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EDITORIAL
We Live Here
When the people of Gabriola Island wanted to protest the gutting
of their community through BC Ferries’ service withdrawals, their ads
proclaimed, “I live here.” When Big John Synder of Coalwatch is asked
when the proposed coal mines are going to take another run at the Comox Valley, he shrugs and says, “It doesn’t matter. We’ll be here. We live
here.”
More than twenty years ago, a friend from the Sliammon First Nation was talking about the impact of a proposed aluminium plant at Powell River. He said, “The others can move, but we’ll be here. We’ll always
be here.”
It was because they have lived in their homelands for thousands of
years that the chief of Grassy Narrows in northern Ontario once proposed to the pulp industry that they co-operate in harvesting the land
– trapping out a section, clear-cutting, and then letting the forest and animals grow back. The industry clearly didn’t pay attention to those who
lived in the forests, because, after fourteen years, the Grassy Narrows
First Nation has brought its case for consultation to the Supreme Court.
It is because we live here that First Nations and community people
across BC, but particularly the coastal peoples, are determined to Hold
the Wall against bitumen pipelines from Alberta. The Enbridge Northern
Gateway and Kinder Morgan pipelines threaten every part of BC, and
most especially the living beat of the land, the annual flush of salmon
thrusting their way home.
We get it. We live here. No pipelines, no tankers.
Delores Broten, Comox BC, May 2014

At the ’Shed

Conservation and Conservatories: We thought a nice way to spend the
summer would be to look at conservation, successes and failures, and the
unique strategies communities are using to protect their place on this earth. So
send us your stories, and this fall we will share them with our readers.
On Generosity: This fall you will be receiving a letter soliciting extra support from you, and we want to thank you in advance for your wonderful generosity. These are tough times for the environment and for magazine publishers,
and your gifts help us to continue publishing special investigative articles.
E-Newsletter Published bi-monthly inbetween our print issue, our free
electronic newsletter keeps you in the loop. Sign up on our website.
Missing a Copy? If you are missing a copy or a bundle, please let us know
and we will make it right. Email dawn@watershedsentinel.ca

When you want your message to reach thousands of concerned
and active readers, please contact us for our rate sheet at:
ads@watershedsentinel.ca or phone our office at 250-339-6117 or see
www.watershedsentinel.ca

Next issue Ad deadline: August 19, 2014
Summer 2014

NEWS

Around The World
Compiled by Susan MacVittie

Renewable Germany
In the first quarter of 2014, Germany’s renewable energy generated
a record 27 per cent of the country’s
electricity demand, double the approximately 13 per cent of US electricity supply powered by renewables
as of November 2013. Germany aims
to power the country almost entirely
on renewable sources by 2050.
— www.thinkprogress.org,
May 13, 2014
Honduran Killed
In May, Rigoberto López, known
for his opposition to an iron oxide
mine in his native Honduras, was
murdered. Community leaders report
that his body was dumped in a public
place, his throat slit and his tongue cut
out.
Lopez motivated the El Níspero
municipality to oppose the continuation of mining because it gave them
poverty and false promises such as
employment, infrastructure and development. Since the 2009 military
coup that ousted the last democratically-elected government, Honduras
has become the “Murder Capital of
the world.” The Honduran regime remains in power, due in part, to its relations with the US and Canada and the
“development” banks.
— www.rightsaction.org, May 12, 2014
Electronics Disrupt Birds
Interference from electronics and
AM radio signals can disrupt the internal magnetic compasses of migratory
birds, researchers report in Nature. The
work raises the possibility that cities
Watershed Sentinel

have significant effects on bird migration patterns. Although the biophysical
mechanism is unclear, the study raises
the prospect that it might be necessary
for humans to stop using the relevant
part of the electromagnetic spectrum.
— Nature Magazine, May 7, 2014
Drugs in the Sludge
Sewage sludge used as fertilizer
on farms can leave traces of prescription drugs and household chemicals
deep in the soil, according to scientists for the US Geological Survey.
The findings suggest that the widespread use of biosolids could contaminate groundwater near farms
with a variety of chemicals, including
anti-depressants such as Prozac and
hormone-disrupting compounds in
antibacterial soaps.
The US Food and Drug Administration is concerned that triclosan and
other antibacterial compounds used in
soaps and body washes, toothpastes,
and cosmetics could be contributing
to antibiotic resistance.
—www.environmentalhealthnews.org,
May 12, 2014
Sierra Nevada Rising
Scientists have discovered that
the Sierra Nevada mountains are rising 1 to 3 mm per year. They have
found that draining of the aquifer for
agricultural irrigation in California’s
Central Valley results in upward flexing of the earth’s surface and the surrounding mountains, due to the loss of
mass within the valley. The groundwater subsidence also correlates with
seismic activity on the San Andreas
3

Fault. Over the past 150 years, around
40 trillion gallons of groundwater in
California’s Central Valley has been
lost through pumping, irrigation and
evapotranspiration.
— www.unr.edu, May 14, 2014
LNG off Australia’s Coast
The largest project financing ever
arranged, US$20 billion, will have the
Ichthys gas project up and running by
2015. Located off the Northwest coast
of Australia, the world’s largest semisubmersible platform will be built to
extract natural gas for Asian markets.
— www.pfie.com, May 2014
Tribal Rights in India

The Dongria Kondh in India,
[featured on the January 2011 Watershed Sentinel cover], have won a landmark victory against metal mining
giant Vedanta, as plans for a bauxite
mine were rejected. The move could
set a new precedent for tribal rights.
— www.survivalinternational.org,
January 13, 2014
Summer 2014

LETTERS

Re: Logging Companies Sell Land

Tsilhqot’in People

I read with interest Ceritanne’s [online opinion] article, Logging Companies Sell Land on Vancouver Island,
posted March 17, 2014.
There are a number of unreferenced allegations in the
piece – including the assertion that there are ‘not many
forests left’. (In fact, the BC coast has more forest cover
now than it did in the days before European settlement
(Coast Forest Products Association). However, the problem
with the piece really begins and ends with the author’s
creative assertion that the real estate divisions of certain
logging companies are to blame for what she describes as
a food shortage crisis on Vancouver Island.
The author makes a series of lofty pronouncements
about the scale of development she envisions companies
like TimberWest and Island Timberlands have administered on Vancouver Island. In reality – and we’d have been
happy to explain this if she’d called to ask, the pace of
growth and development on Vancouver Island is historically slow. And decisions around development are held
squarely in the hands of the elected officials of a community. Not by the developer.
To put it into context, Couverdon real estate makes up
less than 1% of TimberWest’s total business. (The Company’s primary focus is forest management.) Couverdon’s
stated approach is that development, conservation, agriculture, affordable housing – all start with communities identifying portions of TimberWest’s land base that may meet
their goals. Couverdon then works with the community to
ensure development plans are in keeping with the wants
and needs of the community, as per their Official Community Plan (OCP).
If you are in doubt, take the example of the proposed
Ladysmith boundary expansion, currently in the news.
Anyone following the story will attest to the decisionmaking power that the community (not Couverdon) has
when it comes to growth and development in the Town of
Ladysmith. And that’s exactly how it should be.
Domenico Iannidinardo, VP Sustainability,
Timberwest , Nanaimo, BC

I would like to answer some of Joe Foy’s questions
in Standoff at Big Meadow by Joe Foy in WS, NovemberDecember 2013. The Tsilhqot’in people are not in control
of their lands because the Government of Canada has not
given them aboriginal title to the land that they claim is
their own. If these lands and more were surrendered to
aboriginal title, the impact on the economy wouldn’t be
benign. Resource development would decrease, investments would be cut, and furthermore, provincial revenue
and employment would be in question. These issues are
and have been the topics of many elections.
To the question “Shouldn’t the Tsilhqot’in’s govern
their own lands?” well really, it is not their own land yet
because title has not been proven. However, currently the
Supreme Court of Canada is willing to hear their case.
This means that the aboriginal title for the Tsilhqot’in
people is still a possibility and if they can win their case
(in the Supreme Court), then they will in fact be able to
govern their land. This is the most significant case of aboriginal law since the beginning of the treaties in BC, and it
is not a cut and dry case as it has already taken up 25 years
of taxpayers’ time and money.
Burke McKone, Prince George, BC

Seeing REDD
While I deeply respect the position of the Global Alliance of Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities
against REDD (Reducing Emissions from Deforestation
and Forest Degradation) and for Life, I am at a loss to find
another solution to the world’s incessant compulsion for
deforestation and carbon emission. To place monetary
value on forests and the environmental services they offer,
such as carbon storage, seems to be the only way for corporations to be charged for the damage they cause.
The key points that REDD lacks with regards to commodifying forests, forest plantations, and the eviction of
communities are major issues that must be addressed in
future renditions of the plan.
The principles of REDD might better serve as planning objectives while local-level plans are devised for
more acceptable methods of attaining those broader goals.
With higher level strategic plans directing the communitylevel operational plans, this would be somewhat similar to
the nested planning process of BC. We must bear in mind
that achieving goals of the global community should not
come at the price of increased human suffering and environmental injustice.
Abby Lewis, Prince George, 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
Watershed Sentinel
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Have You Heard?
Compiled by Susan MacVittie
Land-farmed Salmon
The first Atlantic salmon grown entirely on land, under the name Kuterra,
is being sold at 140 Safeway stores in
BC and Alberta. It is marketed as a sustainable alternative to salmon grown in
ocean-based net pens. With the help of
innovation grants from the federal government and matching funds provided
by the conservation foundation Tides
Canada and others totalling $9 million,
the Namgis First Nation built the Kuterra
closed-containment salmon farm near
Port McNeill on Vancouver Island, BC.
— Vancouver Sun, May 14, 2014
Site C Dam Review
A federal-provincial Joint Review
Panel has made 50 recommendations
on the proposed $8 billion Site C dam
on the Peace River in northern BC. BC
Premier Clark has said the additional
power is needed for natural gas plants
proposed for the region. The Panel
questioned the timetable for the project,
and left the final decision on the future
of the dam to BC and federal ministers.
— www.cbc.ca, May 9, 2014
Development in Parks
Bill 4, the Park Amendment Act,
passed in March, paves the way for development in BC parks. The Bill allows
industrial incursions including energy
extraction, construction of pipelines
and industry-led research. The Bill
was quietly introduced, with no public
consultation, amidst public opposition.
Previously park use permits were only
granted to those able to demonstrate the
proposed activity was “necessary for the
preservation or maintenance of the recreational values of the park involved.”
Bill 4 rids the Park Act of this safeguard.
Watershed Sentinel

Opponents point out that a park boundary would have to be changed before a
project could be approved.
— www.huffingtonpost.ca, April 2, 2014
Kinder Morgan Challenge
The Tsleil-Waututh First Nation of North Vancouver, BC have
launched a legal challenge of the National Energy Board’s (NEB) review
of the Kinder Morgan Trans Mountain pipeline and tanker project. The
Nation says that serious legal errors
made by the federal Crown and NEB
have led to a flawed and unlawful review process that puts Burrard Inlet
and all peoples who live there at risk.
— www.twnation.ca, May 2, 2014
Lethbridge’s Success
Goldenkey Oil has announced it
will not be submitting an application to
drill and frack for oil and gas in Lethbridge, Alberta. The Lethbridge community has been united in its opposition
to Goldenkey’s plan to drill three exploratory wells in West Lethbridge. A
13,000 signature petition to ban drilling
for oil and gas within Lethbridge city
limits was tabled in the legislature. The
Alberta government has not yet banned
drilling in Lethbridge, nor has it delivered on its two-year long promise of an
urban drilling policy.
— nodrillinglethbridge.ca, May 1, 2014
No to Vancouver Garbage
Nanaimo city council voted to reject a proposal for a waste-to-energy
incinerator at Duke Point, Vancouver
Island, BC. The Nanaimo mayor stated
opposition from the community was a
deciding factor. The Duke Point wasteto-energy incinerator was one of sev5

eral proposed sites that could host a new
370,000 tonne-per-year incinerator to
deal with garbage from the greater Vancouver region.
— vancouverobserver.com, April 15, 2014
Changes to TFLs
Environmental organizations are
rejecting the BC government proposal
for forest tenure change that would increase the amount of land under the
control of logging companies in the
form of Tree Farm Licences (TFL).
The proposed change would give
companies exclusive logging rights
over vast areas of forest land without
meaningfully addressing the state of
BC’s forests, the need for improved
forest practices and regulation, or
First Nations title and rights.
— www.sierraclub.bc.ca, May 7, 2014
Lakes Saved for Science
The Experimental Lakes Area
in Ontario, which the federal government planned to close, has been saved.
The Ontario government and the Winnipeg-based non-profit International
Institute for Sustainable Development
will take over the facility. Researchers have been collecting information
on climate and water pollutants for
more than 40 years.
— www.cbc.ca, April 1, 2014
Nuclear Reactor Halted
The Federal Court has halted Ontario’s long-term intent to build nuclear reactors at Darlington over concerns about nuclear waste, accident
and hazardous emissions. Ontario has
indefinitely postponed the new-build
plan.
— www.ottawacitizen.com, May 16, 2014
Summer 2014
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by Sabina W. Lautensach

n

March 31, 2014,
the
International
Court of Justice (ICJ) in
The Hague ruled that Japan’s deliberate hunting, plus incidental killing of whales in the Southern Ocean
was in violation of Japan’s legal obligations under an international treaty
banning commercial whaling. Japan’s
subsequent cancelling of this year’s
hunt elicited jubilant responses by anti-whaling NGO communities around
the world. This jubilation may be very
short-lived, as Japan’s Parliament prepares for a vote to continue its whaling activities in 2015.
For the past 26 years, Japan has
continuously argued that its whaling
activities were part of a scientific research program; however, in its ruling
the ICJ pointed out that it had yielded
few scientific results.
In the forum of the International
Whaling Commission’s (IWC) annual meetings, the Japanese Government has repeatedly argued for the
continuation of whaling. Their argument has relied on three major assertions. First, they claim that ecological
data do not unequivocally show that
whaling would seriously deplete certain species of whales. Second, those
involved in the industry would suffer
tremendous hardship if their source of
income were to be taken away (similar
to the sentiments voiced by the Newfoundland cod fishers in the 1960s and
1970s). Third, and most importantly,
the Japanese delegations have argued
repeatedly from the point of view of
a traditional “Japanese whaling culture”, a tradition that would be lost.
Watershed Sentinel

Obv iously this
argument of traditional/subsistence whaling only holds
true for small-scale whaling along the
Japanese coast and possibly coastal
water whaling in the north-western
Pacific – neither of which falls under
the international ban.
Over the years, the Japanese public support for whaling and consuming
whale meat has dropped significantly.
The average Japanese adult only eats
40 grams of whale meat per year. The
Japanese government’s entrenched
position insisting on the defense of
cultural heritage has cost the Japanese
taxpayer a lot of money. Subsidies for
the fiscal year ending September 30
2014 will reach US$ 50 million. Many
had hoped that Tokyo would seize the
opportunity of the ICJ’s verdict to
withdraw completely from whaling.
End of Online Whale Meat Sales

Shortly after the announcement
of the ICJ ruling, the Japanese online company, Rakuten, declared an
end to online sales of whale and dolphin meat by the end of April 2014.
Rakuten’s website not only advertised
over 1,200 whale products, it also carries more than 28,000 advertisements
for elephant ivory, according to the
UK-based Environmental Investigation Agency (EIA) and the Humane
Society International. As a side note,
6

