In the fall of 2009, Maude Barlow com-
pleted her term as Senior Advisor on
Water Issues to the President of the 63rd
United Nations General Assembly. During
her time as Senior Advisor, she spoke at
events around the world about the grow-
ing water crisis. She brought the message
about the urgent need to declare water a
human right directly to the United Nations,
delivering a speech to delegates last April
as part of Earth Day 2009 celebrations.

At the World Water Forum, we took on
the corporate bigwigs from multinational
water corporations and financial institu-
tions who want to privatize water and
make it a commodity that can be bought
and sold. We countered the corporate
voices with the message that water is

a human right and part of a commons
that should be available to everyone.

The Blue Planet Project also helped
organize many actions through the year,
including Blue October and actions draw-
ing the links between climate change and
its impacts on water at UN climate change
negotiations in Copenhagen, Denmark.

ENERGY

With growing concern about the grim
realities of climate change and diminish-
ing energy resources globally, the Council
of Canadians ramped up its call for a
Canadian Energy Strategy that would
give Canadians security of energy sup-
plies, and strong policies that protect our
environment and focus on renewable and
sustainable energy solutions.

We began 2009 with a National Day of
Action in Support of a Canadian Energy
Strategy. Our chapters used the day to
call on the federal government to create
an energy strategy that puts Canadians’
needs first and encourages a transition to

renewable energy resources. A main focus
of our work was to raise awareness of

the devastating environmental and social
impacts of the tar sands. We delivered our
video, The Dark Side of the Boom: Canada’s
Mordor to all Members of Parliament, and
thousands more viewed it on YouTube.
Council chapters made the day of action a
success by holding events in communities
across the country.

Pressing for immediate government
action on climate change was also cen-
tral to our efforts this year. In October,
Council chapters organized and took part
in events across the country for a global
day of action on climate change. We
joined the global call for a new climate
change deal with firm emission reduc-
tion targets and hosted “Climate (of)
Change: Rally for people and the planet,”
where hundreds of people hit the streets
in Saint John, New Brunswick, as part of
our Annual General Meeting. Soon after,
we released an in-depth research report
titled Green, Decent and Public, looking at
the pressing need for green jobs and a
transition to renewable energy resources.

In December, we brought the message
of the urgent need for climate change
action to Copenhagen, Denmark, for
COP15, the 15th session of the United
Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Change.

Participating and leading sessions at the
People’s Summit and attending events
and demonstrations, the Council of
Canadians joined with activists and orga-
nizations as part of the global climate
justice movement. Under the banner
“system change, not climate change,”
we highlighted how increasing corporate
power, growth-driven economic models
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and trading systems are causing seri-
ous social and ecological harm. With
social media tools such as Facebook
and Twitter, we were able to send up-
to-the-minute updates and encourage
Canadians across the country to take
action on this important issue.

Regionally, our chapters and members
continued to work on local energy con-
cerns. From getting a uranium mining
ban in Nova Scotia, to opposing new
nuclear reactor proposals in Alberta,
calling for public and community green
power in Ontario, to fighting Run of River
projects in British Columbia that are set
to privatize hundreds of local waterways,
we made a difference in communities
across the country.

HEALTH CARE

Through our health care campaign we
are fighting to ensure governments pro-
tect and enhance public health care and
end the privatization assault that is now
spreading across Canada. We joined
with provincial and national health care
groups pushing for a stronger public
health care system and fighting priva-
tization proposals. Our chapters and
members were there in communities
across the country saying “no” to pri-
vate health care.

We are supporting a legal challenge in
British Columbia as the local health coali-
tion is poised to square off against Dr.
Brian Day, a private clinic owner and pro-
ponent of private health care. In Calgary,
our chapter joined the fight against
Conservative government health care
cuts. In Campbell River, B.C., we rallied
against hospital service cuts and health
care privatization. In Ontario, our chap-
ters continue to fight to save hospital
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services and get more municipal funding
of health care services when provincial
funding falls short. Across the country,
our chapters and members are telling
their elected officials that private health
care means you pay more and get less,
and that Canadians want a strengthened
public health care system.

CHAPTERS IN ACTION

Part of the Council’s strength comes
from our chapters. With concerned
and active members in more than 70
communities across the country, our
chapters provide a strong voice to local,
regional and national issues. Through
regular meetings, public events and
actions, interactions with the media,
and getting involved in issues in their
communities, Council chapters act as
the true government watchdog.

Over the past year, our chapters have

been instrumental in securing key wins.
Whether it was securing bottled water bans
in their communities, fighting health care
privatization, challenging politicians on the
secretive SPP agenda, raising awareness
about the negative impacts of the 2010
Winter Olympics, or rallying in support of
a Canadian Energy Strategy and a National
Water Policy, our chapters gave true mean-
ing to the phrase “communities in action.”
Chapters helped organize regional tours to
raise awareness about uranium mining and

THE COUNCIL OF CANADIANS:
SUNNARY STATEMENT

OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE

For the Year Ended June 30, 2009

tar sands impacts, fought water and health
care privatization, pressed the government
for immediate action on climate change,
rallied against the tar sands and its devas-
tating environmental impacts, and worked
in communities to raise public awareness
about issues that affect us all. Chapter
activists appeared almost daily in local and
regional newspapers, radio and television
news reports, raising even more public
awareness about our campaigns and issues
of concern in their communities.

RESOURCES

Our work is made possible by the generos-
ity of like-minded Canadians who believe
social, economic and environmental justice
is in everyone’s best interest. With your
membership and generous donations, we
moved our campaigns forward in 2009.
We garnered hundreds of media hits; orga-
nized major events here in Canada and
around the world; held conferences and
speaking tours; produced educational fact
sheets, brochures and reports; wrote blogs;
updated our website regularly; and deliv-
ered hard-hitting stories in our magazine,
Canadian Perspectives.

These remarkable achievements are
made possible by our generous mem-
bers’ financial contributions. More than
$4.6 million was received from member-
ships and contributions this fiscal year,
which represents 92 per cent of total

revenue. We have provided a Summary
Statement of Revenue and Expenditure
that shows our sources of revenue and
how we spent this funding.

There are many ways you can contribute
to our work. By becoming a member

of the Council of Canadians, joining our
monthly giving plan, contributing to our
Citizens’ Agenda Fund, or planning a
legacy gift, your generous support gives
our organization a voice on the social,
economic and political issues that will
help us build a strong, independent and
diverse Canada.

