island BC • 
Ben Livant, Victoria BC • Lillian Martin, Harrison 
Hotsprings BC • Heather McLean & Lisa Pierce, 
Denman Island BC • Dave McCandless, Alder-
grove BC • Fred McMechan, Williams Lake BC 
• Mary Mitchell, Squamish BC • Glen Morton, 
Halifax NS • David Morwood & Anne Cubitt, 
Courtenay BC • Maggie Paquet, Port Alberni BC 
• Jim Pasnak, Edmonton AB • Judith Plant, Ga-
briola Island, BC • Victor Prochaska, Vancouver 
BC • Joyce & John Prothero, Saltspring Island 
BC • Nina Raginsky, Salt Spring Island BC • Mary 
Richardson, Athabasca AB • Mary Richardson, 
Saltspring Island BC • Peter Rowlands, Newmar-
ket ON • June Ryder, Vancouver BC • Mugs Sig-
urgeirson, Hornby Island BC • Sierra Club Quadra 
Group, Quadra Island BC •  Ronnie Solbert, Ran-
dolph VT • Helen Spiegelman, Vancouver BC • 
David & Maria Squance, Victoria BC • Keiko & 
Allan Stewart, Hagensborg BC • Robert Thomp-
son, Vancouver BC • Ellen Tolson, Rock Creek BC 
• Lorna Visser & Wayne McCrory, New Denver BC 
• Shivon Robinsong & Bill Weaver, Victoria BC • 
Renate Weigel, Duncan BC • James Wentworth, 
Kamloops BC • Richard White, Christina Lake 
BC • Jim Windsor, Qualicum Beach BC • Ernie 
Yacub, Courtenay BC 

Sustainers ($50 - $99 annual donation)
Mike & Arlene Bell, Comox BC • Michael Beulah, 
Summerland BC • Suzanne Blair, London ON • 
Hermann Bruns, Mara BC • Ian Button, Denman 
Island BC • Jane Carson, Comox BC • Jeff Chil-
ton, Tofino BC • Hugh Cotton, Vancouver BC • 
Guy Dauncey, Ladysmith BC • Silvia di Blasio, Sur-
rey BC • John Dickin, Madeira Park BC • William 
& Gretchen Foster, Saltspring Island BC • Mary 
Gavan, Vancouver BC • Sally Gellard & Tina Fil-
ipino, Courtenay BC • David & Bridget Gillespie, 
Telkwa BC • Elaine Golds, Port Moody BC • Colin 
Gray, Vancouver BC • David Grigg, Vancouver 
BC • Anne Grube, Kamloops BC • Phil Haight, 
Dawson Creek BC • Wendy & Hubert Havelaar, 
Whaletown BC • Pierre Hiemstra, Smithers BC • 
Marilyn Kan, Victoria BC • Alice Kidd, Lillooet BC 
• Wal & Ester Kneifel, Vancouver BC • Bob Lane, 

Vancouver BC • Edmund Livingston, Vancou-
ver BC • George Logan, Victoria BC • Dorothy 
and Des McIntosh, Santa Barbara, CA • Pam & 
Don Munroe, Courtenay BC • James Musgrove, 
Vancouver BC • Denise Nadeau, Courtenay BC 
• Kevin Neish, Victoria BC • Chark Nipp, Victoria 
BC • E. Novasel, Vancouver BC • Stefan Och-
man, Bamfield BC • Tom Pater, Courtenay BC • 
Bob Peart, North Saanich BC • Jo Phillips, Sooke 
BC • Wendy Prothero, Comox BC • Dona Reel, 
Gibsons BC • Brian Holgate & Carles Roch-Cunill, 
Salt Spring Island BC • Norberto Rodriguez dela 
Vega, Penticton BC • Michael Rooksby, Victoria 
BC • Harriet Rueggeberg, Lanzville BC • Joan 
Russow, Victoria BC • SaltSpring Seeds, Salt Spring 
Island BC • Suzanne Sarioglu, Thetis Island BC • 
Barbara Scott, Victoria BC • Gillian Seaton, Jas-
per AB • Gail Shepherd, Vancouver BC • Daniel 
Siegel, Hornby Island BC • Jan Slakov, Salt Spring 
Island, BC • Dr. Bill Smith, Port Wade, Nova Sco-
tia • Larry Sorken, Courtenay BC • Anna Tilman, 
Aurora ON • Marjorie Urquhart, Fanny Bay BC • 
Peter & Robin Walford, Hornby Island BC • Patti 
Wheeldon, Courtenay BC • James Wilson, West 
Vancouver BC • Manfred Winter, Bowser BC • El-
eanor & Van Wright/Andruss, Lillooet BC • Eileen 
Wttewaall, Salt Spring Island, BC • Susan Yoshiha-
ra, Denman Island BC 

A big Thank You to all those listed, to our 
monthly donors, the bundle donors, those 
who wish to remain anonymous, and the 
many who add a little extra to their sub-
scription.

Friends of Cortes Island sponsors public educa-
tion features about sustainable living for Georgia 
Strait and the Islands. To receive a tax receipt, for 
your donation ONLY, make your donation to FOCI 
and mail to:

 Watershed Sentinel, 
 P.O. Box 1270, Comox BC 
 Canada V9M 7Z8
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The Rights of Nature
A Legal Revolution That Could Save the World

Reviewed by Maggie Paquet 

Environmental lawyer David Boyd is an optimist. Inspired 
by the sublime – but threatened – surroundings of his home 
in BC’s southern Gulf Islands, he describes how a change 
in legislation can protect our still wondrous environment. 
Boyd has an infectious writing style that makes for enjoyable 
reading, even when the subject matter may be difficult.

“The rights of Nature.” What does that mean? Boyd is hopeful that 
human societies – particularly our dominant culture – can recog-
nize that all living things have as much right to exist as any of us. I 
marvel at his optimism, and thank him for it.

He asks: What are the rights and responsibilities that define the 
relationship between humans and the natural world? Would it help 
the endangered Southern Resident orcas, mountain caribou, or 
Garry oak ecosystems if they had legal rights?

Many of us know that our environmental laws are far too weak to 
protect the natural world. If Canada had a law that recognized a 
person’s human right to a healthy environment – which it doesn’t – 
would that offer significant protection to Douglas fir ecosystems? 
To salmon? Probably not.

What then would it take to protect our planet – the rivers, oceans, 
plants, and animals – from further extinctions and the ultimate 
threat of climate change? Boyd says a new approach is needed. He 
asks: “Could recognizing Nature’s rights help push human society 

toward a reconciliation with the rest of the community of life on 
Earth?”

This book reveals that Canada lags well behind other countries in 
recognizing this. New Zealand, Ecuador, Bolivia, and others (sig-
nificantly, most with relatively large indigenous populations) have 
enacted laws that respect a more encompassing worldview than 
the narrow one held by most of North America’s settler societies.

The promise of such laws is that they incorporate indigenous worl-
dviews into legal systems. Where is Canada along this path? No-
where. Even some American jurisdictions have started to protect 
Nature, as in the current attempt to give “personhood” to the Col-
orado River. Bolivia’s 2009 constitution recognizes the right to a 
healthy environment, then expands the right to “individuals and 
collectives of present and future generations, as well as to other 
living things.”

There are roughly seven billion people living on this tiny rotat-
ing sphere. Every day comes news that emphasises our collective 
alienation from what it takes to maintain a healthy life on Earth: 
climate change, hurricanes, floods. As well as physical effects, so-
cial problems, from violence to suicides, can be attributed to the 
knowledge that our world is changing into a diminished form due 
to environmental degradation and loss of species – species that 
are iconic to (or essential to the survival of) one or another social 
group. These losses are an assault on well-being, creating an ill-de-
fined loss of identity that fosters alienation from the community of 
the amazing planet we call home.