Rakuten owns the Canadian e-book
reader, Kobo, and is a major shareholder in Pinterest.
Notwithstanding Rakuten’s withdrawal from the sale of whale and
dolphin meat, the Lower House committee on agriculture and fisheries
unanimously approved a resolution on
Wednesday, April 16 2014 to demand
that the government of Prime Minister Shinzo Abe continue to allow the
country to hunt whales.
“Japan’s whaling is based on
scientific reasons, while counterarguments by anti-whaling groups are
emotional, saying they are against
the hunts because whales are cute
or smart,” said Shunichi Suzuki, a
Lower House member of the Liberal
Democratic Party. (The Japan Times,
April 16 2014)
The Role of Culture

Japanese society relies on gaiatsu,
the international pressure that causes
Japan to implement internal policy
changes that are also supported by
strong domestic interests. It is highly
likely that the whaling program was
seen by many officials to cause unnecessary ongoing friction with the IWC
and anti-whaling associations. But it
is another matter for domestic actors
Summer 2014
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to find the political will to fight the domestic whaling lobby or the Fisheries
Agency in charge of whaling. Gaiatsu
allows officials to act without anyone
losing face.
So why does Japan continue to
risk international condemnation over
its whaling activities?
Attitudes toward nature in many
cultures are shaped by education and
life experiences in specific social environments. Culturally defined views
often do not conform to a universal
belief on a particular issue. On the
contrary, when under pressure, some
governments will draw on their cultural uniqueness to justify controversial actions. Japan’s view of whaling
as a cultural activity is one such example: Japan’s subsistence whaling
history goes back to the 12th century;
whaling activities in the Southern
Oceans only started in the 1930s. This
is also evident in Ottawa’s support of
the maritime seal hunt in the face of
international condemnation.
In the case of the natural environment, which is oblivious to artificially drawn and observed borders,
many environmental disasters, such
as climate change, become by their
very nature an issue of international
concern – thereby contesting harmful
cultural practices. Japanese society
embraces a belief system that pursues
a unique relationship between their
“race” and nature; that is to say, they
have their own understanding of what
it means to protect their own natural
environment.
In the case of small scale coastal
whaling, the Japanese claims are not
different from the Canadian Inuit and
American Eskimo aboriginal groups.
In the case of the Inupiat and Siberian
Yupik Eskimos living in the coastal
villages in northern and western Alaska, the groups were given permission
to hunt bowhead whales even though
Watershed Sentinel

this species was considered to be extremely endangered. Thus, by placing the focus on cultural norms, the
discussion about whaling has shifted
from haggling about ecologically substantiated quota to questions about
recognizing culturally contingent
moral norms that govern the taking
of whales. This is not necessarily a
drawback; the slave trade would never
have vanished had it been confined to
a discussion about quota.

Japan argues that their perception
of nature takes into account human
activities within their natural environment and such activities are always in
concert with nature’s laws. After all,
Japanese have been eating whale meat
for almost a 1000 years and it has not
led to the extinction of whales. Not
surprisingly, Japan has felt that headlines portraying them as killers and
savages are an insult to their culture.
Despite the growing condemnation of
whaling world-wide, the anti-whaling lobbies have failed to produce
a convincing argument for Japan to
make them switch from whale meat,
not least because the moral acceptability of alternatives (Pork? Beef?
Venison?) seems questionable. Japanese food ethic finds it worse to kill
domestic animals than wild animals,
asking “How can people kill an animal they have taken great care to feed
and raise?”
Given the switch from quantities
to norms, can international law settle
disputes that arise from cultural relativism? Unfortunately, international
7

law is too weak and lacks teeth– organizations such as Greenpeace, Sea
Shepherd, and Earthtrust have long
maintained that environmental treaties can only succeed when backed
by action. These organizations act as
watchdogs over government polices
and operations. However, although
NGOs are vital to the due process of
environment protection, they have as
of yet no seat at international negotiation tables. In the absence of a strong
international law enforcement to deter defection from agreements, the responsibility of monitoring and verification remains in the hands of poorly
committed national governments and
ill-empowered NGOs.
In the case of Japan, its government could very well decide to leave
the International Whaling Commission, just as Canada did in 1982. It
probably has not yet taken this step
because: A) it is, and would like to
continue to be seen as, an upstanding
member of the international community; B) it still believes very strongly
that it can continue whale hunting
while remaining a member of the
IWC; and C) Japan respects international law and currently seeks to have
its influence strengthened so as to ensure continued international support
for its ongoing territorial disputes
with China and South Korea. Changes in any of those three considerations
might put Japan over the brink, which
would be in nobody’s interest, including the whales.
t
Sabina W Lautensach is a cultural anthropologist with two decades of
research experience in international
and intercultural negotiation specifically involving Japan and other Pacific countries.
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Shuffling the Training Deck for BC LNG Jobs
Welding Apprenticeship Difficulties Could Lead to Foreign Workers
by Susan MacVittie
The Challenge for Welders
One hundred thousand is the magic
One of the top three LNG connumber of jobs that the BC government
struction jobs is welding. In order to be
predicts the Liquid Natural Gas (LNG)
endorsed for pipe and pressure tickets,
industry will create. The employment
which is what is needed for pipe weldprojections are based on five LNG
ing, a person needs to have their Red
plants operating by 2020. So far, none
Seal certificate training. The Industry
of the multinational companies considTraining Authority (ITA), the Crown
ering building LNG plants in BC has
agency responsible for oversight of the
made a final investment decision, but
industry training system for credenPremier Christy Clark has been busy
tialed trades, has recently approved
putting strategies in place to prove BC
a new welder apprenticeship training
will have the manpower when needed.
model for BC. Traditionally, the weldBut the numbers are not adding up.
ing program delivered by BC instituCDS Research Ltd. states the contions was based on a self-paced model,
struction phase of an LNG export fawith an option to take the apprenticecility, lasting 48 months, is expected
ship model. The mandatory change is
to peak at 2,500-3,000 workers. Plant
NIC Welding student
puzzling to many welding instructors
operation is 200 jobs plus support servwho believe that the new model will
ices for maintenance.
make it more difficult for welders to
“Most people use 2-3 as an emreceive training.
ployment multiplier – if there are 1,000 direct jobs there
“In 2008-09, welding fell under an arm of the ITA,
would be 2,000-3,000 indirect jobs. The BC government
the Resource Training Organization (RTO), designed by
used a multiplier of 30. So that means for one job in an LNG
the government to oversee the management and developplant, there would be 30 other jobs. It’s nonsense,” explains
ment of apprenticeship training for the resource sector in
Green Party Deputy Minister Andrew Weaver. “My worry
BC. Our welding training program had a complete review
is that people will be fed the pipe dream and our province
before we fell into the RTO. The industry was happy with
is buying into it.”
the model of the welding training program in BC,” says Jim
Literally. In fact, the province will spend $29 million to
Carson, Chair of the Welding Articulation Committee of
help secure LNG investments in BC in the next three years.
BC, a curriculum discussion arena for welding instructors
Yet, as Jim Sinclair, president of the BC Federation of Lathroughout the province.
bour, stated in a Globe and Mail article, there is no genuine
“The RTO put together a small working group that was
commitment to skills training. “We are pinning much of
supposed to be representative of the industry, they held six
our economic future on an LNG project and they require
regional meetings in BC, with a small number of seats for
skills training to start today. This is a critical area and they
local representation. It was clear there was a pre-conceived
have basically frozen the budgets for the next three years
agenda and outcome, and that the meetings were put toand they cut employment training.”
gether to fulfill an appearance of due diligence. We believe
The government has announced over $160 million
it was to save money, not about producing more welders.”
to be allocated to re-engineering education and training
One of the challenges posed by the switch to the new
as part of BC’s Skills for Jobs Blueprint: Re-engineering
training model is the cut in half of the completion time of
Education and Training, to retool the education sector from
the final third year training level, which was Level B. Upon
primary school to apprenticeship programs. The Blueprint
review of the new model in 2012, the Welding Articulation
comes without new funding, so resources will be taken
Committee stated they did not support it. Many of the infrom other segments of the education system. On top of that
structors are baffled as to how to implement it.
the provincial government’s 2013 budget targeted a $50
“The same curriculum is expected for the B level which
million cut in funding to the post-secondary system applied
used to be a 16 week program, it’s now eight weeks,” says
over three years.
Watershed Sentinel
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Chris Udy, a Campbell River campus, North Island College (NIC) instructor. “Inside that eight weeks we have an
obligation to do 40% theory teaching. With 16 weeks of
practical componency requirement to get through, students
have to do it in 5 weeks. The direction I’ve gotten from my
administration is that we will make sure that each one of
those competencies will be fulfilled correctly, and not just
skimmed over. The ITA provides the majority of funding
to the welding program and they have agreed to pick up
the tab for the remaining weeks, if required, but not the
student’s tuition.
“The new program was rolled out too soon. I spoke
with an ex-director of the ITA and he agreed.”
Due to a continuous enrollment stream in the North
Island College program, the Campbell River campus is the
provincial test pilot for the new apprenticeship model. With
that has come some confusion. New student, Jason Squires,
who has 14 years welding experience and wants to get his
Red Seal ticket, says finding out information from the ITA
to enroll in the training program was a frustrating experience. He could see how a new student would be faced with
several roadblocks to their training. NIC instructor, Terry
Waters agrees, “The welding system right now is so overly
complicated, we’re having trouble figuring
out what to teach our students.”

With these new hurdles put in place for training welders, the prospect of using temporary foreign workers for
LNG projects doesn’t seem so far-fetched. There’s the
federal-provincial deal in March that includes a commitment to encourage the active use of the Temporary Foreign
Worker program. The BC Ministry of Natural Gas Development has announced an “action plan” to get the credentials of foreign workers quickly recognized and certified
in BC. The Canadian Welding Bureau (CWB), which acts
as administrators of the relevant welding CSA standards
and offer certifications, is providing introductory welding
training in the Philippines, and Canadian jobs for welders
are being advertised there.
Michael Colbert, President and CEO of Progress Energy Canada (which was bought outright in 2012 for $5.5
billion by Malaysian state-owned PETRONAS), poised to
own one of the first LNG projects, has said, “Ultimately
we will look at the manpower side, which is going to be a
constraint. We are working with the Canadian government
for immigration and alternatives.”
“If I’m an employer and I’m trying to get workers and
I say I need CWB ticketed welders and we just punched out
1000 new students, but only 50 have CWB, it looks like we
don’t have the workers. It is expensive for
an individual to get a CWB ticket. Unlike
some institutions, North Island College
does not pay for CWB tickets, so it costs
the student $450 per ticket to go down to
Nanaimo and get tested.
“If a company is mandated to save
money and get cheap labour, and they
don’t want to have apprentices, and can’t
find enough employees locally, they can import cheaper labour from abroad,” says Udy. “And lo and behold there is
the CWB in the Philippines, setting that up.”
In response to Minister Rich Coleman’s statement that
only foreign workers, such as those in the Philippines, possess skills for some specialized work needed for LNG, the
NIC instructors balked at the notion.
“Everybody who learns how to weld properly will have
a particular skill set,” says Udy. “There may be some differences in how you have to treat the material as it is being welded. That is simply educating the welder. Industry
hasn’t been coming to our colleges and asking what can we
do to set up for LNG job skills. What Coleman is saying is
more of a prophecy than anything else. This may be what
they heard is coming down the pike, because if you destroy
the training then you don’t have an avenue for welders to get
the training they need to secure jobs.”

Who Will Hire Apprentices?

The greatest challenge for prospective
welders is the switch to an apprenticeship
model. Unlike Alberta, BC does not mandate that businesses hire either a journeyman welder or an apprentice. As Udy and
Waters explain, if someone wanted to work as a welder in
BC, they got a job and the employer could train them. Often,
the employers do not want to have the welders trained up
because it is cheaper for an employer to keep an un-ticketed
labourer. As soon as an employee gets a Red Seal ticket, he
has more employability and may head to Northern BC or
Alberta, where many of the high paying welding jobs are.
“Right now, there are not the shops available in the
smaller communities to take on an apprentice, so I’m not
sure how the new model is going to work,” says Udy. “We
need to make it mandatory for the employers to take an apprentice, or there is no incentive for them to buy into it.”
As an owner of Progressive Metal Fabricators in
Campbell River for seven years, Udy had apprentices in
his shop and says that apprentices did not cost him extra.
“If I’m comparing an apprentice to what a journeyman can
produce on an hourly basis, certainly an apprentice doesn’t
produce at the same level, but I’m not paying him at the
same level.”
Watershed Sentinel
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What’s Going Down

location, of the specific well being fractured and
the characteristics of the formation, such as
thickness and type of rock. A typical fracture
treatment will use very low concentrations
of between three and 12 additive chemicals .... Each component serves a specific, engineered purpose."
The BC and Alberta gas industry lists the chemicals it uses on a
well-by-well basis at www.fracfocus.ca, and fascinating reading
it is. There are lots of alcohols,
assorted acids, anti-freeze, and
“petroleum distillates” like kerosene, and aromatic hydrocarbons
like benzene. You can look up the
ingredients by chemical number
(Chemical Abstract Service – CAS)
to actually identify them. At least one
chemical, acetaldehyde, is on Canada's Toxic
Substances List, Schedule One. Of course, as
Reach for Unbleached discovered when Anna Tilman
used the National Pollution Release Inventory (NPRI) to
examine pulp mill effluent and air emissions, just because
it is considered a "Toxic Substance" doesn't mean the government is going to do anything about it (Pulp and Paper
Pollution: The Toxic Legacy of Federal Neglect, Reach for
Unbleached, October 2008).
What you can't look up is the material protected by
confidentiality agreements for hazardous chemicals, of
which there are far too many. However, renowned scientist Theo Colborn's TEDX, The Endocrine Disruption Exchange, spent years collecting data from a wide variety of
American sources, such as state reports, checking the Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDSs), using the CAS to identify some of the chemicals, and then compiling their known
human health impacts. It was a major research effort.

by Delores Broten
Everywhere that the oil and
natural gas industry is fracking – using high pressure blasts
of fluid, sand, and chemicals
pumped underground to extract the remnants of gas and
oil from layers of shale, coal,
or sand formations – public
concern and protests follow.
In some regions, the citizens
have had moderate success
in restricting the technology.
France and Luxembourg have
banned the practise. Nova Scotia, Newfoundland and Labrador,
and Quebec have moratoriums, and many
American towns and cities have local prohibitions.
The threat of ground and surface water contamination
continues to expand around the world, as we suck up the
scattered remnants of ancient life to burn for fuel. The climate implications are enormous.
The quantities of water used to liberate the gas are also
enormous – upward of five million gallons for each well,
and the number of wells required in a fracking operation
is huge. To fulfill the current amount of export licenses
granted by the National Energy Board would require about
70,000 new wells in BC by 2040, according to geologist
David Hughes [See also “BC LNG Reality Check,” WS,
March-April 2014].
At each well, tonnes of sand are pumped down to hold
the fissures open so the gas can get out of the pockets in
the rock.