A most heartfelt thank you to all of our
donors for supporting our work!

The Council of Canadians
would like to extend a special
thank you to members of our
Citizens’ Agenda Fund (CAF).
Leadership-level contributions
from CAF members have
played a crucial role in

the progress our citizens’
movement made in 2009.
Please visit our website at
www.canadians.org/join to
see a list of our CAF members.
We thank them for their
extraordinary contributions.

June 30, June 30,
Revenue 2009 2008
Memberships & contributions - 92% 92%  $4,661,561  $5,113,085
Program funding contributions - 7% 7% 344,406 285,277
Interest & other - 1% 1% 61,158 79,659
Total Revenue 100% 5,067,125 5,478,021
Expenditure
Chapter funding - 12% 12% 661,849 680,339 REVENUE SOURCES EXPENDITURES
Campaigns & communications - 20% 20% 1,061,696 997317 2008-2009 2008-2009
Development - 43% 43% 2,286,325 2,277,886 . Memberships & contributions . Development - 43%
Meetings, conferences, newsletters - 6% 6% 298,054 250,743 -92% . Campaigns &
Admin & program support - 19% 19% 989,790 986,929 5;%%@? ozmding contribu- [ Comfﬁunications - 20%
Total Expenditure 100% 5,297,714 5,193,214 terest & other - 1% Admin & program support - 19%
Excess of revenue over expenditure for the year ($230,589) $284,807 Chapter funding - 12%
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Meetings, conferences,
newsletters - 6%
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Annual Meeting Turns
the Tide in Saint John

by Donna James

Amidst the worst global economic crisis to hit in decades, our 2009
Annual General Meeting focused on why the current economic model

— based on consumerism, unsustainable growth and market priorities —
has failed. Through keynotes speakers, panels and workshops, we looked
at alternative ways to organize our economic future, ways that put peo-
ple and the planet first. We gathered in Saint John, New Brunswick, last
October with our members, allies and chapter activists from across the
country to share ideas on how to “turn the tide” towards positive change

and a just economy.

PUBLIC FORUM

More than 300 people attended the open-
ing event to hear the Council’s National
Chairperson Maude Barlow, author,
journalist and lecturer Garry Leech, and
Director of the Institute for Policy Studies
from Washington, D.C. John Cavanagh
speak about the causes and effects of the
economic crisis on Canada, the Atlantic
Region and the United States.

PANELS AND WORKSHOPS

On Saturday, two plenary panels and
eight workshops featured a wide array of
expert speakers, including Janice Harvey,
columnist, broadcaster and university
lecturer; Marc Lee, researcher and writer,
Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives;
Peggy Nash, Assistant to the National
President, Canadian Auto Workers; Scott
Sinclair, Senior Research Fellow, Canadian
Centre for Policy Alternatives; Shannon
Biggs, Director of Community and Green
Rights Organizing, Global Exchange, U.S.;
and Andrea Peart, researcher and writer,
Canadian Labour Congress.

Saint John, as a major industrial player in
the region’s economy — it is known as

the “Atlantica energy hub” — faces pollu-
tion, corporate control and mega-energy
exports to the U.S. We organized a bus
tour of Saint John with local experts David
Thompson, Rob Moir and Council of
Canadians board member Leticia Adair, to
see both the pollution of this historic city
and its natural wonders, and to talk about
opportunities for green energy and more
democratic development.

CLIMATE (OF) CHANGE: RALLY
FOR PEOPLE AND THE PLANET

Saturday, October 24, marked a global
day of action on climate change. That
afternoon, AGM delegates joined local
activists for a rally in downtown Saint
John to demand that Canada be part
of the climate change solution, not the
problem. Speakers said governments
need to commit to a new global deal that
enacts real change to reduce emissions
in line with science-based targets in a
just and fair manner.

AWARDS CERENMIONY

AGM delegates, Council of Canadians
board members and staff gathered to
honour the 2009 Council of Canadians

www.canadians.org | The Council of Canadians

ABOVE LEFT: The Maude Barlow Founder’s
Award was presented to Sister Angie
Martz in recognition of her outstanding
contribution to the Council of Canadians
and for her strong commitment to social
justice. RIGHT: The Activist of the Year
Award was presented to the Conservation
Council of New Brunswick (CCNB) in
recognition of forty years of successful
campaigning to protect air, land and water
in New Brunswick.

award recipients. The Activist of the Year
Award was presented to the Conservation
Council of New Brunswick (CCNB) in
recognition of forty years of success-

ful campaigning to protect air, land and
water in New Brunswick. The award was
accepted by Stephanie Coburn, President
of the CCNB.

The Maude Barlow Founder’s Award was
presented to Sister Angie Martz in rec-
ognition of her outstanding contribution
to the Council of Canadians and for her
strong commitment to social justice.

Donna James is Executive Assistant to the Board of
Directors and organizes the Council's annual general
meetings.

The Council's 25" Annual General
Meeting, where we will be cel-
ebrating 25 years of acting for
social justice, will be held October
22-24 in Ottawa, Ontario. Visit our
website at www.canadians.org for
updates. Registration will begin on-
line in August.
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by Meera Karunananthan
and Scott Harris

In her book Blue Covenant, Maude Barlow describes one of the most
important battles of our time: the struggle between those who define
water as a human right and a part of the global commons, and those who
define it as a commodity to be bought and sold on the open market.

In recent years, the main Canadian front
in this battle has been in Alberta, where
the right to buy and sell allocations of
the province’s scarce water resources has
been written into law. The government
of Alberta is looking for ways to both
expand and deregulate Canada’s first —
and, for now, only — water market.

It is a battle Canadians cannot afford to lose.