This book gives excellent food for thought. Upcoming generations 
will appreciate that new kinds of laws are needed to put Canada on 
the path to a healthy environment, and to stop the need for citizens 
to constantly struggle to protect oceans, forests, and wildlife – the 
land, water and air that are the fundamental basis for life on Earth.

Maggie Paquet is a biologist, writer, and editor who has spent 
two-thirds of her life living on BC’s beautiful coast.

The Rights of Nature: A Legal Revolution 
That Could Save the World
David R. Boyd

ECW Press, 272 pages 
ISBN 978-1-77041-239-2 
$19.95 (eBook free)

https://ecwpress.com/products/rights-of-nature
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“If you owned a house and you invited others who needed a 
place to stay to come and stay in your house, is it still your 
house? 

“What if you got sick and members of your family died, and the 
ones you initially welcomed invited more of their own to come 
and live in your house – even though they now outnumber your 
family – does it make the house theirs? 

“What if your rules for the house are ignored and the newcom-
ers impose their own rules in the house, does ownership of the 
house transfer? 

“And if eventually you are displaced to the garage and the new-
comers use up the best part of the house, does that make the 
house theirs? 

“To try to get your rights and title to the house acknowledged 
you are forced to go into their foreign institution and the laws 
you are forced to argue are all theirs, but does that justify legal-
ly transferring the house to them without your consent?

“These questions call up an understanding of basic property 
rights, but they also apply to the fight within the Canadian court 
system to re-establish Aboriginal rights and title. The newcomers 
came to visit and then decided to make the house their own. 
The house has many rooms though, enough for all to live com-
fortably – as long as everyone’s rights are respected, especially 
those of the original owners.”

—Bev Sellars, former chief of the Xat’sull First Nation  
[who recently filed private charges against Mount Polley Mining 

Corporation (Imperial Metals)], in her 2016 book Price Paid: The 
Fight for First Nations Survival

Canada 
150+

Our home on native land
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http://talonbooks.com/books/price-paid
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Continued on Page 20  

Land & Reconciliation
Having the right conversations

by Leanne Betasamosake Simpson 

This past summer, a conflict occurred between cottagers and 
Mississauga Nishnaabeg wild rice harvesters on Pigeon Lake 
in Ontario when folks from the “Save Pigeon Lake” group 
were issued permits from the Trent-Severn Waterway and 
Parks Canada to hire a contractor to remove wild rice from 
the lake.

Curve Lake First Nation member James Whetung was at the 
centre of the controversy, as a harvester who sells Black Duck 
Wild Rice regularly at the Peterborough Farmer’s Market and 
who has been reseeding Pigeon Lake for the past few years.

James is an important person in Missis-
sauga Nishnaabeg communities because 
he is an expert on wild rice. He has spent 
years refining the complicated process-
ing of the rice, nurturing the beds back 
to life, and teaching others how to do the 
same. He also provides local Nishnaabe 
communities, my community, and the 
broader Peterborough community with 
a local, sustainably harvested source of 
wild rice, so we don’t have to rely on 
commercially produced rice from Min-
nesota.

Minomiin, or wild rice, has grown in 
our territory since time immemorial 
and it used to cover many of the lakes in this area, including 
Pimadashkodeyong (Rice Lake) and Chemong. Curve Lake El-
der Doug Williams recounts stories of a tiny canoe path up the 
centre of Chemong because the rice was so thick and healthy. 
Our families lived good lives with a beautiful sustainable food 
system because of wild rice.

Minomiin is a cornerstone of Mississauga Nishnaabeg gover-
nance, economy, and well-being. As a food, it is high in protein, 
and through a complex drying and curing process, it can last 
through the winter as a staple food, when hunting and fishing 

are more difficult. Mississauga Nishnaabeg families gather in 
ricing areas in the fall to pick and process rice – which involves 
drying, roasting, dancing, and winnowing. Songs, stories, and 
ceremonies were interwoven with each step. Large amounts of 
minomiin were cached for the winter.

In November, wild rice harvesters from Curve Lake First Nation 
(Doug Williams and James Whetung) and Alderville First Na-
tion (Dave Mowat and myself) came together with a supportive 
audience in the Peterborough Public Library to talk about mi-
nomiin and reconciliation.

Reconciliation is a word that we’ve 
heard a lot lately in the media. The Truth 
and Reconciliation Commission recent-
ly concluded its work and has released 
its final report with 93 recommenda-
tions, which Prime Minister Trudeau 
has promised to implement “in order to 
redress the legacy of residential schools 
and advance the process of Canadian 
reconciliation.”

Land is not mentioned in any of the rec-
ommendations, in part because the com-
mission was set up to focus on individ-
ual suffering in residential schools. Yet, 
residential schools were a strategy used 

by Canada to break the connection between Indigenous peoples 
and our lands, so the state could access the land for settlement 
and for natural resources.

By taking our children and holding them hostage, the federal 
government truncated what Indigenous parents were willing 
to do to resist the most devastating aspects of colonialism. By 
breaking the intimate connection between children and their 
families, their culture, their language and their land, the state 
was attempting to assimilate Indigenous peoples into Canadian 
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Reconciliation continued

society and eliminate barriers to natural resources and land. By 
removing children from Indigenous education systems, the state 
was hoping to eliminate Indigenous forms of governance and 
leadership.

Beyond the individual suffering of Indigenous children and 
families, residential schools have had significant, ongoing im-
plications for maintaining the system of 
settler colonialism in Canada. While colo-
nialism is something from the past for most 
Canadians, Indigenous peoples experience 
it as a system and a process in the present 
that prevents us from living as Nishnaabeg 
in our homeland.

Residential schools were just one part of 
an ugly and ongoing strategy to destroy In-
digenous nations that included policies such as the Indian Act, 
fraudulent treaty processes and land theft, the criminalization of 
Indigenous dissent and resistance, gender violence, and racism.

The past two hundred years have not been kind or fair to the 
Mississauga Nishnaabeg or our rice. We have been dispossessed, 
often violently, of virtually all of our territory, which spans the 
north shore of Lake Ontario. This makes it very difficult for us 
to live as Nishnaabeg in our homeland.

Wild rice beds have been catastrophically destroyed through 
construction of the Trent Severn Waterway and fluctuating wa-
ter levels, the decline of water quality in the lakes, boat traffic, 
and cottagers actively removing the beds from the waterfront. 
Our sacred sites, our cemeteries, our hunting grounds, trap 
lines, fishing spots, ceremonial places, camping places, trails, 
medicine gathering spots, and wild rice beds are very difficult 

to access because they are on private land, 
in provincial parks, or under the control of 
municipalities and cities.

This presents a tremendous problem for 
people like me who are raising Nishnaabeg 
children and who want my kids to fall in 
love with their land, know their stories and 
language, and live in the world as Nish-
naabeg. I want them to be able to icefish in 

the winter, fast at the Kinomaage-Waapkong (the Peterborough 
Petroglyphs), make maple sugar and trap muskrats in the spring, 
hunt bullfrogs in the summer, and hunt deer, ducks and geese, 
and of course harvest minomiin in the fall.

How can we “advance the process of Canadian reconciliation” 
without talking about land? Local First Nations are currently 
engaged in several battles to protect land: the ability to harvest 
rice; the burial mounds on “private land” in Hastings, Ontario; 

“How can we ‘advance 
the process of Canadian 
reconciliation’ without 

talking about land?”
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the Fraser property, a tract of land set for condo development 
in Burleigh Falls; and the protection of our beloved Chi’Minis/
Boyd Island.