Vast Numbers of Toxic Chemicals

More than Water and Sand

Of the chemicals used for drilling and fracking which
they were able to identify (362 – about half), they found that
three-quarters are associated with skin, eye or sensory organ effects, respiratory effects and gastrointestinal or liver
effects. Gas field workers are particularly at risk.
Over half of the chemicals could harm the brain and

But the mysterious aspect of these operations lies in
what is added to the fluids and sand – acids, biocides, anticorrosion chemicals, friction reducers, gelling agents, etc.
FracFocus.ca, an industry/government website, explains:
"The number of chemical additives used in a typical fracture treatment depends on the conditions, such as depth or
Watershed Sentinel
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A Millwatch Special Report
From
Reach for Unbleached!
www.rfu.org

nervous system, and up to half were associated with longterm health effects including cancer, organ damage, and
harm to the endocrine system. “Of note is that 47% of the
products have the potential to affect the endocrine system,
including human and wildlife development and reproduction.… The endocrine system operates at very low concentrations of hormones, often in parts-per-billion or less, making it susceptible to very low levels of exposure, which can
impact organisms and their offspring, including humans.”
The Council of Canadian Academies science panel
report, Environmental Impacts of Shale Gas Extraction in
Canada, released in May, basically said there just wasn't
enough information about long-term or even short-term
impacts for the industry to get a green light. “The primary
concerns are the degradation of the quality of groundwater
and surface water (including the safe disposal of large volumes of wastewater); the risk of increased greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions (including fugitive methane emissions
during and after production), thus exacerbating anthropogenic climate change; disruptive effects on communities
and land; and adverse effects on human health.”

ardous chemicals produced downhole by chemical interactions under
high temperature and pressure. This includes information on concentration, mobility, persistence
in groundwater and surface water, and bio-accumulation
properties....”
Theo Colborn summarized the problem in an interview
with Amy Goodman at democracynow.org: “Thirty to seventy per cent of that water that’s injected underground can
possibly come back up to the surface. No one knows exactly how much stays underground and how much is going
to be coming back up to the surface. So you worry about
the long-term effect of that material that’s staying underground, that could appear later coming up in rivers and
streams, at people’s well sites, that sort of thing, because
we don’t understand the geology underground. But then all
that – the rest of that has to come back up.” The water that
comes back up is reused, and eventually injected in deep
disposal wells, or sometimes left in holding ponds.
Known Water Contamination

We do know there is a big problem. The Americans
have been fracking for longer than we have, and in “Surface
and Groundwater Contamination Associated with Modern
Natural Gas Development, Peer-Reviewed Literature, 20112013,” psehealthyenergy.org outlines the smoking gun of
water contamination from Pennsylvania, Kentucky, Texas,
and Colorado. A jury in Texas recently awarded a couple
almost $3 million in damages from neighbouring fracking.
In Alberta, landowner and oil patch consultant scientist
Jessica Ernst is suing Encana, the Alberta energy regulator,
and the Alberta government over water contamination from
fracking, and one of the arguments used by the government
was that, if allowed, the case could open liability for many
more cases. Author Andrew Nikiforuk reported in thetyee.
ca that Crown counsel Neil Boyle argued that “There could
be millions or billions of dollars worth of damages.” (AntiFracking-Suit, April 18, 2014).
Meanwhile BC boasts that it has the best fracking regulations in the world, pointing out that chemicals are listed
on fracfocus.ca and wells must be lined with cement down
to 600 metres, to get them below potable groundwater.
Even if that is true, it is not saying much. As environmental researcher and activist Nelle Maxey retorted, "For
me the ultimate hypocrisy is the contention that frack wells
and produced water storage wells are below impenetrable
layers and thus pose no threat to drinking water aquifers.
But see, once you poke a hole in the impenetrable layer it is
no longer impenetrable."
t

Well Failures and Leaks

The Canadian panel singled out underground pathways
and failing cement well casings for concern: “Information
concerning the impacts of leakage of natural gas from poor
cement seals on fresh groundwater resources is insufficient.
The nature and rate of cement deterioration are poorly understood and there is only minimal or misleading information available in the public domain.” The rate of well barriers and integrity failures ranges from one in 20 to as high
as three out of four, according to a 2014 study, "Oil and gas
wells and their integrity: Implications for shale and unconventional resource exploitation," by Richard J. Davies et al.
The Panel pointed its fingers at the chemical brew being injected underground and then pumped back up to the
surface: “Information is also required on potentially haz-

Art Image by Davis Pohl
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by Bruce Mason
There’s no debate about its deterioration. BC’s ferry system is on its
knees, reeling rudderlessly over a tipping point, sinking into a death spiral of declining ridership – now at a
22-year low – while draconian service
cuts and ongoing fare increases generate less revenue.
The question is: how to repair
and restore BC Ferries Services Inc.
(BCFS)? How to get back on course –
more Service, less Inc., – by navigating a storm of epic mismanagement,
Watershed Sentinel

stereotypes, myths and fantasies
about market supply and demand, and
the myriad communities that make up
a maritime province?
Once upon a time it was the envy
of the world, one of the largest fleets
on the planet, comprising vessels built
here at home, to access and serve a
coastline that’s internationally renowned for its extraordinary beauty,
biological diversity and vibrant communities. BCFS lost the plot, lost its
way.
12

In 1961, W.A.C. Bennett – BC’s
longest-serving premier – purchased
Blackball Ferries, for $7 million, creating a publicly-owned extension of
the highway and transportation system. It grew exponentially by prioritizing service to people, not payment
to private shareholders, in much the
same way as public ferry systems
operate financially to the south in
Washington State, north to Alaska,
or in any other direction in most of
the world.
Summer 2014

The Gabriola Island ferry, the MV Quinsam, by Mike Thompson of Impact Digital Studio.
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The Vancouver Sun’s Stephen
Hume has described BCFS as an “arrogant, insensitive monstrosity into
which W.A.C. Bennett’s inclusive
dream of making the ferries an extension of the highway system has
evolved.” (April 9, 2011)
Make that devolved. In 2003,
then-Premier Gordon Campbell introduced the now-despised Coastal
Ferry Act’s quasi-private, user-pay
system. Since that time, the BCFS
budget has grown 55 per cent, with no
change in service. Financing and amortization – the single biggest cost increase – tripled to $208 million, with
no additional user-benefit. Chris Abbott, president of the 4,000-member
BC Ferry and Marine Workers Union,
projects debt will rise to $1.2 billion in
the next decade and asks: “How high
are fares going to have to go to cover
that size of debt?”
MLA Claire Trevena travelled
south of the border for a revealing,
wave-making comparison. Washington state builds their own ferries and
has one manager for every 40 employees in a similar-sized fleet. At BCFS
it is one in six (or one in 10 if Canadian regulations are factored in). That
amounts to 17 managers for every BC
ferry, greater in number than the inservice crews of the minor, intermediate vessels and some larger ones as
well.
Renumeration

BC taxpayers were enraged by
hefty bonuses to BCFS’ many managers, despite sinking ridership, and
skyrocketing debt. Abbott says, “The
fix was in. Bonuses were rolled into
base pay, all of which is now pensionable.”
Retired former BCFS CEO David
Hahn, who implemented semi-privatization, draws $300 grand a year for
life. His successor Michael Corrigan
will be paid $500,730 in 2014, down
from $915,000 in 2012. That includes
$364,000 base salary, bonus, two penWatershed Sentinel

sions and a vehicle allowance. David
Moseley, head of the Washington
ferry system, made just $165,943 last
year.
In the meantime, flashy new
headquarters were opened in Victoria, along with a shiny BCFS Vacation
Centre in downtown Vancouver and a
glossy Onboard magazine launched.
But the monopoly has no plans for
cuts in management or promotion.
BCFS won’t share data with residents of coastal communities, who
were shaken by incessant rate increases (up to 147% over a decade), and
rudely awakened last November by
Transportation Minister Todd Stone.
Not only would fares rise yet again
– followed by fuel surcharges – but

in numbers greater than the $14 million in savings BCFS seeks in current
service cuts and fare hikes that are
scheduled to go even higher in 2015.
The flawed strategy is enabled in
part by the lingering stereotypes of
coastal residents as a disposable assortment of free-loading hippies and
wealthy retirees, worried and whinging about their “highly subsidized”
lifestyles. But marginalized coastal
residents are arguing for an essential,
no-frills, commuter service. A ferry
system where, once again, once-ina-life-time family vacations to Haida
Gwai, along with Cathedral Grove,
Long Beach, the lawn of the Legislature, and a camping spot on the Gulf
Islands, are affordable from mainland
BC.
The Facts

service and decades-long schedules
and seniors’ discounts would be cut.
As well, a pilot project of onboard slot
machines are going to be tested as a
source of revenue on ships serving the
Tsawwassen-Swartz Bay route.
BCFS and the BC government
have not conducted a study of socioeconomic impacts to the coastal communities that will be affected. Instead,
a last minute round of “community
consultations,” were staged night after night in packed town halls, run by
note-takers, not ferry or government
officials, who also ignored calls for
a moratorium. Fragile economies are
being fractured as property values
and incomes fall through the cracks
13

In BC, 22% of people are ferry
dependent. Coastal communities contribute roughly 36% of the province’s
annual revenue. Their benefits total
about 6% of capital expenditure on
highways, including the service fee to
BC Ferries which is a paltry 0.4% of
the government budget, according to
a study by former BC Liberal leader
Gordon Wilson.
Sheila Malcolmson, chair of the
Islands Trust Council, speaks for residents of ten ferry routes. According
to the 2006 census, 37% of islanders
were self-employed, compared with
14%, province-wide. Median family
income in the Islands Trust Area is
16% lower than BC’s average.
She says, “Coastal ferry-users
pay more than their fair share, $5 billion during the past 10 years, while
BC taxpayers contributed $1 billion in
service fees. System-wide, ferry-users
pay 100% of operating costs. If BC
Transit riders paid at the same rate, a
$3 bus fare becomes $9. Everybody
pays taxes for roads they’ll never
drive; it’s the cost of a social contract
that unites the province.”
Continued on Page 14
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Ferry Tale continued
BC’s Liberal government has no
plans to change free inland ferries
– which, unlike their coastal equivalents, have alternative roads – operating under BC Highways and Transportation. Abbott says: “A stroke of a
pen would save a lot of money. Roll all
ferries back into Highways, pick up
capital costs at a cheaper government
rate and then cover operational costs.”
There is little mention of the
Duke Point/Tsawwassen run that loses $25 million annually. But nearby,
BCFS hopes to save $400,000 over
two years on the Gabriola/Nanaimo
run. Island residents calculated the
strategy would result in a loss of 176
jobs and $5 million in business, and
negotiated a more realistic, slightly revised schedule. In the meantime, ferry traffic plummeted; vehicles were
down 17% with 13% fewer passengers
compared to February, 2013. That’s in
advance of the changes made on April
Fools Day. Similar double digit drops
in ridership are anticipated, fleetwide, going forward.
Impacts

Impacts aren’t isolated; most noticeably in the BC tourism industry,
which generated $13.4 billion last
year. In the Cariboo Chilcotin, the
pine beetle wiped out forestry. Residents struggled to create a new, nonextractive economy. One key was a
circle-tour travel-package, providing
access to a last frontier and one of the
world’s great drives.
The Discovery Coast Route –
once touted and promoted by BCFS –
provided a vital link to approximately
140 communities, included a 115-vehicle full-service vessel that stopped
at the traditional communities of Bella
Bella, Klemtu, Ocean Falls and Bella
Coola, where travellers would get off
to continue a land journey through
the Cariboo-Chilcotin to the Lower
Mainland, or down Vancouver Island.
Watershed Sentinel

With the hope of saving $1.4 million, BCFS cancelled the direct connection between Bella Coola and Port
Hardy, replacing the Queen of Chilliwack with a milk run. The Queen of
Chillicwack was replaced by a 16-vehicle car barge Nimpkish (including
space for four RVs). It is being refitted
to install seats – with no wheelchair
access, interior heat, potable water
and vending machines for the ninehour voyage from Bella Bella up the
fjord to Bella Coola.
Early estimates of cancelled tours
indicate a $10 million hit to an already
devastated economy. Jonview, the
largest international tour wholesaler
in Canada, sends 100,000 tourists to
BC every year. It described the Discovery Coast Circle Tour as a “cornerstone” of future tourism growth, but
no longer recommends the route. And
disappointed Europeans have cancelled 2014 bookings in droves.
Aboriginal entrepreneurs looking
to develop home-grown tourism ventures along the central coast say their
plans have been interrupted by cuts to
the Bella Coola–Port Hardy run. After investing $1.5 million over the past
two years, the Aboriginal Tourism
Association of BC says the cuts to ferry service forced it to gear down campaigns to train coastal First Nations to
embrace tourism opportunities.
When 1,500 protestors rallied at
the Legislature March 15, the highlight was a tape recording of Premier
Christy Clarke, made in 2008, while
she was employed as a talk radio host
on CKNW:
“BC ferry fares have finally gotten
so high that for every dollar they raise
it will actually garner less in revenue.
And at this rate, how long will it be
before they abandon the routes where
they don’t make any money? How
long before the provincial government
abandons its responsibility to provide
a public service to many of the people
who depend on ferries to travel or to
ship their goods?”
14

A m o n g
the
speakers
the Friends of Cortes Island
Sustainability Education Fund
was Cam Pirie,
owner of Quadra Island’s Walcan Seafood, a 40-yearold family seafood processing business, employing 150, while paying
$1.3 million every year on BC Ferries.
It is may use barges, or relocate.
What Now?