ROOTS OF A WATER CRISIS
Alberta’s water resources have long

been used as an incentive for economic
development in the region. To attract set-
tlers to the west by guaranteeing them
access to water, the 1894 North West
Irrigation Act gave the Crown the right

to grant water use rights to land owners,
setting up a “first in time, first in right”
(FITFIR) water allocation system. FITFIR
gives those with senior water licences
absolute rights in perpetuity to use the
full amount of water they have been allo-
cated, even if drought or water shortages
mean there isn’t enough water left for
users with more junior licences.
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While this system worked in the early
1900s, it’s failing now due to increased
population, expansive industrial and
agricultural use, and climate change

— all leading to a burgeoning water cri-
sis. According to University of Western
Ontario water researcher Jeremy Schmidrt,
poor management of water resources has
resulted in a province with only two per
cent of Canada’s fresh water supporting
60 per cent of the country’s irrigation.
With 80 per cent of the water in the north
and 80 per cent of the population in the
south, three of the province’s southern
basins — the Bow River, the Oldman River
and the South Saskatchewan River — are
already over-allocated, with more licences
for withdrawals than the existing amount
of water can support.

CANADA'S FIRST WATER
MARKET

In 1999, the Alberta government intro-
duced the Alberta Water Act, which
maintained FITFIR and for the first time
allowed “water transfers,” or the right to
exchange all or part of a water licence

th*waterlicences, with more permits for
withdrawals than the existing amount of
water can support.

between users. But it wasn’t until 2006
that the Alberta government — realizing
there was no more water to give away
— stopped issuing water licences in the
Bow, Oldman and South Saskatchewan
River basins, actually creating the condi-
tions for Canada’s first market for water.

Senior licence holders, who have histori-
cally only used 55 per cent of their alloca-
tions, began selling access to public water
resources — rights they had received for
free — transforming the water commons
into an open market where the highest
bidder gets access to water.

Millions of dollars have since been
exchanged, and 28 licence transfers have
already been completed. In just one
example, 6,700 cubic metres of water
per day were purchased in 2007 for S15
million for the development of a large
shopping mall, horse-racing complex and
casino in Balzac, a municipality just north
of Calgary. While market proponents
refer to the allocation of water for lucra-
tive commercial use as moving water to
“higher value uses,” the Balzac develop-
ment demonstrates how the water mar-
ket in southern Alberta truly operates,
allowing for a massive and water-inten-
sive development in an area where water
permits are no longer available to meet
the basic needs of a growing population.

In an open market system, municipalities
and small farmers are forced to bid against
large industrial players, while social and
environmental needs are neglected.
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EXPANDING THE WATER
MARKET

In the face of growing dissatisfaction with
the FITFIR system and recognizing the
looming water crisis, Environment Minister
Rob Renner announced in 2008 that the
province would review and update its
water allocation system. He commissioned
the Alberta Water Council, an industry-
led multi-stakeholder body; the Alberta
Water Research Institute, headed by for-
mer Environment Minister Lorne Taylor;
and the hand-picked Minister’s Advisory
Group (MAG) to make recommendations
on ways to “improve” the system.

All three based their reports on the
assumption that a water market is the
only policy option, and the recommenda-
tions paint a troubling picture of where
the province may go with its water policy.

The MAG recommends that “the transfer sys-
tem must now be allowed to work in all parts
of the province,” and “should apply to all river
basins in Alberta, including those where there
are only a few licences and a few buyers.”

At the same time, the MAG also says that
“a number of operational barriers estab-
lished in the Water Act should be removed
to allow the transfer system to operate
more effectively,” including “abolishing the
requirement to have a Water Management
Plan” approved by cabinet before a transfer
is allowed. In other words, it recommends
vastly expanding and deregulating the mar-
ket, while offering little protection for the
environment or basic human needs.

The reports will form the basis for the
review and the consultations the province
is promising to hold in the summer of
2010, with new legislation expected in the
fall. No non-market solutions have been
looked at, prompting some environmental
groups to treat markets as a fait accompli
and make recommendations accordingly.
The Council of Canadians plans to chal-
lenge water markets on the principle that
water is a public trust and a human right,
and because the plan for water markets
fails to recognize Indigenous rights.

MARKETS VIOLATE
INDIGENOUS RIGHTS

While the Alberta government promises
to “seek input” from First Nations in the
province, its scheme fails to acknowledge
Aboriginal rights. The Alberta govern-
ment is not the only authority in Alberta
and it cannot make decisions about
natural resources without the consent of
Indigenous governments. The Assembly
of First Nations has already declared
water markets a violation of treaty rights.

WATER IS A PUBLIC TRUST
The Alberta government acts on the prem-
ise that it has the right to turn access to
water into a commodity. Under common
law, water is a public trust that is to be
managed by governments, which have the
responsibility to protect access to the water
commons for the greater public good.

In the state of Vermont, public trust leg-
islation was recently extended to ground-
water, setting up a hierarchy of use that
protects ecological needs and water for
basic human consumption, allowing the
government to prioritize food production
and responsible commercial use.

WATER IS A HUMAN RIGHT
The market system, which gives greater
access to the highest bidder, is a clear
violation of the human right to water.
Experience from other jurisdictions
where water resources have been sur-
rendered to the market show the risks
involved in letting markets allocate
water. For example, local food production
and basic rights are hindered by private
water ownership in Chile, where the
water market system has resulted in the
majority of water rights being owned by
foreign energy and mining companies.

According to the environmental organiza-
tion Chile Sustentable, a single Spanish
electrical corporation owns 80 per cent of
the water rights in southern Chile, leaving
very little for basic human needs

THERE IS A BETTER WAY

The public has the right to participate in
decisions about collective water resources
which it must not surrender to the whims
of the market. In Uruguay, a 2004 con-
stitutional reform recognizing the right

to water placed an emphasis on public
participation in decision making for the
use of community water supplies, giving
communities a direct say in the allocation
of water resources and developments that
impact water quality.

Communities in Alberta should make

the same claims to their collective water
resources, and reclaim the water as a
commons that prioritizes the environment
and basic human needs. This is a battle
that, working with with our friends in the
environmental justice movement and First
Nations communities, we must win.

Meera Karunananthan is the National Water
Campaigner and Scott Harris is the Prairies Regional
Organizer for the Council of Canadians.

PROTECTING WATER WITH A “BLUE SUMMIT"

“BEUE SUMMIT

Lisam_organize and act for public water.

The Blue Summit brought together
more than 300 water justice activists
from across the country to commemo-
rate the tenth anniversary of the Water
Watch Coalition, launched in 1999 by
the Council of Canadians, the Canadian
Union of Public Employees, and allies.