There are very few places left where we can be Nishnaabeg on 
our own terms. The federal and provincial governments, af-
ter years of court battles, have finally recognized hunting and 
fishing rights for the Williams Treaty communities. This is a 
tremendous victory for us, as we have very 
few places we can hunt. Giving these places 
back is an excellent start to an ongoing pro-
cess of reconciliation that is more than just 
apologies and superficial changes.

Land is an important conversation for Indig-
enous peoples and Canada to have because 
land is at the root of our conflicts. Far from 
asking settler Canadians to pack up and 
leave, it is critical that we think about how 
we can better share land. That’s a conversa-
tion we’re not having, except when conflict 
escalates to the level it did last summer on 
Pigeon Lake.

The night at the Peterborough Public Li-
brary showed me that there are organiza-
tions and people in the Peterborough area 
that are interested in figuring out how to 
share and protect land, and that don’t feel 
angry or threatened about me being Nish-
naabeg in my territory. Indeed, while Mis-
sissauga Nishnaabeg experience a lot of 
anger, racism and violence from our neigh-
bours, many local people have also encouraged me to hunt on 
their land, launch canoes from their waterfront, or harvest med-
icine from their bush – land that they recognize as Nishnaabeg.

I get asked “What do you people want anyway?” a lot in my 
travels. During Idle No More, I decided to think about that ques-
tion in a deep way and commit to clearly articulating what I 
want as a Nishnaabekwe. At the end of my presentation that 
night at the library, I read my vision for the first time in the city 
I live in:

I want my great-grandchildren to be able to fall in love with ev-
ery piece of our territory. I want their bodies to carry with them 
every story, every song, every piece of poetry hidden in our 

Nishnaabeg language. I want them to be able to dance through 
their lives with joy. I want them to live without fear because they 
know respect, because they know in their bones what respect 
feels like. I want them to live without fear because they have 
a pristine environment with clean waterways that will provide 
them with the physical and emotional sustenance to uphold their 
responsibilities to the land, their families, their communities, 
and their nations. I want them to be valued, heard, and cherished 

by our communities and by Canada no 
matter their skin colour, their physical and 
mental abilities, their sexual orientation, or 
their gender orientation.

I want my great-great-grandchildren and 
their great-great-grandchildren to be able to 
live as Mississauga Nishnaabeg unharassed 
and undeterred in our homeland.

The idea of my arms embracing my grand-
children, and their arms embracing their 
grandchildren is communicated in the 
Nishnaabe word kobade. According to el-
der Edna Manitowabi, kobade is a word we 
use to refer to our great grandparents and 
our great-grandchildren. It means a link in 
a chain – a link in the chain between gener-
ations, between nations, between states of 
being, between individuals. I am a link in a 
chain. We are all links in a chain.

Doug Williams, a Mississauga Nishnaabeg 
elder from Curve Lake First Nation calls 
our nation Kina Gchi Nishnaabeg ogamig 

– the place where we all live and work together. Our nation is a 
hub of Nishnaabe networks. It is a long kobade, cycling through 
time. It is a web of connections to each other, to the plant na-
tions, the animal nations, the rivers and lakes, the cosmos, and 
our neighbouring Indigenous nations.

Kina Gchi Nishnaabeg-ogamig is an ecology of intimacy.

It is an ecology of relationships in the absence of coercion, hier-
archy, or authoritarian power.

Kina Gchi Nishnaabeg-ogamig is connectivity based on the 
sanctity of the land, the love we have for our families, our lan-

“While Mississauga 
Nishnaabeg experience 

a lot of anger, racism 
and violence from 

our neighbours, many 
local people have 

also encouraged me 
to hunt on their land, 
launch canoes from 
their waterfront, or 
harvest medicine 

from their bush – land 
that they recognize as 

Nishnaabeg.”

Continued on Page 23  
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Brentwood Bay 
by Philip Kevin Paul

The town of Brentwood Bay—
not my home, but surrounded
by the entire mathematics
of postal codes that add up
to my “home site.”

Yet somehow a fitting part
of Saanich in all my dreams
of Saanich: a grave marker?
No, the town wasn’t made
to keep our remembering
and forgetting.

East end: filled-in bog.
Cranberries and medicine,
only women were invited there.
Its burial answered to
by my great-grandma’s tears—
the only answer.

West end: our winter
sanctuary—winter jack-springs,
crabs, oh, clams and blue
grouse. In one hour of night,
a celebration’s worth of grouse
could be gathered from low branches
of young pines. My mind
sometimes gropes in the dark
for their scaly ankles.

South: more bog, and deer.

North: I live here,
A forest as my backyard,
a town out front.

I make another explanation
to myself: one built of tears,
the other entered,
piece by piece,
as best and sooner
than I could accept it.

Philip Kevin Paul is a member of the WSÁ,NEC Nation from 
the Saanich Peninsula on Vancouver Island. His work has 
been published in BC Studies, Literary Review of Canada, 
Breathing Fire: Canada’s New Poets and An Anthology of 
Canadian Native Literature in English. Paul has worked 
with the University of Victoria’s linguistics department to 
ensure the preservation of the SENCOTEN language. 

His first book of poetry, Taking the Names Down from the 
Hill, won the 2004 Dorothy Livesay Award for Poetry.

“Brentwood Bay” by Philip Kevin Paul from Little Hunger, 
Nightwood Editions, 2008, www.nightwoodeditions.com

http://www.harbourpublishing.com/title/LittleHunger
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 Reconciliation continued

guage, our way of life. It is relationships based on deep reciproc-
ity, respect, non-interference, self-determination, and freedom.

Our nationhood is based on the idea that the earth is our first 
mother, that “natural resources” are not “natural resources” at 
all, but gifts from our mother. Our nationhood is based on the 
foundational concept that we should 
give up what we can to support the 
integrity of our homelands for the 
coming generations. We should give 
more than we take.

It is nationhood based on a series of 
radiating responsibilities.

This is what I understand our diplo-
mats were negotiating when settlers 
first arrived in our territory. This was 
the impetus for those very first trea-
ties – Nishnaabe freedom, protection 
for the land and the environment, a 
space – an intellectual, political, spir-
itual, artistic, creative, and physical 
space where we could live as Nish-
naabe and where our Kobade could 
do the same.

This is what my Ancestors wanted 
for me, for us. They wanted for our 
generation to practice Nishnaabe 
governance over our homeland, to 
partner with other governments over 
shared lands, to have the ability to 
make decisions about how the gifts 
of our mother would be used for the 
benefit of our people and in a manner 
to promote her sanctity for coming 
generations. I believe my ancestors 
expected the settler state to recognize my nation, our lands and 
the political and cultural norms in our territory.

My nationhood doesn’t just radiate outwards, it also radiates in-
wards. It is my physical body, my mind, and my spirit. It is our 
families – not the nuclear family that has been normalized in 
settler society, but big, beautiful, diverse, extended multi-racial 
families of relatives and friends that care very deeply for each 
other.

If reconciliation is to be meaningful, we need to be willing to 
dismantle settler colonialism as a system. Our current gov-
ernment needs to move beyond window dressing and begin to 
tackle the root causes of Indigenous oppression in Canada. This 
means respecting when Indigenous peoples say no to develop-
ment on our lands. It means dismantling land claims and self 

government processes that require 
us to terminate our Aboriginal and 

treaty rights to sit at the table. It 
means repealing the most damaging 
aspects of the Indian Act and respect-
ing First Nations political systems, 
governance, and ability to determine 
who belongs in our communities. It 
means being accountable about the 
collective damage that has been done 
and is being done, and supporting the 
regeneration of languages, cultures, 
and political systems. It means stop 
fighting us in court. It means giving 
back land, so we can rebuild and re-
cover from the losses of the last four 
centuries and truly enter into a new 
relationship with Canada and Cana-
dians.