Post-rally, organizers are planning other phases, working with
municipal, local and regional governments, business and community
organizations, as consultants conduct
socioeconomic studies that were never
undertaken by BCFS or the provincial
government. “Mad as Hell” young
families are increasingly involved.
They are essential to the future of
coastal communities.
The government is being lobbied
and will be “dogged” during elections.
Some residents plan to withhold
property taxes, demanding reassessment with ferries factored in. Human
rights and legal issues are being explored, ranging from lack of access on
the Nimpkish for people with mobility
problems, to whether BCFS has violated the Federal/Provincial Coastal
Subsidy Agreement which paid $28
million in 2013.
Too many people are pulling
up stakes, shutting businesses, selling homes at reduced prices, walking away from deep investments in
community, hard work, and relatively
modest, once-realistic dreams.
Still there is some of the legendary expertise and resiliency of coastal communities left, to survey the inestimable damage done by BCFS – to
pick up the pieces and fight on. Join in
or keep track at www.savethediscoverycoastferry.ca
t
Bruce Mason is a Gabriola Island
and Vancouver based writer, author of
Our Clinic and contributor to Common Ground magazine
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Car Sharing A Hit

A recent study by AlixPartners
shows that car sharing networks have
a greater impact on the car market
than previously thought. The study
surveyed 1,000 licensed drivers in 10
developed metropolitan car-sharing
markets in the US and 1,000 drivers
nationally as a control sample. Car
sharing in the 10 key markets appears
to be displacing vehicle purchases at a
rate of 32–1. Approximately 500,000
vehicle purchases nationally have
been avoided due to car sharing. The
key reasons given to why people used
carsharing was: ease of access, convenience, economics, and environmental.
www.alizpartners.com
Gabriola’s Community Bus

In June 2013, the community
of Gabriola Island, BC established a
community bus service. GERTIE’s
bus service is a three-year pilot
project in consultation with bus users
and the community to develop and refine routes and schedules to meet the
needs of Islanders. Within six months
of operation GERTIE carried over
5,000 passengers, 200 to 300 passengers every week. GERTIE relies
almost entirely on volunteer drivers
and a volunteer management committee. GERTIE received money from
Gabriola Community Works funding
through the Regional District of Nanaimo.
www.gabriolacommunitybus.com
Transportation in Vancouver

Vancouver’s long-term transportation strategy, Transport 2040, outWatershed Sentinel

lines a plan that would see most trips
made by transit, walking and cycling
by 2040. TransLink aims to create
more separated bike lanes, bicycle
parking, and air pumps. Vancouver
was one of the first cities in North
America to create a low-cost, lowimpact network by creating bikeways
along residential streets with relatively light traffic volumes – a system
that Portland, Oregon has copied. In
the last five years the city has been
increasing barrier-separated lanes and
other route improvements that visibly
take space away from cars. Other cities are watching and following suit,
such as Toronto, which is proposing
a series of improvements to cycling
infrastructure in the downtown area,
including a pilot project for separated
bicycle lanes.
www.vancouver.ca
Vancouver Island Train

The Vancouver Island Corridor
Foundation is in negotiations with
VIA Rail to restore passenger service
on Vancouver Island. VIA Rail pulled
passenger service from a portion of
the railway route in 2011 after a portion of the tracks became unsafe. The
E&N railway – once known as the
Esquimalt and Nanaimo – dates back
to 1871, when the federal government
agreed to build a railway as part of the
colony of British Columbia’s decision
to join Confederation.
www.islandrail.ca
New Brunswick Track Saved

Via Rail has tentatively agreed to
spend $10.2 million to repair tracks
in northern New Brunswick used to
provide passenger rail service to the
15

Maritimes. The funding means passenger service from Montreal to Halifax can continue three days a week
in each direction. Unifor, Canada’s
largest private-sector union, welcomed the announcement after leading a campaign to save the line. CN
was planning on abandoning the line
and Via Rail had said it could not afford to buy or maintain the stretch of
track. New Brunswick will invest up
to $25 million in rail infrastructure
improvements, while CN will spend
a comparable amount to maintain and
operate the line, ensuring continued
rail freight service for 15 years.
www.globeandmail.com
Keeping Kids Fit by Walking

Ottawa Public Health is launching
the walking school bus pilot project in
September to help battle obesity rates
by keeping students active. Instead of
taking the bus, students at eight Ottawa elementary schools will walk to
school accompanied by a paid walking
guide. The pilot project will be modelled after the crossing guard program
run by the Ottawa Safety Council.
www.ottawaschoolbus.ca
Rideshares

There are several rideshare websites to offer or look for a ride to your
destination in Canada. Kangaride is
a Canadian website rideshare service that requires an annual registration fee of $7.50, requires driver’s
license checks, and offers ratings by
members. Other sites include Carpool
Canada and Share Your Ride.
www.kangaride.com
www.carpool.ca
www.shareyourride.net
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by John Stonier
A brand new Maserati was ahead
of me. Responding to a shot of gasoline, the rumble of its mufflers pierced
my car windows. A few blocks later,
I’m beside this polished symbol of testosterone and money. Red light. This
is the situation where I can’t resist the
opportunity to have some electric car
fun.
My grey Nissan LEAF four
door hatch-back family sedan looks
pretty harmless, even lame. The light
is about to change. I tap my accelerator to acknowledge the cigarette
smoking gold-chained driver next to
me. Green. I pull ahead to ensure he
knows I’m looking to challenge his
six figure sportster. I maintain a lead
and start to hear all 12 cylinders sucking maximum gas, the roar of the engine turns to a strained whine – the
man has panicked pedal to the metal.
I’m still in front, our speed is now approaching the legal urban limit. He
passes me as I realize: Crap! I had my
LEAF in Eco mode! My wife rolls her
eyes… “What are you, sixteen?”
To drive an electric car is to experience the most energy efficient,
and the most luxurious combination
of silent, smooth and swift acceleration available to the motoring public
today. Yes, you can have it all – power, sustainability, economy, all in one
technology. I have yet to find anyone
who has driven a modern electric car
who wants to go back to ICE (internal
combustion engine).
Watershed Sentinel

So the question is will electric
cars work for you? Performance and
operating costs are exceptionally
good. The electric drive system takes
only the energy it needs to move the
car, and regenerates energy when
you brake recovering some of the
energy spent to accelerate. Electric
drive trains are four times more efficient than internal combustion for
a number of reasons. In BC, where
we have a high gasoline to hydro cost
ratio, the advantage is almost a ten
to one. $45 per month will power the
average electric car 1,500 kilometres
(km), saving some $250 in fuel costs.
Maintenance of an electric car is minimal: windshield fluid, rotate tires,
wash and dry. Because of regenerative
braking, brakes last a quarter million
kilometres before you need to service
them. I’ve estimated one-sixth the
maintenance costs compared to ICE.
No oil changes, no fuel injection, no
mufflers, no catalytic converters, no
oxygen sensors, no timing chains.
It comes down to range.

Is 120 km enough? Given that
the North American daily average is
50km, it is for most people, most of
the time. The lowly 110 VAC double
receptacle is all you need to replenish 50km of driving overnight. Ninety
percent or more of all electrical vehicle (EV) charging will occur at home.
The fact is that if you like to sleep at
least eight hours a night, or work eight
hours a day at your office, that time
16

and $1.50 of electricity from your
plain old duplex receptacle will give
you a full charge and keep you painlessly rolling along at the daily average driving distance.
With the right equipment you can
venture from home and not even have
to rely on public charging stations.
Standard kit for any EV owner is to
purchase a Level 2 “dryer outlet” sized
EV supply equipment (EVSE) available for charging three times as fast
as 110V outlets. Costing about $600
these small portable EVSE systems
can be fitted with a plug connection so
you can take them with you for greater
charging options. With a set of adaptor “pigtails” you can tap into high
energy circuit options: dryer, oven receptacles and welding outlets that are
widely distributed, but not always accessible, from the parking spot you’re
in. A broad network of parking spot
recharging locations has been available for decades, and are well established on most cross-country highway
routes and RV parks. In my experience, when asked in advance, I’ve received a warm welcome from friends,
family, businesses and RV park operators to plug in my car. They are
intrigued by this new auto technology
that frees you from gas stations and
usually want to know more.
Public charging stations extend
the usefulness of EVs and provide
the cord and charge plug right at your
parking spot. Because most charging
is done at home, public charging does
Summer 2014
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The holy grail for electric car
charging is the “DC Fast Charge.”
DC because this type of high speed
charging doesn’t go through a battery
charger – it’s a direct connection to the
Direct Current terminals on the car’s
traction battery. Sophisticated electronics safely handle the high energy
transfers and a bulk charge to 80%
can take as little as 20 minutes. British
Columbia currently has nine DC Fast
Charge stations located in Duncan,
Nanaimo, Burnaby, Surrey, Squamish, Meritt and Kamloops. Six more
are in development for completion in
2014. Located in-between larger centres, DCFC doesn’t require many stations to provide wide coverage – it has
been estimated that 50 would cover
90% of the highways in BC.

Continuing on the economic development theme, EV drivers are one
of the most attractive demographics
anywhere: upper income, progressive
early adopters, with additional spending money monthly through electric
car operating cost savings. It is the
roadside marketing opportunity of the
decade to install charge stations to attract these new customers, especially
for the hospitality industry.
Supply constraints are limiting
the availability of EVs in Canada.
While we only have 6,000 EVs in
Canada, there are almost 200,000 EVs
in the USA and that number should
reach 500,000 by 2015. For now,
expanding charging infrastructure
could be a significant tourism beacon
for our American motoring friends,
while we wait for more EVs to arrive
in our showrooms. A robust charging
infrastructure in Canada will enable
substantial uptake when the cars arrive and waiting lists decline. The
economic benefits, and lure of the ultimate driving experience await.
t
John Stonier, CA, is a principal
consultant with Signature Renewables Inc. and co-founder and CEO of
VeloMetro Mobility Inc. a Vancouver
start-up that is building the human
powered (with electric assist) velocar
as an automobile alternative for urban
mobility.

Photo by John Stonier

not deliver the majority of energy for
electric cars, but it does deliver convenience when far away from home.
In the past two years, more than 600
public charging stations have been
installed in British Columbia. Only
that many again have been installed in
the rest of Canada. However, Quebec
has announced an investment of $500
million to promote EVs, EV charging,
and EV industry development.

Electric Vehicles Available in Canada
Manufacturer 2014 Model

$CAD from

Availability		

Mercedes Benz
Mitsubishi
Nissan 		
Ford Focus
Chevrolet
BMW 		
Tesla 		

$26,900 		
$26,998 		
$31,698 		
$37,000 		
$38,595 		
$44,950 		
$78,970 		

Wait list		
Limited		
Limited		
6 Months
Available		
Limited		
2-3 Months

Smart EV		
iMiev		
LEAF		
EV		
Volt		
i3		
Model S 60

Notes

Cabriolet version available
Price drop for 2014
World’s best selling electric car
Gasoline range extended battery
$48,950 base w/ Range Extender
$2,500 deposit gets you started

Information current for Canada as of April 8, 2014 – Options, taxes and rebates extra
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TurboTrain by Bill Linley

Nightstar by Will Ebbert

TRANSPORTATION

Envisioning a culture shift for
passenger rail in Canada
by Paul Langan

W

Because the Turbo Trains were not tested in Canadian
winter climates, the Turbo ran into problems. Ironically, in
2002 the Nightstar Equipment ran into the same type of
problems since the trains were not designed for harsh winter weather.
Nonetheless, the Turbo Train holds the record for the
fastest passenger train in Canada. It went over 226 kilometre per hour. The trains were running well by 1982, but VIA
Rail, the new owner of them, decided to eliminate them
from service. None of the trains were saved.

hy in Canada do we live in a cultural abyss
when it comes to having a modern passenger
rail service?
I was trying to remember when I last
had hope that Canada would modernize its passenger rail
service and join the rest of the world.
In 2000, I was excited when VIA Rail purchased 139
of the Alstom-built Nightstar passenger rail cars. These
were originally built for an overnight train service between
the UK and continental Europe. Pro-rail federal Transport
Minister David Collenette announced the “Renaissance
(the new name for Nightstar equipment) of Passenger Rail
in Canada,” which represented a $402 million influx of
money for VIA.
In my community it meant the addition of a second
morning train into Toronto and the refurbishment of the
historic railway station in Kitchener.
Around 2002, VIA also announced it was purchasing a
new General Electric locomotive for its fleet. I went to the
press conference in Toronto that was promoting the new
locomotives.
Sadly, the Renaissance funding was short-lived. The
new Liberal government, under anti-passenger rail Prime
Minister Paul Martin, slashed further funding to the Renaissance thereby ending the dreams of passenger rail renewal.
Not since 1967, when the Turbo Train was introduced
by Canadian National Railway (CN) has there been excitement about what modern passenger rail service could be.
Listening to the original press conference from 1967 you
get a sense that Canadian National wanted modern passenger rail to be part of Canada’s future.
Watershed Sentinel

Reasons for the Demise of Rail

It can be persuasively argued that the demise of passenger rail in Canada is directly related to three fundamental issues.
1.

Lack of Passenger Rail Legislation

2.

Privatization of Canadian National Railway

VIA Rail has no legislation to support its existence.
VIA was created with a simple Standing Order in Council.
Outgoing Minister of Transport David Collenette failed
in his attempt to get a VIA Rail Act, Bill C-26, passed. In
2003 it received only first reading in parliament. In March
2014, MP Olivia Chow tabled a private members Bill C-577
– An Act respecting VIA Rail Canada and this Bill makes
consequential amendments to another Act. Because the
current government of Prime Minister Harper has a majority government, and MP Chow has decided to run for municipal politics, this Bill has little chance of passing.
Passenger rail in Canada suffered serious setbacks
when Canadian National was privatized. There were no
18
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provisions or legislation put in place to ensure that passenger rail was given priority on freight lines and CN was not
held accountable for the quality of service they provide to
VIA Rail and associated costs.
As far back as 1984, VIA Rail President Frank Roberts
argued that over $100 million was being overcharged by
CN and Canadian Pacific Railway (CP).
Recent revelations from a former CN supervisor about
how CN overbilled Ontario’s GO Transit, point to serious
problems with accountability around how CN spends taxpayers’ money. Is it time for VIA Rail to comprehensively
audit how government money is being spent by CN?

Calgary-Edmonton

Tragically Alberta has had no passenger rail between
Lethbridge – Calgary – Red Deer – Edmonton – Fort McMurray. Passenger rail service using Rail Diesel Cars
(RDC) stopped in 1987 between Edmonton and Calgary.
Since then there have been two major studies (2004 &
2009) on the concept of having high speed trains between
Calgary and Edmonton. A private enterprise, Alberta High
Speed Rail, has been interested for over a decade in seeing
the project move forward.
In February 2014, the Alberta provincial government
held a public hearing on the idea of having high speed rail
between Calgary and Edmonton. A report is expected to be
completed by May 2015.
3. Lack of Political Vision
The Mayors of Calgary and Edmonton want money
There has been a consistent lack of vision for passenger
prioritized for inner city light rail transit instead of intercity
rail in Canada for at least three decades. It hasn’t mattered
rail travel. This poses a significant drawback to the introwho was in power. The Trudeau Liberals in 1981 cut VIA
duction of high speed rail in Alberta.
Rail by 20%. The Mulroney ConservaI was trying to remember
A more logical approach to returntives in 1989 put the knife in VIA Rail
when I last had hope that
ing passenger rail to Alberta would have
further by cutting routes by 50%.
The present situation is certainly Canada would modernize its been to say, “We have no passenger rail
passenger rail service and
between our cities, how can we correct
grim as the Conservative government
join the rest of the world.
this problem?” Popular opinion polls
led by Prime Minister Stephen Harper
have constantly stated that Albertans
has no vision at all for passenger rail in
would like to see passenger rail return to their province.
Canada. How bad is it? In 2011, then Conservative Minister
How we can get there should have included more options
of Transport Steven Fletcher met with the president of tour
than just true high speed rail.
train operator Rocky Mountaineer. This was one of many
Sadly there are archaic suggestions that simply buildmeetings between Rocky Mountaineer and the government.
ing more roads is the answer. I wish Albertans could come
Is this Harper’s vision for a modern passenger rail system in
and do a morning commute into Toronto to see how bad an
Canada – tourist trains?!
idea that is and how costly it is to society. Recent studies
VIA Rail’s cuts to routes and diminished funding by
conclude that gridlock costs Toronto up to $11 billion annuthe Harper government in 2013 and 2014 have further jeopally. Somehow the 18 lanes of highway entering Toronto are
ardized the future of VIA Rail.
not solving the problem.
High Speed Rail In Canada

What can Canadians do to promote the introduction
and/or improvement of passenger rail in their community?
First of all, get involved in the political process and
elect members at all levels who are pro-rail transit. We must
not support parties whose leaders have a track record of not
supporting passenger rail. National passenger rail projects
require federal funding.
Secondly, educate yourself on the topic. People who
espouse that government should not be involved in passenger rail because it is not profitable need to understand the
true costs of being an auto-dependent society.
Finally, stand up for what you believe in, write a letter,
attend meetings, join advocacy groups. It is time for our
Canadian government to support passenger rail in Canada.
t
Paul Langan is founder of High Speed Rail Canada.
www.highspeedrailcanada.com

With this present political situation it is hard to imagine any high speed rail (HSR) projects moving forward in
Canada. When I started High Speed Rail Canada, my idea
was simple. It was to find all the previous high speed rail
studies related to Canada and put them on one website for
people to access.
Ontario-Quebec

In the Ontario-Quebec Corridor there have been about
12 HSR studies done over the years. Not all of the studies
have been acted upon. There is still one unreleased study
paid for by the mayors along the line in conjunction with
French rail operator, SNCF.
The present “death by studies” phenomenon in Ontario-Quebec towards HSR has even become the subject of
a parody by CBC comedian, Rick Mercer.
Watershed Sentinel
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by Joyce Nelson
sidebar), his case raises profound questions about the legality of much of Harper’s legislation, including the cancellation of the Canadian Wheat Board, the Omnibus Crime
Bill, the Omnibus Budget Bills C-38 and C-45, which
wiped out environmental legislation and impinged on First
Nations treaty rights, various anti-labour bills, agriculture
bills, and now the Fair Elections Act.
Kent Roach, constitutional law professor at the University of Toronto, told Canadian Press (March 20), “The
Department of Justice Act requires the attorney general to
report if any government bill is inconsistent with the Charter. That’s never been done.” That leaves it up to individuals
and organizations to make a Charter challenge, which can
cost hundreds of thousands of dollars and drag on for years.
The Fair Elections Act would also move the Elections
Commissioner under the Director of Public Prosecutions.
According to Ontario MP Frank Valeriote, this would make the Commissioner
“accountable not to Parliament, but to the
Attorney General” (Peter MacKay) in the
Justice Department – the same department
that apparently has not been vetting proposed legislation for its constitutionality.
That feature of Bill C-23 has not been
amended or changed as of this writing (in early May) and in
fact was supported by the Senate Committee in its recommendations to the House Committee. As well, Democratic
Reform Minister Pierre Poilievre has refused to equip the
Elections Commissioner with the power to compel witness
testimony when investigating election fraud. It was that inability which hampered the three-year investigation into the
misleading robocalls made during the last federal election.
Far from being a “climbdown,” as the NDP called the
Harper government’s backtracking on some of the Bill’s
aspects, Bill C-23 as it now stands is a testament to the
abilities of the Conservative spin machine as it gears up
for next year’s federal election. Knowing they couldn’t get
everything they want, they have deftly and cleverly gotten
what they need.
t
Joyce Nelson is an award-winning freelance writer/researcher and the author of five books.