The event, held November 27-29, 2009,
in Ottawa, celebrated community water
wins including the blocking of private-
public partnerships in cities across
Canada, the reversal of the decision to
build a landfill on top of the Alliston
aquifer in Simcoe County, Ontario, and
bottled water bans in more than 70
municipalities, schools and hospitals
across the country.

The conference allowed activists to share
ideas and develop plans for ongoing
battles against the destruction of water
resources and the privatization of water.
Participants discussed “Schedule 2,” a
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federal loophole that lets metal mining
companies dump toxins into Canadian
lakes; the environmentally destructive
tar sands operations that are poisoning
local waterways; the impacts of water
privatization on women; the recognition
of water as a human right; and many
other topics.

Leading Canadian water defenders and
concerned citizens took their voices to
Parliament Hill that weekend for a rally to
demand that addressing the global water
crisis be part of the solution to climate
change. Participants signed a banner that
read “Climate Justice is Water Justice!”
which was taken to Copenhagen and
presented to Canadian leaders during
climate change talks in December.

The exciting two-day event culminated with
a Declaration that commits to “engage
all Canadians in working to protect water
for the planet and future generations.”

Visit our website at www.canadians.org/
bluesummit to hear speakers, read
the declaration and see photos from
the event.
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Energy

Climate

Justice NMovement

by Andrea Harden-Donahue

Thousands of people took to the streets in Copenhagen in December
sporting signs that captured the urgency of the climate crisis: “There is
no planet B” and “Planet not Profit!” were some of the messages. Others
demanded a new way forward: “Climate Justice Now!” and “System

Change, not Climate Change.”

With the launch of our “Climate Justice:
Take Action for People and the Planet”
campaign, climate justice has become
an important part of the Council of
Canadians’ energy work. While this
focus is relatively new, many of the
principles that have long guided our
organization, such as
achieving greater equity
for people, reclaiming
“the commons” (what
lies outside the market
and the states, such as
the air we all breathe)
and resisting corporate
control, are central to
achieving climate justice.

We went to Copenhagen
this past December
during UN climate
negotiations to join the
growing climate justice
movement. At the same
time, we exposed our
government’s shame-
ful record on the environmentally and
socially devastating tar sands, which are
Canada’s largest source of greenhouse
gas emissions.

SO WHAT DOES CLIMATE JUS-
TICE MIEAN?

CLIMATE JUSTICE MEANS CLI-
MATE DEBT REPARATIONS
Naomi Klein’s article “Climate Rage”
quoted Lidy Nacpil, one of the coordina-
tors of Jubilee South, as saying: “What we
need is not something we should be beg-
ging for but something that is owed to us,
because we are dealing with a crisis not of
our making.” Jubilee South is an interna-
tional organization that has staged dem-
onstrations to promote climate repara-
tions. Lidy Nacpil went on to say, “Climate
debt is not a matter of charity.”
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With less than one-fifth of the world’s
population, the global North (composed
of the world’s wealthy countries) is
responsible for emitting more than two-
thirds of historic greenhouse gas emis-
sions into an atmosphere that all life
shares. Leading climate scientists say

“For us, the most important thing here is that Copenhagen
was a success. Not there in the Bella Centre, but outside.
Because there has been a lot of awareness, a lot of conscience,
and now we have to build a very big movement. Things are
not going to change in the negotiations if we don’t have a
strong civil society mobilizing in the street. If we are able to
demonstrate ... that we can mobilize fifty, one hundred million
people saying ‘this is the kind of agreement that we want’
then the situation can change... Sometimes you cannot win the
first battle, but we are going to win this war, because it’s the
only way we can save our own lives and our Mother Earth.”

— Pablo Solon, Bolivian ambassador to the UN addressing a large crowd
outside the Bella Centre protesting the Copenhagen Accord

that the highest safe level of carbon diox-
ide is 350 ppm (parts per million). The
concentration of carbon dioxide in the
atmosphere is now at 389 ppm and we
are seeing serious warning signs of global
warming, such as receding glaciers.

Meanwhile, those who have contributed
the least to this situation, including small
island communities in the Pacific and
communities in the Arctic and in the
global South, are being hit first and hard-
est by the ecological and social impacts
of climate change, including rising sea
levels and increased floods and droughts.

Climate debt places a moral imperative
on global North countries to not only
make deeper emission reductions than
the global South, but to also help pay

the bill for climate mitigation (actions
that reduce emissions) and adaptation
measures (actions that help people adapt
to current and unavoidable impacts of
climate change) in the global South.
Estimates for long-term climate mitiga-
tion and adaptation in the global South
range from $195 billion up to $400 bil-
lion needed yearly. Canada’s share has
been projected at three to four per cent
of the global total.

CLIMATE JUSTICE MEANS
SYSTEM CHANGE, NOT
CLIMATE CHANGE

Climate justice calls for re-visioning
economies and societies to make them
more ecologically sustainable and equi-
table. In June 2002 at the Earth Summit
in Bali, representatives of people’s
movements, together with activist
organizations working for social and
environmental justice, produced what is
now referred to as “the Bali principles
of climate justice,” which
have been used to guide the
building of a climate justice
movement. In addition to
affirming such priorities

as seeking the repayment
of ecological debt and the
rights of Indigenous peoples
and affected communities
to represent and speak for
themselves, these principles
helped provide a framework
for delving into root causes
of the climate crisis.

There is no doubt about the
links between our current fos-
sil-fuel, export-oriented global
economy and the climate
crisis. It is no coincidence that the recent
downturn of the export-dependent global
economy was accompanied by a drop in
greenhouse gas emissions. The economy
is based on over-production, consump-
tion, for-profit and corporate interests,
while natural resources, including the air
we breathe and water we need to live, are
taken for granted.

Market-based mechanisms such as car-
bon offsets and carbon trading are right-
ly criticized as false solutions to the cli-
mate crisis which, at best, distract from
the more systematic changes needed
and, at worst, do little to reduce emis-
sions and contribute to greater equity.
There is good reason to be skeptical of
the market’s ability to produce real emis-
sion reductions.
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WHAT HAPPENED IN
COPENHAGEN?

Representatives from countries around
the world met in Copenhagen last
December for a session of the United
Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Change (UNFCCC). This meeting
was significant because it was the end of
a two-year negotiation process intended
to produce agreement in areas that
include targets for emission reduction,
plans and financing for reducing defores-
tation, adaptation to climate impacts, and
clean technology co-operation between
the global North and South.