Leanne Betasamosake Simpson is a 
member of Alderville First Nation. 
She is a writer, artist, and academic. 
Leanne is the author of Dancing on 
our Turtle’s Back, The Gift Is in the 
Making, Islands of Decolonial Love, 
and most recently of As We Have 
Always Done: Indigenous Freedom 
Through Radical Resistance. www.
leannesimpson.ca

This article originally appeared in Peterborough’s Electric City 
Magazine. www.electriccitymagazine.ca

“This is what my Ancestors 
wanted for me, for us. 
They wanted for our 

generation to practice 
Nishnaabe governance  

over our homeland, 
to partner with other 

governments over shared 
lands, to have the ability 
to make decisions about 

how the gifts of our mother 
would be used for the 

benefit of our people and 
in a manner to promote 
her sanctity for coming 

generations.”

https://www.leannesimpson.ca/
http://www.electriccitymagazine.ca/
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RELAW
Revitalizing Indigenous Law for Land, Air, and Water

by Maxine Hayman-Matilpi

From banning proposed heavy oil pipelines and denying 
consent following their own in-depth review processes, to 
upholding tribal park designations and safeguarding the her-
ring fishery, Indigenous nations are taking action using tools 
grounded in their own laws. In recent years, these actions 
have had a transformative impact on environmental deci-
sions and major resource development projects.

Yet in a world where colonialism has profoundly undermined 
Indigenous legal orders and governance systems – and where 
unsustainable resource extraction continues around us – the full 
revitalization of Indigenous law and its application to contem-
porary land and resource issues is a work in 
progress.

Through the RELAW project (Revitalizing 
Indigenous Law for Land, Air and Water), 
participating Indigenous nations work with 
community researchers and lawyers to de-
velop a written summary of legal principles 
related to environmental governance and land and resources 
for their nation, if they have not already done so. In addition 
to learning opportunities, nations have the opportunity to work 
together with a team of lawyers in an “on-the-ground” way, ap-
plying their laws to a particular environmental issue or aspect of 
land and resource management. This work may involve the de-
velopment of a contemporary Indigenous law instrument (like a 
written policy, standard or plan) to address the issue, serving as 
a bridge between the nation’s own laws and governance systems 
and on-the-ground enforcement.

To do so, participating nations have access to a year of pro-bono 
legal research and advice from West Coast Environmental Law 
(WCEL) lawyers experienced with environmental, Aboriginal 
and Indigenous law.

RELAW is a project of WCEL and the Indigenous Law Research 
Unit (ILRU) at the University of Victoria, Faculty of Law. Our 
first cohort began in 2016, and included six Indigenous part-

ners from around the province. Together with the Secwepemc 
(Shuswap Nation Tribal Council), St’át’imc, Fort Nelson, Tsil-
hqot’in, Tsawout and Gitga’at peoples, we researched Indige-
nous laws and guided community deliberation about how these 
principles should be applied on the ground. A second cohort of 
RELAW partners began work in summer 2017. Each RELAW 
project is based upon the people’s own laws and decision-mak-
ing processes.

The ILRU and West Coast share the fundamental belief that 
Indigenous law is law, that Indigenous laws are part of living 
Indigenous legal orders, and that Indigenous law can and should 

be used on the ground today. We understand 
the process of articulating, revitalizing and 
applying Indigenous law to be collaborative 
and deliberative, and we are committed to 
deepening community-based capacity to en-
gage in this process. 

In recognition of the deep connections of 
Indigenous peoples to the lands and waters of their territories 
and their right and responsibility to manage them according to 
their respective laws and governance systems, RELAW has a 
particular focus on aspects of Indigenous legal orders related to 
lands and resource management. Find out more about RELAW, 
including specific projects in the areas of Water, Land, Marine, 
and Environmental Assessment, at wcel.org/relaw.

Maxine Hayman-Matilpi is the RELAW Project Lead for West 
Coast Environmental Law. WCEL has launched a short film 
called RELAW: Living Indigenous Laws to demonstrate what this 
work is all about. Check it out at bit.ly/RELAWfilm 

“Indigenous law can 
and should be used 

on the ground today.”

https://www.wcel.org/blog/relaw-what-we-can-learn-living-indigenous-laws
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Respect
Collaborative consent for watershed co-governance

Canada’s relationships with Indigenous peoples – and the in-
stitutions, laws and policies governing these relationships 
– remain fraught with challenges 150 years into Confeder-
ation. These tensions are evident in freshwater governance 
in BC where First Nations are excluded from the major de-
cision-making regime; yet the outcomes have a significant 
impact on Indigenous rights and important cultural, spiritual 
and economic water uses.

Released in September by the POLIS Water Sustainability Proj-
ect at the University of Victoria and the Centre for Indigenous 
Environmental Resources (CIER), Collaborative Consent and 
British Columbia’s Water: Towards Watershed Co-Governance 
lays out a viable model for a critical shift towards more equita-
ble nation-to-nation relationships. 

Collaborative consent provides a powerful way to tackle diffi-
cult questions about how Indigenous and non-Indigenous gov-
ernments can work together to make decisions about water and 
land use, according to a report that uses BC’s new Water Sus-
tainability Act as a prime opportunity for its use. 

With collaborative consent, the parties commit to work togeth-
er as equals, each with their asserted authority, with a goal to 
achieve each other’s consent to decisions, policies, and plans. 

“Collaborative consent offers a way for BC to realize its com-
mitments to govern according to the United Nations Declaration 
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples and to develop a success-
ful co-governance regime for freshwater in this province,” says 
co-author Rosie Simms, a POLIS water law/policy researcher. 

The report takes a detailed look at collaborative consent and 
how it differs from other collaborative and partnership process-
es. It includes case studies on how elements of it have been used 
in BC, Canada, and internationally, such as the Great Bear Rain-
forest agreements, the Environmental Assessment for Voisey’s 
Bay Mine in Nunatsiavut, and New Zealand’s Whanganui River 
settlement agreement that extends legal personhood rights and 

standing to the Whanganui River as an integrated, living whole 
that is not “owned.” 

Another example is the Kunst’aa Guu–Kunst’aayah Haida 
Reconciliation Protocol, in which both the Haida Nation and 
the Province explicitly acknowledged their conflicting views 
with regard to sovereignty, title, ownership, and jurisdiction for 
Haida Gwaii territory. With these competing claims made clear, 
and despite them, the Protocol commits both parties to working 
together: “Notwithstanding and without prejudice to the afore-
said divergence of viewpoints, the Parties seek a more produc-
tive relationship and hereby choose a more respectful approach 
to coexistence by way of land and natural resource management 
on Haida Gwaii through shared decision-making.”

“Collaborative consent is about a different way of being togeth-
er and building a future for Canada in which Indigenous nations 
assume their rightful governance role as founding nations in this 
country,” says co-author Merrell-Ann Phare, founding execu-
tive director of the non-profit CIER and chief negotiator for the 
Northwest Territories in achieving transboundary water agree-
ments in the Mackenzie River Basin. 