For months, Canadian whistleblower Marc
Mayrand has been in the fight of our lives.
As Canada’s Chief Electoral Officer, Mayrand blew
the whistle on Bill C-23, the Harper government’s grossly
misnamed Fair Elections Act. In testimony to a House of
Commons Committee in early March, Mayrand detailed
numerous controversial features of the proposed Act, including its potential to make it very difficult for hundreds
of thousands of Canadian citizens to vote. The Bill would
also impede Mayrand’s ability to investigate future electoral “dirty tricks,” like the thousands of misleading robocalls
during the 2011 election.
Following months of controversy over the Fair Elections Act, a Tory-dominated Senate committee (conducting
its own simultananeous review of the Bill) recommended
nine changes to the House of Commons committee studying Bill C-23. But many critics say it still
unfairly benefits the Harper Conservatives, who are intent on ramming the Bill
through by mid-June.
In the past, Bill C-23 would have been
reviewed by the Justice Department to ensure that it complies with the Canadian
Charter of Rights and Freedoms and the
Canadian Bill of Rights. All proposed federal bills, by law,
are supposed to be examined by Justice, and if they potentially violate the Charter, the Justice Minister is obligated
to notify Parliament.
In December 2012, another Canadian whistleblower,
Edgar Schmidt, filed a lawsuit against the Attorney General
of Canada (who is also the Minister of Justice) for failing to
take adequate steps to verify whether proposed bills violate
the Charter. As a Special Advisor in the Justice Department, Schmidt alleges that the Department “does not identify and report on legislation that the department itself considers almost certainly to be illegal and unconstitutional.”
Schmidt was suspended immediately without pay and
barred from his office “for violating his duties as a lawyer
and public servant.” Pre-trial motions in his lawsuit, originally scheduled for April, were postponed.
While Schmidt (charterdefence.ca) is only one of many
Canadian whistleblowers under the Harper government (see
Watershed Sentinel
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Left Under Duress, or Axed - A Shortlist
Adrian Measner, Dec. 2006: Canadian Wheat Board
(CWB) President/CEO fired after disagreeing with thenAgriculture Minister Chuck Strahl on maintaining the
CWB’s single-desk marketing.
Jeff Monaghan, May 2007: Staff member at Environment Canada (under John Baird) fired after he leaked the
government’s Green Plan proposing to back out of Canada’s
international legal commitment to the Kyoto agreement.
Dr. John O’Connor, 2007: Alberta doctor who called
for a thorough health review of the Fort Chipewyan community (located in the tar sands region) after he documented several rare cancers there, raising concerns about
a link with tarsands development. Health Canada doctors
lodged four complaints of professional misconduct against
O’Connor, threatening his medical license. In 2007, Dr.
O’Connor was cleared of all charges except “causing undue
alarm” in the community. He relocated his medical practice
to Nova Scotia, but has continued to work with his Alberta
patients through the internet and visits. In Feb. 2009, an
Alberta Cancer Board study found higher-than-expected
rates of rare cancers in Fort Chipewyan, and eight months
later Dr. O’Connor was cleared of the remaining charge. On
March 24, 2014, an Alberta Health Services survey found
that “the overall cancer rate in the community is not significantly higher” than in the rest of Alberta.
Linda Keen, Jan. 2008: Head of the Canadian Nuclear
Safety Commission fired after refusing to re-start the Chalk
River nuclear reactor because of safety concerns. Keen was
replaced by a pro-nuclear advocate, and in 2012 Harper appointed Rumina Velshi (mother of Alykhan Velshi, founder
of Ethical Oil and now director of issues management in the
Prime Minister’s Office) to the Commission.
Deanna Allen, Feb. 2008: Vice-president of Communications for the Canadian Wheat Board (CWB) fired by
Agriculture Minister Gerry Ritz after defending the CWB.

Although 60% of farmers wanted to save the CWB, the
Harper government passed Bill C-18, phasing out the organization. The recent $5 billion crisis for Western grain
farmers – who have a large wheat crop but no trains to get it
to market – is seen by many as the result of the dismantling
of the CWB. The Canadian Wheat Board Alliance reports
that as of Jan. 2014, five grain companies (Cargill, Archer
Daniels Midland, Bungee, Louis Dreyfus, and ConAgra)
made over $1.6 billion in “excess profits” on Canadian
wheat since the dismantling of the CWB, while the farmers’
share of the grain cheque went from 84% to 41%.
Louise Arbour, June 2008: UN High Commissioner
for Human Rights was denied Harper government support
for a second term after she criticized both the US and Israel.
Luc Pomerleau, July 2008: Staff member of the Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA) fired after giving
his union a copy of an internal document on plans by CFIA
(at the time, part of Agriculture Canada) to replace government food safety monitoring with industry self-regulation.
Since autumn 2012, the Harper government has axed more
than 500 jobs at CFIA, now part of Health Canada.
Richard Colvin, Nov. 2009: Canadian diplomat whose
testimony implicated the Canadian military in the torture
of Afghan detainees has had his diplomatic career stalled.
After the government refused to release documents indicating the number of detainees involved, Harper prorogued
the House of Commons in 2010. In March 2014, Canadian
Press reported newly obtained government documents reveal more than 1,000 detainees were handed over by the
Canadian military to Afghan jailers.
Paul Kennedy, Dec. 2009: Head of the RCMP Public
Complaints Commission whose term was not renewed after
he filed several reports exposing RCMP misconduct.
Peter Tinsley, Dec. 2009: Chair of the Military Police
Complaints Commission had his appointment terminated
just as his commission began investigating the Afghan detainee transfers scandal.
Steve Sullivan, April 2010: Ombudsman for Victims
of Crime whose term was not renewed after taking issue
with Harper’s Omnibus Crime Bill.
Munir Sheikh, July 2010: Chief Statistician of Statistics Canada who resigned after the Harper government
replaced the long-form census and suggested he had agreed
with that decision.
Martin Cheliak, Aug. 2010: Head of the RCMP’s Canadian Firearms Program fired for championing Canada’s
long-gun registry, which was then axed.
Pat Stogran, Nov. 2010: Canada’s first Veterans OmContinued on Page 22
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LETTERS continued from p.4

Whistleblowers continued

Citizen Interrogation
Regarding spying and the comment in your magazine “Corporations and Government ensure opposition
won’t threaten Canadian oil and gas”.
In 2008 and 2009 there were six minor attempts at
bombing the gas pipelines in Tomslake, BC. As a result
most of the population of the Peace was under suspicion.
As an outspoken environmentalist and activist, I came
under immediate suspicion. In due time, I received a
visit from two of the plain clothed officers from the integrated force that was investigating the bombing.
I was expecting their visit so it was no surprise when
they showed up on my doorstep. They had with them a
folder of quite a size. In that folder were copies of all
my e-mails and telephone conversations over the years
as well as all my personal information, age, where I was
born, credit card and banking information. Organizations
I belonged to or supported. All of my children’s names,
ages and where they lived.
As they began interrogating me they flipped from
page to page where certain things were highlighted. They
asked me had I said this or that, which I readily answered
in the affirmative. It would have been very stupid of me
to deny any of it. They then began really going at me with
the idea that I knew who the bomber was or indeed that
it was myself and my four sons. I can only tell you this. It
just hit me as being so comical imagining myself and my
four sons trudging through the bush with bombs looking
for some pipelines to blow up. At that point I burst out
laughing. Neither of those gentlemen knew what to think
at that point when they finally figured after three hours I
wasn’t about to “crack.” I told them I had no idea who the
“bomber” was and it certainly was not myself nor any of
my family.
When they decided that they had had enough of trying to get any information from me and that I was not
one bit nervous. (I found it rather entertaining as to their
kind of questioning), they decided to leave after three
hours. However, I was informed that I was a person of
interest and a possible eco-terrorist. An interesting point:
while these two officers were questioning me, at the very
same time, there were two officers at my son’s home in
Tomslake questioning him and his wife.
The final chapter to this fiasco is they never did, after
spending thousands of dollars of the taxpayers’ money,
find any “bomber”. Ask any resident here and you will
get the same answer – the industry did it themselves in
order to split the community and to try to get the residents to forget about condemning the industry for all the
problems the industry was causing in their lives and concentrate on fearing the “bomber” and catching him.
Leona Green, Dawsons Creek, BC

budsman whose term was not renewed after he advocated
better pensions, services and benefits for veterans. In 2013
Harper cut Veterans Affairs by $35 million and closed 8
offices.
Andrew Frank, Jan. 2012: The Forest Ethics communications manager issued an Open Letter stating the Prime
Minister’s Office had warned Tides Canada could lose its
charitable status for funding ForestEthics’ opposition to
tar sands pipelines. He lost his job at Forest Ethics because
he “violated the confidence” of the organization. Tzeporah
Berman, co-founder of Forest Ethics, said a lot of donors
are getting scared that giving will result in reprisals.
Evan Vokes, May 2012: Staff engineer for TransCanada Corp., who alerted the company’s top executives
about inadequate pipeline welds before finally filing a formal complaint with National Energy Board (NEB). Within
days he was fired by TransCanada Corp. A safety audit by
the NEB (Feb. 2014) found that TransCanada Corp. – the
company behind the proposed Energy East and Keystone
XL pipelines – is noncompliant in four areas, including
pipeline inspection.
Edgar Schmidt, Jan. 2013: Justice Department lawyer Schmidt discovered that his department was not reviewing (as required by law) federal draft bills to ensure they
comply with the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms.
Having been warned against pursuing this issue by departmental superiors, Schmidt launched a lawsuit against his
department. He was suspended without pay.
Scott Vaughn, April 2013: Canada’s Commissioner
of the Environment and Sustainable Development resigned
two years before the end of his term, having produced several hard-hitting critiques, which were ignored by the Harper government. Vaughn is now head of the International
Institute for Sustainable Development, a public policy research group set to manage the Experiment Lakes Area
(whose funding was axed by Harper).
Dr. Fred Kibenge, June 2013: After Dr. Kibenge
found ISA virus in BC salmon and testified at the Cohen
Commission, his lab at the Atlantic Veterinary College in
PEI was stripped of international certification at the request
of the Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Confirmation of
the ISA virus threatened the BC fish-farm industry.
Sylvie Therrien, July 2013: An Investigator for Employment Insurance, Therrien was fired after revealing that
EI investigators had to meet a quota: denying EI benefits to
applicants in order to save $500,000 per year.
Primary Sources: canadians4accountability.org; voices-voix.ca; Federal Accountability Initiative for Reform
(FAIR)
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Sustainers of the Watershed Sentinel
These generous sustainers help us to provide you with a strong independent voice for
environmental issues, activism, and social justice. We depend on them with thanks.
Stars

berg, Lantzville BC • Gary Runka Land Sense Ltd., Hagensborg, BC • Linda Safford, Cumberland BC • P. Maurebrecher & T. Schneider, Victoria BC • Barbara Scott, Victoria BC •
Gillian Seaton, Jasper AB • John Shirley, Watford ON • Ronni
Solbert, Randolph VT • Roy & Lois Sutherland, Victoria BC •
Anna Tilman, Aurora ON • Art Tkachuk & Family, Nipawin, SK
• Bill Trussler, Fanny Bay, BC • Marjorie Urquhart, Fanny Bay
BC • Eleanor Wright & Van Andruss, Lillooet BC • Ray Zimmerman, Victoria BC

Vicky Husband, Victoria BC • Mrs. Lannie Lewis
Keller, Seed Fund of the Greater Saint Louis Community
Foundation • Mel McDonald, Victoria BC • Vilmos
Udvarhelyi, Montreal QB • Peter Johnston & Sue Wheeler,
Lasqueti Island BC

Friends
Gordon Albright, Toronto ON • Barnard-Boecker Centre
Foundation, Victoria BC • Jim Bradshaw, Maple Ridge BC
• Katherine Bruheim, West Vancouver BC • Mae Burrows, Burnaby BC • John & Sharon Cashore, Coquitlam
BC • Elaine Golds, Port Moody BC • Barbara Holmberg,
Edgewood BC • Marlene Johnston, Kaslo BC • Juliette
& Rick Laing, Salt Spring Island BC • James Leslie, Hornby
Island BC • Hanna & Robert Main, Powell River BC •
Mike Major, Victoria BC • David Moulton, New Westminster BC • David Pinel, Courtenay BC • Colin Rankin,
Victoria BC • Murray Rankin, Victoria BC • Helen Lee
& Michael Redican, Quathiaski Cove BC • Mary Richardson, Athabaska AB • Paul Sanborn, Prince George BC •
Sheila White, Summerland BC • Jim Whitworth, Ucluelet BC
• R.E. Wolf, Calgary AB

Bundle Donors
Peter Broomhall, Vancouver BC • Henry Dumouchel,
Alexandria ON • Sheila Haegedorn, Kaslo BC • Patricia
Henry, Ottawa ON • Marlene Johnston, Kaslo BC • J. & R.
Laing, Salt Spring Island BC • Paul MacGillvray, Mission BC
• Mel McDonald, Victoria BC • Brock Nichols, Victoria BC •
Colin Rankin, Victoria BC • Linda Safford, Cumberland BC
• Penny Sanger, Ottawa ON • Jim Whitworth, Ucluelet BC •
T.J. Wolfwood, Victoria BC • Susan Yates, Gabriola Island BC