The Council of Canadians went to
Copenhagen demanding a strong inter-
national climate agreement, with deep
emission cuts that would advance cli-
mate justice. This would require call-

ing on global North countries, such as
Canada, to commit to emission cuts of
at least 40 per cent below 1990 levels
by 2020. We called for significant con-
tributions to climate financing for the
global South to be managed according to
democratic and equitable principles, and
a rejection of new and expanded offset-
ting schemes.

CLIMATE NEGOTIATIONS:
COPENHAGEN ACCORD IS

A BUST

Despite the best efforts of many partici-
pants lobbying for an effective agree-
ment (many NGOs had their accredita-
tion pulled for the final days of nego-
tiations so their voices were unfairly
silenced), a strong and effective deal
was never reached. The Copenhagen
Accord, a two-and-a-half-page document,
emerged in the wee hours of the final
day of negotiations. It does not include
legally mandated emission reduction
targets. Instead, countries are allowed to
set their own targets. Based on current
pledges, temperatures will continue to
rise well above scientifically projected
limits and the climate crisis will signifi-
cantly worsen.

While the Accord does include pledges
for financing climate debt, the long-term
target of $100 billion annually by 2020
is half of what many observers say is
necessary and there are legitimate ques-
tions about whether it will be additional
to existing pledges or left to the whims
of the market. Further, the Accord itself
is the production of back-room nego-
tiations among a handful of countries
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Anil Naidoo, Maude Barlow and Brent Patterson hold a banner that reads “Climate justice
is water justice!” message during a rally and march in Copenhagen for UN climate change
negotiations. The banner was signed by people who came to The Blue Summit organized
by the Council of Canadians and CUPE in November.

— led by the U.S. and facilitated by
Denmark — that threaten to undermine
the existing, more democratic UNFCCC
negotiating process.

RECLAIMING THE POWER

What did emerge from Copenhagen
was a strengthened and growing move-
ment for climate justice. The march on
December 12 that drew 100,000 people
is testament to this. The march promi-
nently featured the demand for climate
justice and was led by Indigenous
Peoples delegations.

The “Reclaim the Power” demonstra-
tion on December 16 saw hundreds of
delegates, fronted by members of the
Bolivian delegation and the Indigenous
Peoples’ Caucus, walk out of the Bella
Centre where negotiations were taking
place to join thousands of people literally
and physically pushing for climate jus-
tice. People wanted to have a say in the
Bella Centre negotiations and they were
ready to use civil disobedience to claim
this right. While the police responded by
beating people with batons, protesters
remained non-violent in their actions.

Despite the obstacles, a people’s assem-
bly was held in the street outside the
Bella Centre featuring diverse voices
speaking to real and false solutions to
the climate crisis. Real solutions include
keeping fossil fuels in the ground (such
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as a global moratorium on new coal
development), innovative policies based
on a “polluters pay” principle, respect-
ing Indigenous land rights, and expand-
ing public and community owned
renewable energy.

NEXT STEPS: BUILDING

THE MOVEMENT FOR
CLIMATE JUSTICE

While the criticisms of the Copenhagen
Accord build daily, climate justice activ-
ists worldwide have returned home,
bringing with them the message from
the streets of Copenhagen, and mobiliz-
ing for real solutions to the climate crisis
at a local level.

The Council of Canadians will join
thousands of climate justice activists,
government and labour representa-
tives, and environmental organizations
in Cochabamba, Bolivia, in April 2010
for the World People’s Conference

on Climate Change and the Rights of
Mother Earth. This will be a key oppor-
tunity to build the growing movement
for climate justice and prepare an alter-
native platform with real solutions for
the next major UN climate negotiations,
which will take place in Mexico this
November.

Andrea Harden-Donahue is the Energy Campaigner
for the Council of Canadians.
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by Stuart Trew

Dinosaur Economics: \Why
a free trade pact with the European
Union is an (old) bad idea
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HOW DOES THAT OLD SAYING GO? THE NMORE THINGS CHANGE,
THE MORE THEY STAY THE SAME...

The saying popped into my head while | was trying to figure out how to
explain to Canadians why a free trade agreement with Europe is not the
good idea it might at first appear. With North American trade in decline,
it's natural for Canadian firms to explore their options. But a comprehen-
sive economic liberalization pact with Europe should not be one of them.

Then it hit me. We’ve gone down this
road before. In spirit and in fine details,
we are looking at the FTAA reborn, this
time as a full-blown Free Trade Area

of the Atlantic — designed as much to
restrict Canadian economic and social
policy options as to open European mar-
kets to Canadian goods, services and
investment. It’s a bad idea for a number
of reasons, notably for how retrograde it
really is. This is dinosaur economics for
a world that has moved beyond the free
trade model.

FTAA: THEN AND NOW

Nine years ago this past January, the
Council of Canadians issued a report

by National Chairperson Maude Barlow
called The Free Trade Area of the Americas
and the Threat to Social Programs,
Environmental Sustainability and Social
Justice in Canada and the Americas. At

the time, 34 countries were negotiating
“the most far-reaching trade agreement
in history.” The agreement would intro-
duce “all the disciplines of the proposed
services agreement of the World Trade
Organization (WTO) — the General
Agreement on Trade in Services (GATS) —
with the powers of the failed Multilateral
Agreement on Investment (MAI), to cre-

ate a new trade powerhouse with sweep-
ing new authority over every aspect of
life in Canada and the Americas.”

On top of services and investment, the
Free Trade Agreement of the Americas
(FTAA) included provisions on competi-
tion policy, government procurement,
market access, dispute settlement and
intellectual property rights. Many coun-
tries opposed the application of these
one-size-fits-all rules to sensitive areas of
government policy. The FTAA provided
a regional opportunity for rich countries
such as Canada and the United States to
bypass multilateral delays at the WTO in
order to get the new rights they wanted
for their powerful corporations.

The first version of the FTAA was defeat-
ed in 2004 thanks to hugely successful
opposition from labour, environmental,
human rights and social justice groups.
Of course by then negotiations on ser-
vices, procurement and other contro-
versial areas had found a home in the
Doha round of trade liberalization talks
at the WTO. But since July 2008, these
talks have also stalled over fundamen-
tal differences between rich, developed
countries and powerful developing world
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coalitions — not to mention global civil

society demands to subsume corporate

rights under human rights, development
and environmental concerns.