Collaborative consent can be applied to decision-making pro-
cesses at any scale, so it is relevant for provincial, federal, local, 
First Nations and Métis governments, as well as water leaders, 
practitioners and others. While collaborative consent processes 
are long-term, high-cost commitments, precedents exist show-
ing this approach is possible, saves costs in the long term, builds 
meaningful partnerships, and achieves better, lasting outcomes. 
For example, the Great Bear Rainforest negotiations spanned 
over 15 years and the Agreements and Order commit the parties 
to an ongoing governance relationship for between five and 250 
years. 

Collaborative Consent and British Columbia’s Water is avail-
able online at poliswaterproject.org/publications.

—University of Victoria, September 21, 2017  

A new role for First Nations in water and land use decisions

https://poliswaterproject.org/publications
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 150 
Acts

Steps you can take right now towards reconciliation
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by Crystal Fraser and Sara Komarnisky

There have been robust discussions this year around recon-
ciliation and we would like to contribute to the conversa-
tion. Together, we have written 150 Acts of Reconciliation 
for the last 150 days of 2017. Many of these are small, every-
day acts that average Canadians can undertake, but others 
are more provocative and encourage people to think about 
Indigenous-settler relationships in new ways. We encourage 
you to use #150Acts to share your engagement with each 
item on the list.

Editor’s note: This list has been reprinted in a condensed form 
from the original with the authors’ permission – we encourage 
you to check out the full article at activehistory.ca/2017/08/150-
acts-of-reconciliation-for-the-last-150-days-of-canadas-150/.

Attend a cultural event, such as a pow wow (yes, all folks are 
invited to these!).

Download an Indigenous podcast, like Ryan McMahon’s Red 
Man Laughing or Molly Swain and Chelsea Vowel’s Métis in 
Space.

Seriously consider your own position as a settler Canadian. Do 
you uphold practices that contribute to the marginalization of 
Indigenous peoples?

Buy some books for your children that explain the histories and 
legacies of residential school (see CBC’s list of suggestions).

Listen more. Talk less.

Learn the difference between Indigenous, Aboriginal, First 
Nation, Métis, and Inuit.

Recall that First Nations people were forced to choose between 
maintaining their Status under the Indian Act and going to uni-
versity or serving in the armed forces, and women lost their sta-
tus by marrying a non-Indigenous person.
Gently counter racist or stereotypical comments with fact-
based information whether you are at a party, the office, or the 
gym.

Read the Truth and Reconciliation report. Seriously. Start 
with the Calls to Action, then the Executive Summary. You can 
even listen to it online at #ReadtheTRC. Better yet, invite your 
friends or colleagues to read it with you.

Write to your municipal, provincial, and federal representatives 
and ask them how they are implementing the Calls to Action. 
And then follow up. 

Show your support on social media. “Like” pages and “share” 
posts that support Indigenous endeavours.

Understand and acknowledge that Canada’s first prime minis-
ter, Sir John A. Macdonald, was an architect of genocide. Say 
that aloud with us. “John A. Macdonald was an architect of 
genocide.”

If you live in an area where there is a Treaty relationship, read 
the treaty document.

Go and see Indigenous scholars and intellectuals speak.
    
Hire Indigenous people for positions at your workplace.

Did you know there was a separate and inferior health care sys-
tem for Indigenous peoples? Read Maureen Lux’s book, Sepa-
rate Beds (2016).
    
Be aware that Indigenous people were restricted from voting in 
federal elections until 1960.

Find out who was forced out of your area before you moved 
there, whether centuries ago or more recently with new housing 
developments.

When travelling, know whose land you are visiting while on 
vacation or travelling for work.

Write to Prime Minister Justin Trudeau and ask that the govern-
ment implement the promises he made to Indigenous people in 
the 2015 election.

Actively seek out Indigenous heroes and role models. How 
about Dr. Nadine Caron, the first First Nations woman to be-
come a surgeon? Or Métis artist Christi Belcourt? Or a historical 
figure such as Thanadelthur?

Support the rights of Indigenous nations to exercise their sov-
ereignty. For example, learn about the Haudenosaunee Confed-
eracy passport.

Continued on Page 28  

http://activehistory.ca/2017/08/150-acts-of-reconciliation-for-the-last-150-days-of-canadas-150/
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 150 Acts continued

Recognize that Indigenous legal orders and laws guiding so-
ciety existed in this land before the authority of the Canadian 
nation state.
    
This year was the twenty-seventh anniversary of the so-called 
“Oka Crisis.” What do you know about it?

Did you know that Indigenous peoples had sophisticated ways 
of caring for our landscapes to prevent massive fires, floods, and 
other natural disasters? Learn more about these methods.

Do not assume that you are entitled to attend a local sweat or 
other spiritual ceremony. BUT if you are invited to ceremony – 
definitely go. This is an honour!

If you actually want to see the relationship between Indigenous 
and non-Indigenous people change, commit to making reconcil-
iation a part of your everyday ethos.

Follow @Resistance150 on Twitter and learn why Canada 150 is 
not something to celebrate for many Indigenous peoples. After 
all, Canada does not celebrate the fact that Indigenous Nations 
have existed in this land since time immemorial.

Support Indigenous media and discover the world of Indige-
nous blogging. Zoe Todd, Erica Violet Lee, Billy-Ray Belcourt, 
and Chelsea Vowel are among the best.
    
Consider the words that you use. For example, do not call 
your group of friends a “tribe,” describe a meeting as a “pow-
wow,” or call a non-Indigenous leader “Chief.”
    
If you read a news story that feeds into stereotypes, write a let-
ter to complain and ask for Indigenous perspectives on local, 
national, and international news.

Read the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indige-
nous Peoples. Our government has committed to implementing 
it. (Remind them of this.)

Make reconciliation a family project and complete items on 
this list together. Bring your children to events, learn words in 
an Indigenous language together, and organize a youth blanket 
exercise (www.kairosblanketexercise.org), for example.

Start to learn and understand cultural protocol. Know this will 
change according to Indigenous nation and region.

Look for and share the positive stories about Indigenous peo-
ple, not just the negative ones.

Consider the line between cultural appropriation and cultural 
appreciation. Chelsea Vowel has a good blogpost about this.

Want to incorporate Indigenous elements or policies into your 
workplace? Hire an Indigenous consultant.

Support and celebrate the persistence of land-based econo-
mies, such as the seal hunt.
    
If you own property, revisit the documents that gave you “title” 
to your land. Think about who has the authority to grant this title 
and who does not.

Next time you want to talk to an Indigenous person about their 
background, try your best not to frame the discussion in terms 
of blood quantum (i.e. how “much” Indigenous or white blood 
they have). Instead, ask what community they belong to and 
learn the name of their people.
    
Visit the Walking With Our Sisters website (walkingwithour-
sisters.ca) and discover if they are coming to your region. If so, 
go!
    
Read about the story of one missing or murdered Indigenous 
woman in your region. Memorize her name and learn about her 
life.

Understand that reconciliation is not about “feeling guilty.” It is 
about knowledge, action, and justice.
    
Why stop at 150? After all, Indigenous nations are celebrating 
millennia on this land. Build on this list or start and share your 
own.

Crystal Fraser is a PhD Candidate in History at the University 
of Alberta and Gwichya Gwich’in from Inuvik and Dachan Choo 
Gèhnjik, Northwest Territories. Her research focuses on the 
history of residential schools in the Canadian North during the 
postwar period.