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

Patrons
Valerie Barnes-Connell, La Ronge SK • David Boehm,
Gabriola Island BC • Arthur Caldicott, Victoria BC •
Renate Kroesa & John Dafoe, Halfmoon Bay BC • Rick
Dobson, Cumberland BC • Susan Clarke & Alan Dolan,
Sidney BC • Alan & Christina Eastwood, North Saanich
BC • Betty Fairbank, Hornby Island BC • Don Ferguson,
Lethbridge AB • Barb Hourston, Nanaimo BC • John
& Cathie Howard, Hornby Island BC • David Huntley,
Burnaby BC • Susan Steffner & John Kristensen, Whaletown BC • Ben Livant, Victoria BC • Paul MacGillivray,
Mission BC • Ana Simeon & Tom Martin, Victoria BC •
• Heather Menzies, Kars, ON • Mary Mitchell, Squamish
BC • Gail & David Morton, Port Alberni BC • Pam &
Don Munroe, Courtenay BC • Kevin Neish, Victoria BC
• Maggie Paquet, Port Alberni BC • Nina Raginsky, Salt
Spring Island BC • Mary Richardson, Athabaska AB •
Norman Riggs, Powell River BC • John Rosser, Sointula BC
• June Ryder, Vancouver BC • Penny Sanger, Ottawa
ON • Paul Senez, Kirkland QC • Margaret Sigurgeirson, Hornby Island BC • Frances Slaney, Ottawa ON •
Robert Thompson, Vancouver BC • Bruce Torrie, Kelowna
BC • George Waddell, Sechelt BC • Deb Weiers, Red
Deer AB

Watershed Stars ($500 and over annual donation):

Watershed Stars help us find, follow, and write the
stories, print the magazine, distribute it, and sell subscriptions. Our Watershed Stars allow us to inform concerned
citizens and activists.
Friends of the Watershed Sentinel
($200 - $499 annual donation):

Friends of the Watershed Sentinel help us offer constructive solutions to problems, and praise successes that
lead toward an environmentally sustainable future.
Patrons ($100 - $199 annual donation):

Patrons support the public education program that is
an integral and essential part of our publication.
Sustaining Subscribers
($50 - $99 annual donation):

Sustaining Subscribers assist with the copies of the
Watershed Sentinel in colleges, universities, and libraries.

Sustaining Subscribers

Bundle Donors

BC Shellfish Growers Assn, Comox BC • Ruby Berry, Courtenay BC • Frances Cochran, Courtenay BC • Anne de
Cosson, Denman Island BC • Elizabeth Ferris, Vancouver BC
• Gwyn Frayne, Courtenay BC • Frances Grady, Victoria
BC • Alison Graves, Nanaimo BC • Bill Halliday, Comox BC
• Stuart Isto & Elizabeth Horsfield, Powell River BC • Dan Jason, Salt Spring Island BC • Jessie Jensen, Skookumchuk BC
• Bob Lane, Vancouver BC • Robert Mathews, Chase BC •
Robin Mathews, Vancouver BC • Stefan Ochman, Bamfield
BC • Jo Phillips, Sooke BC • Wendy Prothero, Comox BC •
Norberto Rodriguez dela Vega, Oliver BC • Harriet RueggeWatershed Sentinel

Bundle Donors specially dedicate their donations to
provide educational copies to public libraries and schools.
Friends of Cortes Island sponsors public education
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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by Heather Menzies
The original House of Commons
was a watershed. For my ancestors,
this meant the Tay River Valley in the
Highlands of Scotland. I went there
five years ago when I was blocked in
my writing. I’d identified the impasse
of an overheated and dysfunctional
global economy on a collision course
with an increasingly distressed planet,
yet had no alternative to offer. I went
hoping to find where other development paths, other ways of being in the
world, had been abandoned and left to
die away. These ways might whisper
to me, I thought, even speak to my
troubled world.
I linked archival research with
walking the common land where my
people had farmed together, in shares,
pastured their sheep and cows together, again in shares, and worked things
out together through commons meetings, sometimes called nabec which
means neighbourliness. As I walked,
I imagined my way into a sense of
what it was like for people to live
this “commoning way of life,” as historical accounts put it. It continued in
watersheds like the Tay River Valley
into the early 1800s, and vestiges persisted when the Clearances brought its
Watershed Sentinel

legacy across the Atlantic to colonies
like Upper Canada where farmer-immigrants like my great-grandparents
formed agricultural societies and local cheese-factory co-operatives. The
catchment area for each self-governing factory was called a “milkshed”,

the term being the dairy equivalent
of a watershed, and suggesting how
much local thinking still straddled
the nature-culture divide. Natural and
built habitats were entwined in the
minds of the human inhabitants.
Historically, the commons was so
entwined: both community and land
“together as one” which is what the
original Latin roots (com and unis) of
the word common mean. In Scotland
at least, the pre-modern commons
emerged out of traditional clan-based
hunter-gatherer and hunter-farmer
24

homelands. Its governance – this
original House of Commons – arose
out of traditional ways of relating to
the land, and to each other – ways that
have more to do with ecological literacy (the ability to read the landscape as
you live attuned to it) and oral literacy
(the ability to hear the other as well
as to speak), than text and data-based
expertise. This governance was also
accountable to both the land and the
people who had traditionally inhabited it. It was accountable to sustaining
both as well, because all inhabitants
of the habitat, not just the two-legged
ones, were “fellow constituents.”
The constituency base changed
dramatically with the advent of
modernity and the market-centred
economy. The word “commons” was
preserved in the term House of Commons. But this now city-based institution was associated exclusively
with modern property owners, who
used parliamentary “enclosure acts”
to displace the original commoners.
These members of the modern House
of Commons also saw themselves as
more accountable to the market and
market prerogatives than to people,
community and the land.
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Direct Relation with the Land

Having recovered memories of
the commons and immersed myself in
that place-based sense of governance,
I better understand why Mi’kmaq
activists took their efforts to defend
the land in New Brunswick being
threatened by fracking directly to the
land itself, with blockades. I can also
identify with the Yukon First Nations
in the lawsuit they engaged Thomas
Berger to pursue, when the Yukon
Government issued its own development plan for the Peel River Watershed wilderness in January, sidestepping a 1993 constitutional agreement
with the Yukon First Nations that
development would be negotiated in
partnership with them. When I heard
Eddie Taylor, Chief of the Tr’ondek
Hwech’in First Nation saying “that
land is sacred … as our elders say, the
Peel is our church, our university and
our breadbasket,” I recognized him as
speaking outside the box of what development means to most people.
His words also resonated with
those my pre-modern ancestors in
the Highlands of Scotland used when
they lived in direct relations with the
land in self-governing commons, setting limits, or stints, on the number
of sheep and cows each family could
send to the common pasture, to prevent over-grazing. This stinting was
informed by concepts like duthchas,
which means one’s heritage as a set
of rights plus responsibilities toward
both one’s people and the land they
co-inhabited. In the commons-based
economy, development was not first
about planning projects, but developing relations within a lived habitat out
of which appropriate developments,
and their limits, emerged.
When Chief Taylor clarified that
he wasn’t against all mining in the
Klondike region, I could imagine
therefore where his thinking might
be going: toward mining paced and
Watershed Sentinel

scaled within the carrying capacity of
the environment; mining practices informed by right relations and the four
constitutional principles that native
philosopher Richard Atleo outlined in
his book Principles of Tsawalk: An Indigenous Approach to Global Crisis:
recognition, consent, respect – including “sacred respect,” holding all Creation in reverence – and continuity.
This heritage has also given me
a frame within which to see many
non-native initiatives as cultivating a
parallel path of renewal, through, for
example, permaculture, bioregionalism and the participatory democracy
of the Occupy Movement. It helps
explain bioregionalists’ call to “reinhabit” habitat, and Occupy general assemblies’ insistence on the inclusive
voice of direct experience.
Reclaiming the commons begins by re-inhabiting habitats (social
as well as natural ones) by showing
up and becoming an implicated participant: in a park being partly repurposed for community gardening,
or a river being restored to health
after years of pollution and government regulatory neglect. It also means
reclaiming the sensibility of an implicated participant: paying attuned attention to all that is going on in the
habitat, plus commoning or sharing
knowledge that is both observations
arising from that engaged sensibility
and relevant outside research these observations might
prompt. In turn,
it means drawing
on that knowledge
to democratically
determine appropriate self-governance actions, such
as to stint water
for irrigation or
water bottling.
Reconvening the House of
Commons in the
25

Peel River, the Athabasca, the Don
and on Gulf Islands in BC might
sound preposterous. But it helps us
to envisage an alternative to the status quo of remote-control business as
usual. Starting with our imaginations
and following this with various practices including getting to know local
watersheds, landscapes and streetscapes, and getting involved in local
self-organized and governed projects
(even cleaning up parks and shorelines), we can begin reclaiming the
watershed (and perhaps local neighbourhoods too) as a place to ground
action-oriented conversations about
living responsibly within the carrying
and coping capacity of all the habitats
on which our planet’s well being, and
our own, depend.
t
Award-winning author Heather
Menzies’ 10th. book, Reclaiming the
Commons for the Common Good – a
memoir & manifesto, was published
(by New Society Publishers) earlier
this year. In 2013, she was awarded
the Order of Canada for her contributions to public discourse.
Photo by Heather Menzies at the ruins of shielings
in the Tay River Valley, Scotland
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Free Trade
and The Loss
of the Canadian
Wheat Board
and Grenadine
Bananas
by Gavin Fridell

C

onservative British Prime
Minister Margaret Thatcher famously declared on
many occasions that “there
is no alternative” to economic liberalism and free trade. This popular slogan, referred to by the acronym “TINA,” has persisted beyond
Thatcher’s own time in office, which
ended in 1990, and has become a
widely accepted wisdom.
Given the overall popularity of
free trade among political parties
and economic elites, as well as huge
swaths of the general population in
the North and the South, Thatcher’s
TINA might seem to have been quite
prophetic, if over-confident or even
downright arrogant. A closer examination, however, reveals that TINA
was built on shaky foundations.
First, alternatives to free trade
existed in Thatcher’s time and continued to persist long after she was gone.
If this had not been the case, Thatcher
would not have put so much effort
into promoting TINA in the first
place, aggressively pushing policies
of economic liberalization and priWatershed Sentinel

vatization, while carrying out public
spending cuts and attacking the rights
of organized labour.
Second, despite a certain official consensus among the majority of
politicians and policy makers over the
benefits of free trade, real world trade
does not look much like free trade.
While governments have agreed to
reductions in tariff barriers over the
past two decades, they have also increased the number of non-tariff barriers to trade.
Real world trade continues to be
dominated by a complex mixture of
protective barriers, subsidies, trade
embargoes, trade wars, selective liberalizations, unequal trade agreements, and power politics that in no
way resembles the models of free
trade economics
Third, TINA assumes that all attempts to conduct trade in a manner
at odds with “free trade” have been
total failures. The superiority of free
trade is generally assumed or revealed
through complex mathematical models. The real history of world trade,
and trade alternatives, is often overlooked, smothered by TINA with little
sober reflection.
26

Looking for Alternatives

In my book, Alternative Trade, I
seek to explore precisely those alternatives to free trade that have so often
been overlooked. I focus particularly
on some of the most successful attempts by governments to regulate
markets in coffee, wheat, and bananas
in the interest of small farmers, poorer countries, or both. These projects
went beyond today’s more marketdriven ethical trade models, involving
a central role for government in publicly managing markets.
One such project was the Canadian Wheat Board, which successfully managed most Western Canadian grain sold internationally and
for domestic human consumption for
nearly 70 years. From 1943 to 2012,
the Board acted as the state-mandated
monopoly seller for the majority of
Canadian wheat, durum, and barley,
during which time Canada emerged
as a leader in the global grain trade
and the Board developed into one of
the most successful public trading enterprises in modern history.
Whereas a conventional corporation would use its economic weight
and market dominance to pay farmSummer 2014
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ers as little as possible, pocketing the
rest as private profits, the Board used
its state-mandated market dominance
to represent farmers and pay them
as much as possible, with no private
profits for the Board itself.
The Board used price pooling,
high quality controls, and its control of Canadian grain, representing
around 14% of the world’s total exports, to offer coveted large contracts
to major wheat-importing nations, attaining better price stability and additional price premiums. The Board also
mobilized to defend farmer interests
against the private railway oligopoly
and other powerful corporate actors.
In 2004, the Board played a key role
in blocking the introduction of Monsanto genetically modified wheat, after which it successfully worked to develop Canada into one of the world’s
top growers of organic grain.
Despite the Board’s many
achievements, in 2012 Canada’s Conservative government eliminated its
monopoly seller status, turning the
Board into a voluntary organization
slated for full privatization. This despite the fact that the Canadian Wheat
Board Act required a vote among prairie grain farmers, which was not held,
and a 2011 plebiscite conducted by the
Board saw a majority of farmers vote
to maintain its status.
The decision was partly an ideological one, with the Harper government aiming to prove the inevitability
of TINA against the will of the majority of grain farmers. It was also an
economic one, carried out in the interests of a handful of corporate giants
that dominate the global grain trade
and are keen to move in and take control of the multi-billion dollar Canadian wheat market.
The effectiveness of the Board for
prairie farmers has been driven home
over the past year as private companies have grabbed an increasing share
of the port price at which grain is
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sold for export. According to extensive analysis by the Canadian Wheat
Board Alliance, a prairie wide farm
group, farmers’ share of the port price
of grain has declined from around
84% during the years of the Board, to
around 41% today.
The Scorecard

There are many examples of state
market management that were much
less effective than the Wheat Board,
and in some cases intensely corrupt
and highly destructive. But other
cases have also existed with successes
similar to those of the Board.

of often extremely low-paid workers
on giant plantations in Latin America.
Despite its benefits, the World Trade
Organization declared the arrangement an affront to “free trade” and
its core protections were eliminated
in 2006. As a result, the number of
banana farmers on the island has declined by over 85% and the banana
industry is in a state of crisis.
What these examples and many
more demonstrate, is that TINA, in
the final analysis, is not a prophetic
statement but an aggressive posture
aimed at all alternative projects, including those that are quite feasible
and desirable.
The most effective alternatives
have not been eliminated because
they failed to meet the needs of farmers, but rather because they interfered
with corporate profits and corporate
dominance of the global food system.
Recognizing this, is a key step toward
imagining new alternatives for the future.
t

In St. Vincent and the Grenadines
in the eastern Caribbean, for example,
for decades a relatively effective and
responsive public banana marketing
board existed alongside an international agreement providing protected access to the
UK market. The
agreement, while
certainly
not
without its limits, allowed for
the existence of
small-scale, family run farms that
grew bananas in
less chemical-intensive ways and
provided incomes
that were nearly
three times that
27