SANME ISSUES, SAME
PROBLEMS

So we shouldn’t be that surprised to

be confronted with a second version of
FTAA. “Free Trade Area of the Atlantic”
has crawled out of the mud to try to
achieve for Canadian and European mul-
tinationals what the WTO apparently
cannot.

Like its American predecessor, the new-
est FTAA between Canada and Europe
— called the Canada—European Union
Comprehensive Economic and Trade
Agreement (CETA) — would go beyond
NAFTA by guaranteeing corporations
strong new rights for their trade in ser-
vices, their bids on government procure-
ment, and their intellectual property.

For example, EU service providers, includ-
ing water multinationals Veolia and Suez
(who have endorsed the
negotiations), see dollar
signs in Canada’s pub-
licly delivered municipal
utilities. The services
chapter is bound to
emulate the unfinished
GATS, with its mandate

to liberalize the global
trade in services and
phase out “barriers” to
international competi-
tion in the services sector.

A successful negotiation could mean,
among other things, “that governments
could not maintain monopoly or exclu-
sive suppliers of water services; they
would have to allow competition in the
supply of these services, and no local
supplier could be given preference over a
foreign one,” wrote Ellen Gould in a 2002
report for the Council of Canadians.

On government procurement (the money
that cities, provinces and the federal gov-
ernment spend on goods, services and
construction), the EU is seeking access
above and beyond what U.S. companies
received through the new Canada-U.S.
Agreement on Government Procurement
(see article in this issue on page 5).

“European Union negotiators want
access to procurement competitions

in an extensive list of Canadian cities,
utilities and Crown corporations in a
market they estimate is worth $86 bil-
lion,” wrote Embassy Magazine in a
recent article, referring to confidential
EU briefing notes obtained by the maga-
zine. That would include “all entities
operating in the so-called MASH sector
(municipalities, municipal organizations,
school boards and publicly funded aca-
demic, social service and health entities)
... as well as any corporation or entity
owned or controlled by one or more of
the preceding.”

Terry Collins-Williams, a former deputy
permanent representative for Canada at
the WTO and former director general of
multilateral trade policy and negotiation,
told Embassy that water, sewage, energy,
power generation and power transmis-
sion equipment are big-ticket items
where some European countries have a
competitive advantage.

These questionable Canada-EU trade negotiations are happening in
a cone of silence. Information about the agreement escapes through
leaks to the media, while one-hour government briefings after each
negotiating round (the third will take place in Ottawa April 19-23)
have been declared grossly insufficient by Canadian civil society
organizations that are banding together to fight the proposed deal.

“You can see why the Europeans would
put a high priority on getting those prod-
ucts and entities covered,” he said.

In return for Canada removing any kind
of conditions that cities and provinces
can now put on public spending — a
controversial move among cities —
Canada is pushing hard to include a
Chapter 11 —type investment dispute
process in the European agreement. This
is despite enduring controversy over
existing NAFTA lawsuits against Canadian
public policies that now top $1.5 billion
in potential damages.

Another Embassy Magazine article in
February described how the EU is also
going after Canada Post’s “monopoly”
on international mail delivery, how they
hope to stop provincial liquor boards
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from supporting local wine growers, and
how they will use the free trade negotia-
tions as a way to stop provinces such

as Ontario from putting minimum local
content requirements on new renewable
energy projects.

REBOOTING THE ANTI-FTAA
MOVEMENT

These questionable Canada-EU trade
negotiations are happening in a cone of
silence. Information about the agreement
escapes through leaks to the media,
while one-hour government briefings
after each negotiating round (the third
will take place in Ottawa April 19-23)
have been declared grossly insufficient
by Canadian civil society organizations
that are banding together to fight the
proposed deal.

“There have been no preliminary, inde-
pendent studies or any broad civil soci-
ety debate and consultation to assess
the impact of a potential cross-Atlantic
free trade agreement on public policy
and public services, the economy, pov-
erty, gender, culture,
human rights and the
environment,” wrote
18 labour, environ-
mental, cultural and
social justice groups,
including the Council
of Canadians, in a let-
ter to Trade Minister
Peter Van Loan at the
end of February.

“In the case of CETA, which is more
ambitious than past free trade agree-
ments, and with greater potential
impacts on federal, provincial and munic-
ipal government powers, public services,
public policies, programs and regulations,
Canadians would be better served by
more meaningful consultation.”

TAKE ACTION!

It’s a message our local, provincial and
federal politicians need to hear from
Canadians. Write to your elected repre-
sentatives today, asking why they’re resus-
citating the FTAA with Europe and what
they’re doing to open up the Canada-EU
free trade talks to public debate.

Stuart Trew is the Trade Campaigner for the Council
of Canadians.
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$ ! Climate Change

Blue Planet

: Threats put

in the

Spotlight

by Anil Naidoo

Now that the world is beginning to realize the obvious threats to access
to water due to the effects of climate change, the human right to water is
finally getting more intense scrutiny at the United Nations.

After years of pressure from the water
justice movement for action, Latin
American governments — long-time

advocates of the human right to water —

have recently found additional support
from Germany and Spain. Governments
from Africa and Asia, where the effects

of climate change are being most keenly

felt, are also supportive. As the list of
countries grows, things are moving for-
ward dramatically, at least for the UN.

This forward movement stands in stark

contrast to Canada’s long-standing objec-

tion to the human right to water. Few
countries now support the Canadian
government in this position. The strong
advocacy for the right to water by some
of Canada’s traditional allies, and ongo-

ing criticism from inside and outside the

UN, has resulted in Canada becoming
virtually silent on the issue, although
behind the scenes our country remains
quietly obstructionist.

In September 2008 Council of Canadians

National Chairperson Maude Barlow was

appointed Senior Advisor on Water to the

63rd President of the General Assembly.
Her work as Senior Advisor had a very
positive effect, placing the issue of the
right to water directly on the agenda of
both UN agencies and member states of
the General Assembly.