Dr. Sara Komarnisky is a post-doctoral fellow in History at the 
University of Alberta and is of Ukrainian settler heritage. She 
is an anthropologist currently researching art and craft made 
by Indigenous patients at Canadian “Indian Hospitals” from the 
1940s to the 1960s.
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UNDRIP at Ten Years  
Canada needs a legislative framework to fulfill the promise 
of this vital human rights instrument

by the Coalition for the Human Rights of Indigenous Peoples

The United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous 
Peoples (UNDRIP) provides a crucial framework to achieve 
reconciliation. Such a human rights- based approach is essen-
tial to address the racism and discrimination that has caused 
such profound harm to Indigenous peoples in Canada and 
around the world. Violations include uprooting Indigenous 
peoples from their territories and resources, failure to hon-
our Treaties, tearing Indigenous children from their families, 
and making Indigenous women, girls and two- spirited people 
the targets of unimaginable violence.

The adoption of the UN Declaration ten years ago – on Septem-
ber 13, 2007 – was a crucial victory in the evolution of interna-
tional human rights law. This historic achievement was possible 
because Indigenous peoples persisted for more than two decades 
in advancing a strong and powerful vision of self ‐determina-
tion, decolonization and non ‐discrimination. […]

The UN General Assembly has unanimously reaffirmed the 
Declaration on three separate occasions, calling for full imple-
mentation at national and international levels.

Fulfilling this commitment requires meaningful and lasting 
changes to eliminate discriminatory laws, and policies and prac-
tices and to ensure Indigenous peoples make their own decisions 
about their lives and futures.

Yet, a decade after the adoption of UNDRIP, Canada still lacks 
concrete and effective mechanisms to uphold its provisions. 
This is despite many positive statements from the current gov-
ernment committing to fully implement the Declaration.

Last month, the United Nations’ top anti ‐racism body, the UN 
Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, strong-
ly supported Indigenous peoples in urging Canada to adopt a 
legislative framework and national action plan to implement 
UNDRIP.

A private member’s bill expected to come before the House of 
Commons this fall for second reading – Bill C- 262 introduced 
by MP Romeo Saganash – contains elements of such a frame-
work. This includes: repudiation of colonialism and doctrines 
of superiority, affirmation that the standards set out in UNDRIP 
have application in Canadian law, and review and reform of fed-
eral legislation to ensure consistency with the minimum stan-
dards set out in the Declaration. In addition, the bill requires 
that a national action plan be developed in partnership with In-
digenous peoples.

By approaching implementation of UNDRIP through a legislative 
framework, there is greater assurance that crucial progress made 
will not be undone by a future government. Our organizations and 
Nations call on the federal government to embrace and build on 
the key elements of implementation already set out in Bill C‐262.

We appreciate that full implementation of the UN Declaration 
requires long‐term commitment and collaboration. As the 
Truth and Reconciliation Commission repeatedly reminded us, 
“reconciliation is going to take hard work.”

This is the time to act. Public responses to the TRC’s Calls 
to Action demonstrate a profound desire among Canadians to 
build a just relationship between Indigenous peoples and non- 
Indigenous Canadians. As the TRC itself stated, the Declara-
tion provides the framework for doing so. However, putting this 
framework into place requires more than fine words. It requires 
concrete, effective action.

The Coalition for the Human Rights of Indigenous Peoples is a 
non-partisan group of Indigenous peoples’ and human rights or-
ganizations. This statement has been endorsed by 22 organiza-
tions – see the full list at www.ubcic.bc.ca/10yr_undeclaration 

“Putting this framework into place requires more than 
fine words. It requires concrete, effective action.”
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The Big Lie
The racist, colonial dynamic in African conservation policy

by Lewis Evans

Mordecai Ogada was sitting in a luxury safari lodge, admiring 
the view of Kilimanjaro. He could see many of Africa’s most 
iconic species: giraffe, water buffalo, even a few elephants 
far in the distance. As a professional conservationist, with 
a PhD in carnivore ecology, the sight was both familiar and 
pleasing. He was being treated like a tourist. Someone came 
in and offered him a cocktail. Then, one of his white hosts 
and sponsors, the people whose largesse he was enjoying, 
said, “We’re going to have to move that Maasai village. It’s 
spoiling the view for tourists.”

For Dr. Ogada, this was a decisive moment. “I was a qualified 
black face, put in place to smooth over fifty years of exploita-
tion.”

In The Big Conservation Lie, Dr. Ogada and fellow Kenyan, 
journalist John Mbaria, present a powerful challenge to the 

prevailing conservation narrative. Written by people who are 
actually from one of big conservation’s key tar-

get countries, it dismantles many of the envi-
ronmental movement’s most troubling myths: 
the pristine wilderness “untouched by human 

hands” until European arrival; the supposed 
lack of interest or expertise in wildlife among 

native conservationists and communities; the idea 
that brutal poaching would be endemic without 

foreign intervention, and so on.

Ogada and Mbaria sum up the essence 
of their argument early on: “The wild-
life conservation narrative in Kenya, 
as well as much of Africa, is thor-
oughly intertwined with colonial-
ism, virulent racism, deliberate 
exclusion of the natives, veiled 
bribery, unsurpassed deceit, a con-

servation cult subscribed to by huge 
numbers of people in the West, and severe exploitation of the 
same wilderness conservationists have constantly claimed they 
are out to preserve.”

To colonizers, Africa is and always has been a “wild and un-
controllable environment” – home to “charismatic” species that 
can be admired (or shot) from afar. The conventional narrative 
has generally suggested that only European and American ex-
pertise can tame or protect it. The authors argue that this has 
given western NGOs such as the Wildlife Conservation Society 
(WCS) enormous power.

It has also created space for white “saviours” (and the “saviours” 
are always white), such as George Adamson, Jane Goodall, and 
Iain Douglas-Hamilton, to step in and be seen to make the de-
cisive difference. There’s no place for Africans in the picture.

Ogada and Mbaria take aim at some of conservation’s most 
sacred cows. George Adamson, for example, the white British 
subject of the 1966 film “Born Free” is exposed as a chancer, a 
failed businessman who accepted conservation donations, de-
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spite being a trophy hunter with next to no conservation exper-
tise.

Much of the authors’ scorn is reserved for the Kenya Wildlife 
Service (KWS). Though it presents itself as a conservation 
organization, the true face of this “service” is revealed. It is 
composed mostly of retired soldiers and mercenaries, heavily 
armed and organized much like a militia. Run for many years 
by Richard Leakey, a wealthy white Kenyan of British descent, 
it is accused of corruption, violence, and perpetuating the ap-
propriation of some of Kenya’s most fertile areas by the British 
colonials and their descendants.

As the authors point out, the KWS receives funding, equipment, 
and training from western powers, including the United States 
and Great Britain. This doesn’t stop it from profiting from the 
land it supposedly exists to protect, through tourism, and even 
ties to big mining and pharmaceutical companies. 

Similarly, they expose the International Union for the Conserva-
tion of Nature (IUCN), one of the best-respected of the big con-
servation organizations, for having supported a project which 
involved evicting thousands of Maasai people from forests 
which they’d been dependent on and managed for millennia. 
This is despite the fact that the Loita woodland that they were 
removed from was largely intact at the time, whereas areas of 
forest which had been in western hands for decades had badly 
deteriorated. This is typical of the “externally-defined agenda 
for social development” which the authors critique, and which 
often doesn’t involve much effective conservation.

Many western conservation charities, it’s argued, exist primar-
ily to secure publicity for their founders. A recent example is 
“Space for Giants” – an initiative founded by Russian oligarch 
Evgeny Lebedev. The organization has released several high 
profile op-eds and photos showing “action” in the name of con-
servation, but has, according to the authors, done little on the 
ground, beyond charging over $5,000 a head (plus mandatory 
donation) for luxury safari tours.