Gavin Fridell is a Canada Research Chair at Saint Mary’s University and author of Alternative Trade
(2013). This article draws on excerpts
from the book with permission from
Fernwood publishing.
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Seeing Through the Trees:
Riparian Areas Regulation
How the Riparian Areas Regulaton lacks teeth
against development
The Con Job

by Warren Bell
In April the BC Ombudsperson
released a major report pinpointing
difficulties with the “professional reliance” model of land use planning,
where professionals and companies
control their own actions and design
their own land use systems, such as
logging plans, replanting, or riparian
zone protection. The government, in
theory, merely monitors the professional behaviour. Striking a Balance:
The challenges of using a professional
reliance model in environmental protection – British Columbia’s Riparian
Areas Regulation (RAR) concludes
that the BC government is remiss in
not providing adequate oversight of
company actions: “In 2008, the ministry committed to take actions that,
if carried out, would have enhanced
the administration of the RAR. Unfortunately, the initial activity that
accompanied the development of the
RAR did not lead to an adequate and
reasonable level of oversight by the
ministry.”
What many readers may not realize is that this is a review of one of
the slickest con jobs in BC legislative
history. The “Riparian Areas Regulation” is the means by which the provincial government has given away or
damaged BC’s rivers, streams, lakes,
and wetlands for a decade.
Watershed Sentinel

2009 – Canada’s largest builder
of shopping centres, SmartCentres,
decides to build in a flat wetland, that
also functions as a river’s floodplain
(like the famous one we’ve all heard
about next to the Bow River in Calgary). The Nature Conservancy of
Canada, Dr. David Suzuki, and the
Canada Research Chair in Community and Ecosystem Ecology at Thompson Rivers University, as well as all
other experts consulted on this matter, agree that this site is critically important salmon habitat, and the wrong
place to build.
(Not really all that surprising:
the river is called the Salmon River.
It runs through the town of Salmon
Arm. It empties into Salmon Arm
Bay.)
To get around these “inconvenient truths,” SmartCentres makes use
of the Riparian Areas Regulation.
Although the footprint of the
shopping centre is reduced, and
against fierce opposition from a majority of citizens in the community,
the development is approved.
As the government puts it: “In
the Riparian Areas Regulation the
cost and responsibility for the determination of streamside protection and
enhancement area can be shifted from
government to development proponents.”
By stepping aside, the government allows businesses and landowners to take away natural resources
from future generations, piece by
piece, day after day.
28

Smokescreen Regulation

Trick #1:

The RAR mandates that the
process of assessing the environmental impact of a waterside project
is done by a professional hired by
the same business that wants to carry out the project.
Under RAR, the professional is
directly paid by the developer, who almost always gets a report that favours
the development. If that professional
wants to get hired again by the business community, then he or she will
may look for ways to bend their report
to suit whoever’s paying for it.
The developer wants the biologist to say: “Our project is great – you
should approve it right away!” How
long do you think that Quality Environmental Professional (QEP) would
last if he or she said: “Don’t approve
this project – it sucks!”

Trick #2:

Leave the work up to the professional paid by the developer – but
don’t actually check whether his or
her work is accurate.
The RAR says: “The Riparian Areas Regulation ... calls on local
governments to protect riparian areas
during residential, commercial, and
industrial development by ensuring
that proposed activities are subject to
a science based assessment conducted
by a Qualified Environmental Professional.”
To be a QEP, you have to be a
Summer 2014
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professional biologist, geoscientist,
forester, agrologist, or applied technician. Ideally you also take a weekend
course at Vancouver Island University
telling you how to fill in the government forms required for your report.
But that’s not mandatory.
Hired by a developer, the QEP
prepares a report, using the forms and
methods set out under RAR. The report goes to the government. Government checks to see the boxes are all
filled in.
Government staff almost NEVER check to see if the information
in those boxes is accurate. Instead
the government invokes the concept
of the “professional reliance model”
(PRM).
This remarkable piece of bafflegab works on the notion that all professionals in a field are the same; all
are equally smart, equally competent
and equally well-trained. When they
do a report, they do a completely impartial, excellent job and come up
with exactly the same accurate result.

Trick #3:

Abandon government responsibility and rely on complaints from
the public to professional colleges
to keep the QEP biologists on their
toes.
Some colleges, like the Association of Professional Engineers and
Geoscientists of BC and College of
Physicians and Surgeons of BC, have
been around for a long time, and are
strict. They have detailed and impartial procedures for handling complaints, and they have penalties for
members, and give redress to complainants.
But new colleges, like the College
of Applied Biology (CAB), have weak
or non-existent disciplinary processes, and trivialize complaints against
members.
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In the case of biologist QEPs,
therefore, using the CAB as a backstop for malpractice by its members
is next to meaningless. BC’s government either knew this when it drew
up the RAR and didn’t care, or studiously avoided finding out.

Trick #4:

Don’t equip RAR with any
means for cancelling a project.
If a project is environmentally
destructive, but the report from the
QEP says it’s okay, then the project
still goes through.
The rare exception occurs when
the provincial government learns – by
rumour, accident, mistake, or public
protest – that the project is questionable and the QEP report is wrong. But
then the best provincial staff can do is
ask for another report. And then another, until someone blinks.
Almost always, the one to blink
is the hapless front-line government
employee, who gets the word from his
or her political bosses that it’s time to
back off and let the project go ahead.

Trick #5:

Give the job of approving the
QEP report to the local government,
which usually hasn’t the expertise
or the resources to understand it.
The provincial government, before cutbacks, used to have all the
necessary experts in biology, in floodplains, in the impacts of waterside development.
But now they’re gone, and the
province has passed on the responsibility for deciding if the RAR reports
were accurate to staff and councils in
local villages, towns, cities and regional districts. Those staff usually
don’t have the expertise to judge these
matters. Approval of development is
therefore almost automatic.
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Trick #6:

Design a “regulation” with no
penalties whatsoever.
This is the coup de grace – the
aspect of RAR that turns it into a true
smoke-and-mirrors wall of deceit.
In order to make a regulation a
regulation, there must be penalties for
not following it.
The RAR has no penalties. No
fines. No jail terms. No mandatory
public reporting of mistakes. No public apologies. No removing of structures from places they shouldn’t be.
No replanting of trees that shouldn’t
have been chopped down. No restoration of fish habitat destroyed or of ecosystems contaminated or damaged.
No incentive to do it better next time.
So if you get away with it once, you’ll
try and get away with it again.
And you’re caught, all you have
to do is say “sorry” – or say nothing –
and carry on with your project.
Bottom Line
The Riparian Areas Regulation
isn’t a regulation, because it doesn’t
regulate. It facilitates environmental
destruction by developers because it
has no penalties. It contains no provision for cancelling a project, so any
proposal can theoretically go ahead,
even if badly planned. It fatally relies on reports bought and paid for by
the very person or business profiting
from the development. It doesn’t require checking those reports to see if
they’re correct.
FMI see BC Government website
on Riparian Areas Regulation.
t
Warren Bell is a Salmon Arm
family physician and past founding
president to CAPE (Canadian Association of Physicians for the Environment).
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Blowing through the choices
at the windfarm public
consultation in Sointula

Photo by Brandon Koger

by Jeffrey Jones
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On March 13, 2014, Gerrard Olivotto, a consultant working for the BC
government, visited Sointula, BC to
conduct a survey to measure people’s
reactions to photographs of wind turbines located in various locations and
terrains. Mr. Olivotto explained that
the information collected will be analyzed and published, and will form the
cornerstone of government policy regarding the scale and location of wind
energy developments in BC. We were
also told that he would make a presentation that provides “an overview
of the wind energy current situation”.
Simple. Or so it sounded.
Like most people in BC, I know
that there are a number of issues surrounding the development and sale
of energy. In many parts of North
America, electricity comes from either nuclear power or the burning of
fossil fuels such as coal or oil. There
are significant environmental impacts
with these energy sources. We need to
look no further than Japan to see what
can go wrong with nuclear power.
And the burning of oil and coal has
brought climate change to a tipping
point. Replacing that energy source
with “renewables” such as solar and
wind power, would allow us to avoid
the disastrous environmental impacts
of non-renewables.
30

It turns out that the trading and
selling of energy is complicated. We
live in a complex time, with large
corporations involved in the selling
of power, whatever its pedigree, as
they compete for market share and
prestige. Some of the largest developers of wind energy are dominant in
the area of nuclear and coal power,
such as the US conglomerate General
Electric (GE). GE is the second largest supplier of wind generators in the
world and owns BC’s Plutonic run of
the river hydroelectric project on the
Toba River and the Dokie Ridge wind
farm in Chetwynd, BC. It also manufactures nuclear power plants, such as
the GE Mark II boiling water reactor
that melted down in Fukushima in
March 2011.
BC, unlike most of North America, is different when it comes to electricity. Out of Canada’s ten provinces
and three territories, only four have
the benefit of hydroelectric power:
Manitoba, Quebec, Newfoundland
and British Columbia. In BC, 86% of
our energy comes from hydro power.
In the 1960s, Premier W.A.C. Bennett
believed that government should build
public infrastructure to allow the
economy of BC to grow and prosper.
He built roads, highways, ferries, and
large public projects. And in 1961 he
passed the BC Hydro Act, which created BC Hydro. Its mandate: to provide “reliable power, at low cost, for
generations.” A series of large hydroelectric dams was built, providing
low-cost electricity to virtually all of
BC.
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If we get 86% of our power from
hydro power, do we need large industrial windfarms?
Wind turbines aren’t small. A
1.5 Megawatt wind turbine of a type
frequently seen in Canada has a tower 260 feet high. The rotor assembly
(blades and hub) weighs 48,000 lbs.
The nacelle, which contains the generator component, weighs 115,000
lbs. The concrete base for the tower is
constructed using 58,000 lbs of reinforcing steel and contains 250 cubic
yards of concrete.
The base is 50 feet in diameter
and eight feet thick near the centre.
There are 24 large wind farms
in Canada that produce more than
100 megawatts. The Cape Scott wind
farm is one of five in BC and occupies
a tenure of approximately 850 acres.
It cost one-third of a billion dollars,
and, obviously, the BC government is
thinking about adding more of them.
Questions

Below are the questions I asked
Mr. Olivotto during the meeting:
1. An opinion poll about whether
wind turbines in the Sointula viewscape are acceptable or not presupposes that an industrial wind farm
might be built nearby. When will we
be consulted about that time frame?
What if we don’t support an industrial
wind farm?
2. Support for a wind farm will
vary depending on who builds it. If it
is built by BC Hydro for public benefit, that is one thing. If it is built by
General Electric for lucrative profits,
that’s another. It is pivotal to know
beforehand who the owner/developer
will be.
3. Participating in a wind farm
visual approval opinion poll suggests
that the participants have implicitly
consented to the construction of a
wind farm, when in fact they haven’t.
4. The BC government states they
Watershed Sentinel

will take the results of these polls to
create the basis of their wind farm
policy. But recently, the BC government’s actions regarding BC Ferries
and BC Hydro smart meters, to name
two, have created a great deal of mistrust among BC citizens, including
many who live in Sointula.
Mr. Olivotto’s smile suddenly
evaporated. Instead of offering an answer to my questions, he stated that if
I didn’t like the idea of a wind farm, I
could bring it up at the environmental review stage. It appears that aside
from this viewscape survey, there will
be no other public consultation process except the Environmental Assessment stage, which is mandated by law.
The Questionnaire

We were each given a questionnaire. Photographs were presented on
the screen one at a time (there were 70
in total). Some of the photos showed
wind towers far in the distance. Others showed wind turbines towering
above the skyline. And some showed
no turbines at all. We were asked to
rate each image with an A, B, C or D,
as follows:
A = “Turbines are indistinct, and
form minor insignificant elements.”
B = “Turbines are clearly visible,
but not intrusive.”
C = “Turbines appear fairly large
in scale, and are a distinct element in
the landscape.”
D = “Turbines appear large in
scale, and dominate the field of view.”
It is apparent that each choice
contains two separate statements.
What if we agreed with the first
or the second, but not both? Well, you
had to write it down anyway, even
though it may not accurately reflect the
person’s opinion. In fact, there were a
number of scenes where I thought that
the turbines were “distinct” but didn’t
form “minor insignificant elements.”
There were also some “clearly vis31

ible” turbines that were intrusive, and
some that weren’t. And what about the
forest scenes without turbines? There
was no fifth choice, like N/A. So we
were told to pick one of the four regardless.
Given the time and expense incurred by the provincial government
to conduct this survey, and given that
it will form the basis of future provincial policy, these inaccuracies will
have significant impacts on the final
result.
My own conclusions came to
this: BC is not running out of electrical power. And unlike Alberta, BC
doesn’t need industrial wind farms.
To my mind, erecting large, 200-foot
turbines on Malcolm Island would be
intrusive, large in scale, and form a
distinct element on the landscape. I
found most of the scenes to be unacceptable to varying degrees.
Afterwards, I looked up the ownership of the Cape Scott wind farm.
Sea Breeze Power sold the Cape Scott
project in 2011 (prior to its construction) to GDF Suez which is co-owned
by two state governments, France and
the People’s Republic of China.
Like I said, the energy world is
complicated.
t
Jeffrey Jones is a BC lawyer and
he resides in Sointula, BC. He has
lived on North Vancouver Island for
30 years.
This article was republished with
the kind permission of The Sointula
Ripple, a local on-line news journal
from Sointula, BC. The Sointula Ripple Publishing Society is a not-forprofit organization and can be found
at www.sointularipple.ca
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BILL 4
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Changing the BC Parks
Act to allow development
in BC Parks

cation. After two decades of wildlife
management to re-build endangered
interior caribou herds, their numbers
have plummeted to record lows, with
a near collapse of the Moberly herd.
In this context, in spite of persistent
public and First Nations opposition,
projects for the flooding of rich agri-

cultural lands, rare plant species habitat and key wildlife migration corridors, including what is left of the interior caribou, preparations for the Site
C dam project continue unabated. In
order to avoid further scrutiny, the BC
government has even exempted Site C
from the Agricultural Land Reserve
review process.
This
absurd
merry-making
reached new heights when Prime Minister Harper rebuked Taseko mines,
and by extension BC’s Minister of
Mines and Energy, Bill Bennett, for
persisting with the “New Prosperity”
mine project at Fish Lake, which has
now twice failed to meet minimum
federal environmental standards.
Prime Minister Harper’s government
has hardly garnered a high reputation for environmental activism, but
in comparison with BC’s government,

by Loys Maingon
British Columbia is a land of extremes, blessed by the clash of successive unstable terrains that have shaped
its geography and its flora and fauna.
Even the human fauna is shaped by it
to extremes of political polarization.
British Columbia takes some pride
in being home to some of the nation’s
wackiest, most extreme and incomprehensible politics. That probably
explains a lot about the actual lamentable state of the environment belying
BC’s spectacular landscapes.
In February alone the province
was treated to a series of tell-tale announcements. Dr. Peter Ross made
national news explaining that “Supernatural BC’s” coastal waters are
a microplastic soup. The BC scallop
fishery is collapsing as 10 million
scallops were lost to ocean acidifiWatershed Sentinel
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this Spanish proverb applies: Al país
de los ciegos, el tuerto es rey (“In the
land of the blind, the one-eyed man is
king.”)
The actual sad state of BC’s environment, as reflected in the fragmented but constant flow of bad
news, is the product of cumulative
self-contradictory mismanagement,
where promotional marketing has
often replaced science. Even the best
science and the best intentions of environmental biologists cannot undo
the corrosive cumulative impacts of
misguided government policies which
delude the public into believing that
we can promote development at will,
and also maintain a sustainable high
quality environment. Though site by
site we may talk of landscape-level
integrated management, the cumulative yielding of ecological priorities
to economic development can never
result in the promised land of endless
sustainability.
Fifty years ago when the US Secretary of the Interior, Stewart Udall,
framed the Wilderness Act (1964), the
Endangered Species Preservation Act
(1966), and the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (1968), he understood two important facts to which our Canadian
legislators remain to this day seemingly unaware. First, Udall wrote into
legislation that species need “critical
habitat” not just habitat surplus to
human demands. Second, that wilderness is essential to our humanity,
and must remain “an area where earth
and its community of life are untrammelled by man, where man himself is
a visitor who does not remain.”
Changes to BC’s Park Act