Father Miguel d’Escoto Brockmann high-
lighted the importance of the right to
water in his final statement as President
of the 63rd General Assembly of the
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United Nations. He supported the right
to water and provided details of Barlow’s
final report on this issue. This helped
keep up the pressure and led to the
adoption of a UN resolution in December
mandating a high-level UN meeting on
World Water Day (March 22), as well

as a summit in Dushanbe, Tajikistan, in
June. Both of these events will provide
an important opportunity to keep the
momentum going for the human right to
water. Momentum has also come from
the 24 countries that signed a declara-
tion on the human right to water during
the 5th World Water Forum in Istanbul,
Turkey, in March 2009.

Another big step forward relates to the
work of the Human Rights Council’s
Independent Expert on Water, Catarina
de Albuquerque, who is currently work-
ing on two reports that will be delivered
later this year to the General Assembly.
The first report will focus on good prac-
tices related to the right to water, and the
second will focus on the responsibilities
of the private sector.

The Independent Expert is tackling a
very critical issue first raised by the High
Commissioner for Human Rights, name-
ly, what are corporations’ responsibilities
relative to human rights, and what are
the obligations of the states to effectively
regulate the private sector to ensure
human rights? I have been asked to be
an expert advisor to de Albuquerque dur-
ing a meeting in Lisbon April 12-13. This

Anil Naidoo, (second from left in back),
Blue Planet Project Organizer, works
with Ministers of the Environment and
Latin America delegates at the Fifth
World Water Forum in Turkey drafting
declarations to advance water as a
human right and to move global policy
discussions from the private World Forum
to the more representative UN.

follows work I performed as an expert
advisor to the High Commissioner for
Human Rights, Louise Arbour, for her

report on the human right to water.

Given the dangerous increase in the
power of corporations and capital

since the adoption of the International
Declaration of Human Rights, and the
two covenants that followed, it is neces-
sary to review the framework for human
rights obligations.

The state has been responsible for deliv-
ering human rights; this will not change.
States have also been obliged to regulate
the activities of third parties to ensure
that they do not violate human rights.
With the rise in power of large transna-
tional corporations and the weakening
of many states relative to this power,

we believe a new set of rules and new
mechanisms are necessary to hold corpo-
rations accountable.

The specific obligations of the private
sector to respect human rights have
not previously been clearly outlined. As
corporations pressure governments and
international institutions to facilitate
taking over water systems, and as these
massive corporations work in many
countries and control massive resources,
land, water and infrastructure, it is
important that new rules be put in place
to control their actions.

Anil Naidoo is the Project Organizer, Blue Planet
Project, for the Council of Canadians.
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New Brunswick
Power Not for Sale

by Angela Giles and Andrea Harden-Donahue

On the surface one Crown corporation buying another in Eastern Canada
doesn’t seem like cause for concern. But on closer inspection, one particular
deal can be seen as symptomatic of the way governments are selling out

our energy security.

As announced at the end of October
2009, the New Brunswick Power
Distribution and Customer Service
Corporation, more commonly known as
NB Power, entered into a Memorandum
of Understanding (MOU) that it would
be sold by the Government of New
Brunswick to Hydro-Québec, also a
Crown corporation.

Reaction to the proposed deal was both
swift and negative. Elected officials in
New Brunswick (opposition MLAS) and
officials in the other three Atlantic prov-
inces, as well as the public, labour groups
and concerned organizations like ours,
quickly opposed the plan, saying it brings
no benefit to people or the province. In
rapid response to this announcement, a
coalition called “NB Power: Not for Sale”
came together. The Council became a
member of this coalition, and helped
organize events, town halls and rallies
across the province.

Reacting to these pressures, the provincial
government, under Liberal Premier Shawn
Graham, announced in January 2010 that
the MOU would be revised. The changes,
outlined in a brief statement released to
the public, include New Brunswick keep-
ing “control” of NB Power’s transmission
and distribution systems.

The Council of Canadians expressed
several concerns about this agreement,
including its lack of transparency and the
fact that it would take the control of NB
Power out of New Brunswickers’ hands.

This agreement also had broader impli-
cations for neighbouring provinces and
for Canada, highlighting problems with
Canada’s energy vision, and the need for
a Canadian Energy Strategy.

Across the country, much of the energy
produced is on an export-oriented model.
Instead of focusing on meeting local
energy needs, many provincial providers
choose to sell energy to the United States
at a high price. In the case of the sale of
NB Power, the other three Atlantic prov-

inces were concerned that their access
to the U.S. energy market would dimin-
ish or be blocked altogether. Under the
deal, Hydro-Québec would have greater
access to limited distribution lines to sell
power to the U.S. Instead of focusing on
sending energy south, Canada needs an
energy strategy that will give Canadians
security of energy supplies, strong poli-
cies that protect our environment, and a
focus on renewable energy sources and
a more sustainable model of energy pro-
duction and consumption.

Council of Canadians Board member Leticia

Adair (right) joins other New Brunswickers
in protesting the sale of NB Power to Hydro-
Québec. The deal was scrapped in late
March due to mounting opposition.

Another serious problem with the deal
was the lack of public consultation and
transparency. Engaging with the people
who would be impacted directly by any
decision government makes — from
signing the Buy American deal to selling
off a public utility — requires a formal
process and willingness to listen and
respond to criticisms and recommenda-
tions.

Unfortunately, since this deal was
announced last fall, the New Brunswick
government failed to adequately con-
sult with the public. It started with the
government withholding details of this
agreement from the public and then rel-
egating “input” to a glossy PR campaign
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and website. New Brunswickers had no
public forum to share their concerns with
decision makers. Instead, they relied

on the media and social networking to
get the word out. The government only
recently agreed to present the full details
of the agreement for legislative debate,
and only as a result of intense opposition.

Through our chapters and members,

the Council has been involved in this
struggle from the beginning. From devel-
oping analysis on the deal and doing
media work before the deal was even
announced, to working to mobilize our
chapter and members in New Brunswick
and across the country, we have helped
apply pressure to force the government
to abandon the deal. We sent a letter

to provincial government leaders and
encouraged people to take action by
attending rallies and events and sending
letters of their own.

The mobilization was quick and efficient.
The message that NB Power was not

for sale was decided on quickly, and a
public campaign including media work,

a Facebook group, public events and a
website was launched. The message was
clear: this deal is bad. It’s bad for workers,
bad for energy security, bad for the future
of the renewable energy sector in New
Brunswick, and bad for the people of New
Brunswick. NB Power is not for sale!