What a lot of western-initiated conservation boils down to, ac-
cording to Ogada and Mbaria, is “surveillance of vast areas with 
huge mineral potential under the guise of wildlife conservation.” 
In place of this neocolonial approach, they advocate closer part-
nerships with local and tribal communities, respecting and us-
ing the extraordinary, but unacknowledged, expertise about the 
natural world that already exists in large parts of Kenya and the 
wider world.

There are plenty of Africans working in conservation, but they 
get very little recognition for their work. Professionals like Dr. 
Ogada are not only experts in their field, but also provide a dif-
ferent perspective on the deeply flawed western approach to 
conservation, an approach which has failed, even on its own 
terms.

Likewise, there are millions of people across Africa who live 
largely sustainable lives and have plenty of insights to offer, if 
only western conservationists would be willing to step aside and 
put them at the forefront of the environmental movement. Only 
by listening to Africa’s tribal peoples – the best conservationists 
and guardians of the natural world – will we stand any chance 
of protecting the natural environment. The Big Conservation Lie 
is highly recommended for anyone interested in this struggle, 
or in debunking the pervasive myths that are holding the envi-
ronmental movement back. It is a bold and important book that 
deserves your attention.

Lewis Evans is a campaigner at Survival Internation-
al. Originally published in Counterpunch, https://www.
counterpunch.org/2017/08/04/the-racist-colonial-dynam-
ic-at-the-heart-of-african-conservation-policy/

“Only by listening to Africa’s tribal 
peoples will we stand any chance of 

protecting the natural environment.”

https://www.counterpunch.org/2017/08/04/the-racist-colonial-dynamic-at-the-heart-of-african-conservation-policy/
https://www.coastmountainexpeditions.com/
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Site C Report
Not on budget, not on schedule, and probably not needed

by Delores Broten 

After years of delay, the BC Utilities Commission (BCUC) fi-
nally got a crack at the assessment of the troubled Site C 
dam. The Commission was tasked by the NDP/Green provin-
cial government with a limited financial review of three sce-
narios: continuing, terminating, or suspending the project 
until 2024. Their November 1 report is a model of clarity.

In making its determinations, BCUC used BC Hydro’s low de-
mand forecast, and suggested even that might be “optimistic”: 
“the Panel is of the view that there are risks that could result in 
demand being less than the low case,” especially in light of the 
lack of LNG projects.

 The BCUC commented that “disruptive technologies” put great 
uncertainty into future forecasts, and also noted that alternative 

power storage, such as batteries, is reaching commercial devel-
opment, and would diminish the need to use Site C’s power for 
flexibility. Further, the BCUC commented somewhat wryly that 
“BC Hydro’s financing cost assumption that the cost of debt will 
not change over 70 years may not be supportable.”

The uncertainly of project management, not to mention the geo-
logical difficulties of building at the site, create a good deal of 
risk: “The major risk of Site C in the short term is whether there 
will be further construction cost overruns. Site C is a major con-
struction project and therefore inherently at risk of larger cost 
overruns than a smaller project. It has already exceeded its bud-
get, only two years into a nine-year schedule. There are tension 
cracks and disputes with its contractors both of which remain 
unresolved. Although the project is currently expected to be 
completed by the publicly announced date of 2024, it is one year 
behind the schedule to which it was actually being managed. 
At this time, ratepayers are at risk for the known over budget 
amount, as well as further overages.”

BCUC said that relying on alternative power also had risks and 
uncertainties, for example, there may be no geothermal potential 
in BC. However, those risks could be mitigated by changing 
government policies, such as repatriating the Columbia River 
Treaty entitlement, remobilizing Burrard Thermal and reducing 
the use of Island Cogen for export “to provide capacity for the 
limited number of 16-hour winter peaks,” and/or increasing re-
liance on the market to supply those winter peaks.

Most tellingly, the BCUC analysis of load forecasts and costs 
concluded “it is possible to design an alternative portfolio of 
commercially feasible generating projects and demand-side 
management initiatives that could provide similar benefits to 
ratepayers as Site C.”

Emma Gilchrist, DeSmog Canada

The Ardill family has lived on this piece of land since the 
1920s. Dick and Rene Ardill now run a 350 cow-calf operation. 
Their ranch will be underwater if the Site C dam is built on 
the Peace River.
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Conclusions
“We have not been asked to make recommendations or to iden-
tify which option has the highest cost to ratepayers or more sig-
nificant implications than others. Nevertheless, we have provid-
ed our view that not only is the suspension scenario the greatest 
cost to ratepayers of the three scenarios, it also has other nega-
tive implications.

“We take no position on which of the termination or completion 
scenarios has the greatest cost to ratepayers. The Illustrative Al-
ternative Portfolio we have analyzed, in the low-load forecast 
case, has a similar cost to ratepayers as Site C. If Site C finishes 

further over budget, it will tend to be more costly than the Illus-
trative Alternative Portfolio is for ratepayers. If a higher load 
forecast materializes, the cost to ratepayers for Site C will be 
less than the Illustrative Alternative Portfolio.

“We have provided a discussion of the risk implications of each 
alternative in order to assist in the evaluation.”

British Columbia Utilities Commission, Inquiry Respecting Site 
C, Executive Summary of the Final Report to the Government 
of British Columbia, November 1, 2017

Disruptive factors
Site C Final Report key findings 

http://www.sitecinquiry.com/
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B Corporations 

by Susan MacVittie 

Beer is proof that God loves us and wants us to be happy. And 
in Prince Edward Island, beer is truly a blessed thing.

When Upstreet Craft Brewing was approached by St. Paul’s 
Anglican Church to collaborate on a fundraising initiative for 
the church’s 250th Anniversary, it was a match made in heaven. 
“The Archdeacon told us the story of Reverend Desbrisay, who 
was the third rector of St. Paul’s parish in Charlottetown,” ex-
plains Upstreet co-founder Mike Hogie.  

In 1777, Reverend Theophilus Desbrisay was en route across 
the Atlantic to PEI to meet his congregation, but was captured 
by pirates or American privateers near Cape Breton, Nova Sco-
tia and held prisoner until he could convince them he was a cler-
gyman. When Desbrisay arrived in PEI, there was no building 
for the parish congregation to meet in, so they often met in what 
they called taverns. “We got to work finding a recipe for a beer 
that would reflect the times Desbrisay lived in, and we settled on 
an old English-style stock ale,” says Hogie. “The Archdeacon 
even came in and blessed the kettle and the tank.”

How can beer make a difference?

On a Sunday last September, Archdeacon John Clarke, parishio-
ners, and beer enthusiasts gathered at Upstreet Brewing to cele-
brate the launch of a limited batch of  7,000 bottles of Red Stone 
Stock Ale. Ten cents from each bottle sold will go to St. Paul’s 
church to help with outreach programs. 

Hogie explains the collaboration with St Paul’s is just one way 
the brewery fulfils its mandate to support the community. In the 
two short years since they’ve opened their doors, Upstreet has 
donated close to $30,000 to community groups and local artists. 
Part of that money has come from one of their first beers that 
they continue to brew called the Do Gooder. Like Red Stone, a 
percentage of sales from every bottle is donated to local artist 
and community groups in Charlottetown. 

Certified B(enefit) Corporations

In the early stages of their business plan, Hogie and co-found-
er, Mitch Cobb, knew they wanted to support and help revive 
the Charlottetown community and create viable employment. 
During their research they discovered B Corp Certification – a 
certification process where businesses have to meet set stan-
dards of overall social and environmental performance and ac-
countability, and use the power of business to help solve social 
and environmental problems. B Corp also acts as a network for ©W
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B Corp members, gives a unified voice for a diverse market-
place and acts as a measuring stick for consumers – similar to 
LEED for building or Fair Trade for coffee.