Failure to understand and appreciate these key values is reflected in
the controversy that now surrounds
BC’s Parks Act. The act itself is
flawed because, unlike the Canada
National Parks Act, it does not view
these protected areas as conservation
Watershed Sentinel

areas, but primarily as poorly defined
“recreation” areas or playgrounds, although many of the provincial parks
such as Strathcona and Tweedsmuir,
rival most national parks in size and
grandeur. In the BC Parks Act “recreation” exceeds the kind of low-impact conservation-oriented activities
that Peter Wells aptly described in the
winter issue of the Canadian Society
of Environmental Biologists’ Bulletin. Just as Peter Wells’ perspective

is one in which recreation naturally
and logically leads to an appreciation
of nature and conservation that enhances “the role of the recreationist
in citizen science,” the concept of the
untrammelled public ownership of
parks is essential to the development
of the public responsibility for stewardship of the parks. Otherwise, parks
are simply “commons” and as Garrett
Hardin so aptly documented in 1968,
commons become abused by competing private interests.
A recent legal decision has asserted the legal right of the Minister
of Environment to give precedence to
private commercial recreation interests over the public character of the
park as “a protected area.” This shows
that “recreation” as defined in the BC
Parks Act is inconsistent with untrammelled public ownership of “an area
where earth and its community of life
are untrammelled by man, where man
himself is a visitor who does not remain.” In short, this decision asserts
that BC parks are not “protected ar33

eas”, but merely commons open to
commercial interests, recreational and
otherwise.
After more than two decades of
constant erosion of the management
and protection of our provincial parks,
the Park Act [RSBC 1996 Chapter
344] has now itself been revised with
the passing of Bill 4. The Bill weakens
sections 8.1 and 9.1, which were originally designed to protect the ecological integrity and legacy of the parks.
The revisions signal a renewed
attempt to enable private commercial interests and developments that
would grant privileges to industry
and override the public’s ownership of
BC’s provincial parks. In the original
wording the BC Park Act restricted
alienation of interests for Class A or
C parks (the majority classification
for BC Parks) and restricted resource
extraction. The amendments will now
facilitate “feasibility and impact”
studies for the “location, design, construction, use, maintenance or deactivation of roads, telecommunication
infrastructure, transmission lines, and
pipelines.”
These assessments can be made
by the proponent and or his agents.
BC Parks and the Ministry of Environment no longer have the staff to
carry out these studies, and work will
therefore have to be contracted under
the “professional reliance” model.
Subsequent development will only require the simple approval of the Minister, seemingly without even requiring public consultation or independent scientific assessment.
Canadian Parks and Wilderness
Society has pointed out that in late
June 2013, Minister Polack circulated
an internal document requesting to
know what it would take to change existing “protected areas” designations.
The alleged document would then coincide with the disastrous judgement
of Justice Sigurdson (June 24 2013)
Continued on Page 34
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continued
against Friends of Strathcona Park’s
challenge to the Minister’s issuance
of a permit to the Clayoquot Wilderness Resort to use part of the park for
commercial activities.
The changes give industry and
commerce precedence over environmental and ecological values seemingly of special interest to the public.
Bill 4 renders the public ownership of
parks and the concept of “protected
areas” completely meaningless, since
both can be undone whenever and
wherever a commercial opportunity
arises.
Paving the Way for Energy

BC Parks now stand in the way
of energy projects such as shale oil
fracking, in-stream power projects
and of pipelines, as Fish Lake stands
in the way of the “New Prosperity”
mine. As easy access to energy supplies decreases, parks and protected
areas are increasingly becoming targets for industrial and commercial developments. In the United States, state
park authorities are re-writing legislation to allow fracking in state parks,
and the future of the national parks
system is already in question.
The 2009 protests at Pinecone
Burke Mountain Provincial Park, and
the 2011 protests at Glacier National
Park, against the passage of Independent Power Project (IPP) transmission lines through the parks, heralded
what is sure to become a growing concern in this province. Unfortunately,
if controversy over the IPPs, the collapse of the Moberly caribou herd and
the handling of the Site C project are
any indication, industry-related science in the public arena is not providing adequate guidance for the protection of nature.
Thus, in an industry-commissioned report for Clean Energy BC,
Dr. Brian Riddell, CEO of Pacific
Salmon Foundation, found in NovemWatershed Sentinel

ber that up to 88% of IPPs had potential impacts on salmon, only to publicly declare in February that IPPs did
not seem to have a noticeable impact
on salmon! The key here being how
“noticeable.” The report itself notes:
“between 15 and 23 of these projects
… as being inconclusive …,”thereby
confirming a basic lack of data to
provide reliable “noticeable” conclusions, and of value mainly to opening
“dialogue with an industry that understands that environmental and public
accountability is appropriate and expected in BC.”
It is not that we lack the knowledge. Nor is this a question of good or
bad intentions. It is a simple question
of understanding where the limits lie.
Outcomes on the ground, acknowledgement of what is effectively systematically going wrong, not marketing platitudes of what is “appropriate
and expected in BC” must guide decision making. There are broader questions to be asked that exceed even our
best datasets, the latest “Best Management Practices”, and the broadest
“terms of reference” of any contract
we sign. Those are the critical conservation questions that Udall and his advisors asked 50 years ago, and which
we need to continue to ask every day.
The future of our parks as biodiversity reservoirs and as refugia for
species relocation in an age of tremendous environmental upheaval is
now more urgent than ever, and yet
it is threatened once again by the lure
of short-term gain, of economy over
ecology. In short, it is threatened by a
tragedy of the commons.
Our parks were explicitly created
for the benefit of future generations.
It is often said that the experience of
the grandeur of nature in our parks
brings us to scale. The proper scientific management of the parks must
always be guided by reverence and an
understanding that “man himself is a
visitor who does not remain.”
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As climate change progresses,
the preservation of the integrity of
our parks will become increasingly
important. On Vancouver Island, we
will face special challenges, since
Strathcona Park is deemed to be the
provincial park that will undergo the
greatest ecological changes. Thus, although Strathcona may be our oldest
and biggest park, size is not a guarantee of resilience. Strathcona is also
our most fragile and most vulnerable
park. It is therefore the one that will
require the most public stewardship.
Canada is signatory to the 1992
Convention on Biodiversity. Under
that convention we are committed to
creating and maintaining 17% of our
land mass as “protected areas.” Twenty-two years later we have barely set
aside 10% of our land mass as protected areas – and that includes national
and provincial parks often in questionable states of “protection” and
management. This makes the public
defense of the ecological integrity of
our parks and protected areas an imperative.
BC’s government has taken various progressive steps to address climate change, however no government
can claim to taking climate action seriously while dismantling its protected areas. There needs to be a clearer
sense of purpose and consistency of
action if we are to begin to take adaptive measures. Marketing claims that
“environmental and public accountability is appropriate and expected in
BC” must measure up with observed
facts on the ground.
t
Loys Maingon is a semi-retired
professional biologist owner of Aardscan Biological and Environmental
Ltd., and manager of the Comox Valley Garry Oak and Endangered Plant
Nursery.
This article first appeared in the
Spring 2014 Canadian Society of Environmental Biologists Bulletin.
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BOOK REVIEW

The New BC Roadside Naturalist
eastward from Prince George, you cross the continental
divide in Pine Pass and then go through prairie lands to
Dawson Creek. One area to stop is at Bear Lake/Crooked
River Provincial Park; beside the Crooked River, look for
Richard & Sydney Cannings,
river otters, beavers, and muskrats. No enticement is needGreystone Books, 2013.
ed to stop at Bijoux Falls Provincial Park. Here, a 40 metre
ISBN 9-781771-000543,
$22.95, 340 pages.
high waterfall cascades “over ancient sedimentary rocks
that once made up the continental shelf of North America.”
Reviewed by Maggie Paquet
One of my favourite roads is Highway 37, the StewartCassiar, which runs from Kitwanga to the Yukon border.
Curiosity. It’s what makes
A section goes alongside Kinaskan, Tatogga, Eddontenacats more fun and interesting.
jon – lakes that make up the headwaters of the Iskut River,
That’s what this guidebook
then crosses the Stikine River, heading up to Dease Lake.
does for curious people –
The Spatsizi Plateau on your right (going north) and the
makes travelling around BC
snow-covered shield volcano of Mount Edziza on your left,
and the Yukon a lot more fun and interesting.
highlight the spectacular wilderness of this part of BC. The
The Cannings twins, Dick and Syd, have done it again.
book highlights several places to explore…but keep an eye
Their obvious love for BC and its amazing diversity – both
out for moose and bears.
biological and geophysical – has resulted in this new, upOne shortcoming, from my perspective since I live in
dated, guide.
Port Alberni, is the omission of Highway 4, which goes
Arranged by main north-south and west-east highways
through Cathedral Grove as it winds its westerly way from
throughout BC and the southern Yukon,
Parksville to the junction of the Pacific
the text showcases the encyclopaedic What is this, you ask yourself? Highway that goes to Ucluelet and Tofiknowledge of the Cannings brothers,
no, and through a good portion of Pacific
Why is it here? This guide
which they happily and generously share goes a long way to answering Rim National Park Reserve. While I fully
with everyone hiking, biking, or motoring any questions your inquiring understand the need, in such an encycloalong these roads. The photos and drawpaedic undertaking, to put a limit somemind may pose.
ings are nothing short of wonderful. Rest
where, I regret that it had to be here. From
stop sidebars throughout the book highlight good reasons to
big trees to big seas, the west coast of Vancouver Island is
pull over and look around.
also well-worth exploring.
Maybe you’ve pulled over to stretch your legs and
Aside from that one thing, whether you’re interested in
scrambled a little way up or down an embankment to check
botany, forestry, geology, wildlife, history – or all of these
out an odd-looking plant or rock formation. What is this,
– this guide fulfils all your curiosity needs as you travel
you ask yourself? Why is it here? This guide goes a long
around this beautiful and fascinating part of Canada. Get a
way to answering any questions your inquiring mind may
copy. You’ll be glad you did.
pose.
t
Did you know that roughly half of all species in CanaMaggie Paquet is a biologist, activist, and writer/editor.
da can be found in British Columbia? It is the most diverse
She is a recipient of the Martha Kostuch Lifetime Achieveprovince in the country, with 17 biogeoclimatic zones. The
ment Award, conferred by the Canadian Environmental
Yukon’s biodiversity is the next highest, with eight biogeoNetwork (RCEN) in 2010.
climatic zones. Mountains and valleys, lakes and rivers,
pocket deserts and spectacular estuaries, plateaus and the
great Rocky Mountain Trench; all these are a large part of
the reason why this western region of Canada is so richly
species abundant and diverse. So it makes sense to start off
the book with a good bit of geological history.
Rest stops and provincial parks are featured. For examwww.watershedsentinel.ca
ple, along the John Hart Highway (Hwy 97) leading northThe New B.C. Roadside
Naturalist: A Guide to
Nature along B.C. Highways,
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Text and Photo by Joe Foy

T

here are two questions I like
to ask environmental activists. The first is, “When did
you first realize you were
green?” People often tell you about
their favourite childhood stream or
forest. It’s a good question to ask because it unearths some great memories.
The second question is, “When
was the first time you were confronted
by people telling you that your efforts
to protect nature were anti-human?”
The responses to this question are
bittersweet. You often hear tales of
plans laid with good intentions, only
to be crushed by cold, hard reality.
I still remember the day when I
gathered up enough courage to go into
the local Forest Service office to talk
to someone about a local hiking trail
that had been obliterated by a clearcut logging operation. I had thought,
what could be more reasonable than
to protect a hiking trail that families
had been using for generations? I was
genuinely shocked when the Forest
Service staff made it plain to me that
they did not care very much for my
point of view.
But that’s nothing compared to
the public information meeting I attended in the late 1980s about logging

Watershed Sentinel

in a watershed relied upon by several
communities for their drinking water. I had stood up at the meeting to
suggest that a small lake and its surrounding ancient forests be protected
from logging. I was followed out of
the meeting at its conclusion, by a fellow who identified himself as a logger, accused me of trying to put him
out of work and threatened to punch
my lights out.
Never forget that humankind sprung
from the natural world. We are
dependent upon it.

Here’s a bit of friendly advice for
all those thinking of making a stand
for nature:
First of all, never forget that moment when you realized your “greenness.” Hold on to it like a smooth stone
in your pocket. The memory will get
you through the rough patches.
And second – think about how
your efforts to protect the environment impact the public interest. Are
you protecting a public good?
I ask myself this question every
time I work on a new issue. I have
come to believe that a healthy environment is the ultimate public good.
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When BC environmental activists advocated for lowering the rate
of logging in the 1980s and 1990s, we
were often accused of being anti-jobs
or even worse – we were against the
families of forest workers. Doesn’t
sound like we were on the side of the
public good, does it?
But in fact we were – and we
knew it. In many forest-dependent
communities, the large logging companies were allowed to log as fast as
they wanted. Now in 2014, in these
over-logged regions of the province,
most of the big tree forests are gone.
The timber companies have left town,
the local mills are closed and the
workers and their communities have
been left without mill jobs. Clearly,
over-logging is not in the public interest. Maintaining forests for the employment of future generations is a
public good.
When activists seek to protect
fish and wildlife habitat from being
bulldozed for a copper mine, or when
citizens band together to stop an oil
pipeline from fueling the next big oil
spill – not to mention runaway climate
change – the public interest is at the
root of their actions.
Speaking out to stop farmland
from being converted into a stripmall, or to prevent a mega dam from
flooding a valley, is about protecting
opportunities for future generations
to survive and thrive.
Never forget that humankind
sprung from the natural world. We are
dependent upon it. When we defend
the health of nature – we defend the
health of humanity.
Now, let’s all go and fight the
good fight
t
Joe Foy is Campaign Director for
the Wilderness Committee, Canada’s
largest citizen-funded membershipbased wilderness preservation organization.
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Some of them Believe
Some of them believe
in mowing the forests
forever and again.

natural health & wellness magazine

Sawing more boards and
building more buildings
Will suck up enough carbon
impound it forever
		
in banks and biffies.

Health Action
Network Society:
supporting natural
health in Canada since
1984. Free subscription
with membership.
Discover us at

Some believe computer spewed graphs
that predict harvest size
		
in five hundred years.
They believe they are in charge.

Photo by Joe Foy

They believe they should
because
		
for now
		
maybe they can.
—Virgina Karr, Crescent Spur BC

hans.org
Health Action spring 2013.indd 1
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Land for Sale

20 acres of farmland for sale on Lasqueti
(Pop 420, foot passenger ferry)

Southern exposure, plenty of water, 7 acres cleared fenced
ditched, over 100 fruit trees, 1 bedroom cottage; zoning allows
two houses plus two guest cottages, no building code, 10 minute
walk to Squitty Bay park and dock, nice neighbourhood, quiet,
phone, broadband, mail, school bus.
Phone Peter and Suzie for more information
250-333-8768

Asking $350,000
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