Angela Giles is the Atlantic Regional Organizer and
Andrea Harden-Donahue is the Energy Campaigner
for the Council of Canadians.

UPDATE — DEAL
SCRAPPED!

Faced with mounting pressure over
the deal to sell NB Power, New
Brunswick Premier Shawn Graham
announced at the end of March the
agreement with Hydro Québec has
been scrapped. “This is a victory
and a testament to the power that
people have when we unite and
organize for the common good —
the NB Power sale was a raw deal
from the beginning,” said Andrea
Harden-Donahue, the Council’s
Energy Campaigner in a media
release following the announcement.
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In the News

y

The Council of Canadians has been in the news
more than 600 times and mentioned in, on aver-
age, four media stories per day since the last issue
of Canadian Perspectives. Below is a sampling of
the headlines the Council made across the country
and around the world in recent months.

SHOW US THE “BUY
ANMERICAN"” DEAL BEFORE
SIGNING IT, DEMANDS
COUNCIL OF CANADIANS

The Council of Canadians requested a
copy of the Canadian proposal to Obama
several weeks ago and was told by the
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade
to file an access to information request.
This request has been delayed because,
according to the government, looking
for it would take too much of the depart-
ment’s time.

“It’s a little worrying, to say the least, that
the Canadian government is purposely
hiding this ‘Buy American’ proposal from
the Canadian and American public,”

says Stuart Trew, trade campaigner with
the Council of Canadians. “What exactly
has Harper offered that would convince
Obama to tamper with the enormously
popular ‘Buy American’ rules? We need to
see the details.”

Originally published in Exchange Magazine,
October 1, 2009.

POWER DEAL WORRIES NEW
ENGLAND: TAKEOVER GIVES
QUEBEC TOO MUCH CONTROL,
SPOKESWONAN SAYS

Andrea Harden Donahue, Council of
Canadians energy campaigner in Ottawa,
said the deal between NB Power and
Hydro-Quebec is based on a business
model to sell exports into the northeast-
ern U.S., which is demanding more sup-
plies of renewable energy.

“We're seeing a business model driving
the sale of New Brunswick Power, requir-
ing the further expansion of hydro power
in Quebec, which appears to be focused
on export opportunities in the U.S. mar-
ket,” she said Monday.
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Originally published in the Chronicle Herald,
November 3, 2009.

MAUDE BARLOW ON CNN
DISCUSSES “WATER JUSTICE"
“When you add the for-profit motive into
water supplies, some people are going

to die,” Barlow told CNN’s Christiane
Amanpour. “Water must be declared to be
something that belongs to all of us, which
is not that it’s a free-for-all, but that it
must be equitably divided and shared —
and only government can do that.”

Originally broadcast on CNN’s Amanpour to
more than 257 million households in more
than 212 countries, on January 7, 2010.

GANMES NOT GREEN, AWARE
SAYS

[R]epresentatives of the Association

of Whistler Area Residents for the
Environment, the Council of Canadians
and Whistler Watch held a brief news con-
ference outlining environmental and secu-
rity-related concerns about the Games.

Pina Belperio, a Whistler resident and
board member of the Council of Canadians
organization, said the level of security is
not providing a conducive environment
for people to speak out against the Games.
“The amount of security in this town does
bother me to a huge extent,” she said. “I
think it’s way over the top. Now they’re
doubling up police officers on corners. It’s
a bit of overkill, so I don’t know if that’s
their way of showing taxpayers how their
money is being spent but to me it’s a big
source of intimidation.”

Originally published in Pique
Newsmagazine, February 17, 2010.

“GET BACK TO WORK"
Council of Canadians members Roy Brady
and Kathryn Langley were encouraging

gE,
=
[}
-
-
=
(=]
o
(%)

ABOVE: Harjap Grewal, B.C.-Yukon
Regional Organizer for the Council of
Canadians, is interviewed by reporters
about concerns of the corporatization of
the 2010 Winter Olympic Games, which
were held in Vancouver and Whistler, B.C.
in February.

people to write their messages to Harper
on pieces of paper, which were posted on
a board behind the table.

“We’re trying to get the issue out to the
public,” said Brady, who was wearing a
placard across his chest and sporting a
mask of the prime minister. “Suspending
parliament is so anti-democratic. So we
are here defending democracy today.”

Originally published in the Peterborough
Examiner, January 18, 2010.

SPEAK OUT AGAINST HARPER
GOVERNMENT’'S KAIROS
FUNDING DECISION

Well, the Harper government has done

it again. If anyone says or does anything
it doesn’t like, they get fired (the CEO of
the Chalk River nuclear plant), blackballed
(Richard Colvin), or have their funding cut
(women'’s rights groups).

This time it is Kairos.

Is Mr. Harper’s expressed concern for
human rights and ecological justice just
a political front? How long are we to put
up with the arrogant indifference of this
government?

Letter from Jim Riesberry, Brockville Chapter,
Council of Canadians. Originally published in
the Brockville Recorder & Times, December
11, 2009.

Dylan Penner is the Media Officer for the Council of
Canadians.
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Stay
informed!

In addition to Canadian Perspectives,
there are many great ways to

get all the latest updates about
Council of Canadians’ campaigns
and activities, including:

ACTIVLIST

The ACTIVlist is the Council’s new
email listserv that delivers daily
updates about emerging news, stories
and actions you can take to help make
our communities and our country bet-
ter for everyone. Together, we can all
act for social justice. Sign up today at
www.canadians.org

Workd Wafer Dayfe

March 22, 2010

E-NEWSLETTER

Sent out twice a month, our e-newslet-
ter provides information, analysis and
links to website resources on current
issues. We highlight chapter actions,
event photos and the exciting work of
our chapters, members and staff. Sign
up for the e-newsletter at www.cana-
dians.org. Be sure to forward copies to
friends and family.

WEBSITE AT
WWW.CANADIANS.ORG

The Council’s website is a one-stop edu-
cation and action resource. It is updated
daily with information about our cam-
paigns, media releases and resources
such as fact sheets and reports, and it
provides direct access to our member-
ship department, allowing you to join,
donate, participate and take action!

~N P

Join the Council of Canadians today?

Need some perspective? Become a part of

a growing citizens' movement and get a free

subscription to Canadian Perspectives.

Already a member? A Council
membership makes a great gift!
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Council of Canadians.
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