There are more than 2,000 Certified B Corporations in over 130 
industries and 50 countries with one unifying goal – to redefine 
what success is in business. In Can-
ada, there are over 150 Certified B 
Corps, making it the second largest 
B Corp community in the world. 

Upstreet Brewing has the distinction 
of being the first business in PEI to 
be a Certified B Corporation, one 
they proudly display with a B Corp 
plaque in the front foyer of the brew-
ery. “We saw other breweries, like 
Beau’s in Ontario and Picaroon in 
New Brunswick that were B Corp 
certified and knew it was possible. 
What we were doing lined up pretty 
well with the values that they were 
looking for.”

To become a Certified B Corporation 
a company must meet requirements 
by completing an impact assess-
ment. The assessment asks questions 
about governance, workers, community and the environment. 
After the assessment a business must meet the legal requirement 
by adopting the Corporation Legal Framework and sign a term 
sheet and Declaration of Interdependence. 

Why bother?

“Part of our mission is to create a new way of doing business,” 
says Mikey Wasnidge, Upstreet Brewing Marketing and Events 
Manager. “The certification process was a great way to get the 
team together to look at how we could meet the standards. Be-
ing certified also gives us added accountability. We were incor-
porating things like buying local ingredients, gender parity and 
collaborative efforts into the business and now we have it in 
writing. There are a lot of businesses that work just as hard as 
we do and they just need to look into it. We are happy to talk to 
anyone who wants to know about it. With B Corp Certification 
people see us making efforts and it creates goodwill within the 
community. People want to support sustainable businesses.”

Yet, if  capitalism is built on maximizing profits for shareholders, 
how can sustainable business ever make a broad scale change?

The evolution of capitalism

Using business as a tool for social change isn’t new, and the idea 
that corporations should be focused 
only on profit maximization is being 
called into question more and more. 
Both national and international insti-
tutions have expressed the need for a 
different role of business in society. 
The European Union, for instance, 
considers corporate social responsi-
bility one of the key instruments to 
achieve the EU’s 2020 objectives of 
a sustainable and inclusive economy.

Advocates for a new stakeholder 
capitalism believe value for both the 
stakeholder and society is possible, 
but standards matter. Consumers, in-
vestors and policymakers need certi-
fication to measure transparency and 
to provide an infrastructure to help 
businesses grow.

There is no legislative recognition of 
B Corps in Canada but in 2014 the Canadian Bar Association 
recommended that Parliament change the federal statute under 
which businesses are established “to make it clear that corpo-
rations can pursue public benefit purposes beyond pure profit.” 

For now, B Corp membership continues to grow and members 
like Upstreet’s Cobb meet at conferences, such as the one he 
attended in October in Toronto, to network and discuss how to 
collaborate with other movements fighting for social, environ-
mental and economic justice. 

It’s a movement to raise a glass to.

Susan MacVittie, former managing editor of the Watershed Sen-
tinel, is WS’ East Coast correspondent based in Prince Edward 
Island.
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Wild Times Strong and true species law

by Joe Foy

BC has a new provincial government. 
Our new leaders have promised a kind-
er, gentler BC, where the environment 
is better protected. For those who love 
old growth forests and want BC’s spe-
cies at risk to survive and thrive, it 
feels like our ship is about to come in. 
But clearly not yet. Far from it.

After visiting the home ranges of several 
forest-dependant species at risk over the 
summer months, I am sad to say there 
is scant evidence of an on-the-ground 
change for the better. In fact it’s pretty 
much business as usual in the woods – or 
should I say what is left of the woods. 

For some of BC’s most endangered spe-
cies, time is running out.

Take the northern spotted owl. Once 
numbering several hundred pairs in BC’s 
southwest Coast and Cascade mountain 
ranges, this species is thought to now 
number only about 12 individuals left in 
the wild – desperately clinging to life in 
their tattered remnant old growth forest 

home. You would think that the govern-
ments of BC and Canada would have 
gone into action to map out the owl’s 
remaining forest habitat, and then imme-
diately protect it from its greatest threat 
– industrial logging. 

But ten years since the BC government 
designated some wildlife habitat areas for 
the protection of the spotted owl, a com-
prehensive map of remaining spotted owl 
habitat has not yet been produced. Even 
worse, the BC Liberal government caved 
in to logging company demands, allow-
ing several wildlife habitat areas to be 
logged. And the government of Canada 
has allowed this shameful state of affairs.

I have just returned from one of those 
spotted owl wildlife habitat area log-
ging sites, located near Hope just off the 
Coquihalla Highway near the Sowaqua 
Creek Valley. Where Douglas fir and 
western redcedar once towered above the 
forest floor resplendent with ferns, moss 
and huckleberries, now a splintered mass 
of stumps and shattered wood covers the 

hillside like mulch. Government maps 
show this area as protected spotted owl 
habitat. But the images we collected that 
day tell a different story. The spotted owl 
is being killed off by willful neglect.

I saw the same thing unfolding near the 
gateway to world-famous Wells Gray 
Provincial Park earlier this year. Even 
though the government of Canada has 
mapped out the critical forest habitat of 
at-risk mountain caribou, the government 
of BC had given a logging permit within 
the habitat area. 

BC’s new government has promised a 
law to protect the province’s endangered 
species, over 1,600 species. But that new 
law better be enacted fast, while there are 
still owls and caribou left to protect. And 
the law better be strong and true. Not like 
the former BC government maps – that 
were coloured green in a dishonest at-
tempt to hide the deadly clear-cut truth.  

Joe Foy is the national campaign director 
for the Wilderness Committee.



Electric Car Charge
Charging an electric vehicle consumes 
less energy than one of several com-
mon household appliances, according 
to the US Department of Energy. 

Annual energy consumption for a typical 
American household shows that home 
heating consumes by far the most energy 
(11,300 kW-hrs) followed by water heat-
ing (4,700 kW-hrs) and charging an elec-
tric car (2,800 kW-hrs). Based on average 
driving habits and consumption rates for 
the Nissan Leaf, charging an electric car 
consumes just over twice as much energy 
as a refrigerator which consumes about 
1,300 kW-hrs annually. 

Watershed Sentinel • Box 1270, Comox BC, V9M 7Z8 • Ph 250-339-6117 • orders@watershedsentinel.ca • 

oVISA  oMastercard   Number ______________________________________________  Expiry: _____/_____
Total Enclosed _________ Payable to Watershed Sentinel. Thank you very much!

Name:_______________________________________________ 
Address:______________________________________________ 
City:_____________________________ Prov:________________
Postal Code:________________ Phone:_____________________
Email:________________________________________________

o Gift To:______________________________________________ 
Address:______________________________________________ 
City:_____________________________ Prov:________________
Postal Code:________________ Phone:_____________________
Gift Card Announcement: 

o 2018 Calendar and one year subscription $30 (USA $45) 
o 1 year (5 issues) Canada $25 (USA $35)    o 2 years Canada $40 (USA $70)  
o Bundle** 1 year: 5/$40___    10/$70___    15/$100___     20/$125___     25/$150___     50/$300___
o Books: $20 plus $6 shipping  o Politically Incorrect by Rafe Mair   o Beyond Banksters by Joyce Nelson  
o Donation  o$20  o$50   o$100   o$200   Monthly $______ a month**  (by voided cheque or credit card)

** Bundle subscribers and monthly donors receive a free subscription

Not such a heavy load on the grid

Fact #994, September 11, 2017: 
Electric Vehicle Charging, https://energy.gov/eere/vehicles/transportation-fact-week
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