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EDITORIAL  
by Dave Greenfield  
Welcome to the fourth issue of The Weaver.  
  

With this issue, we are pleased to announce that we 
are moving from being a quarterly publication, 
(published at the Solstices and Equinoxes) to being a 
publication published six times a year, once every 
two months. In making this change, we hope to be a 
bit more current when talking about our activities 
and ongoing issues in our province and in our world.  
  

This issue will be the fourth and last time that we 
include a quarterly calendar of events and 
commemorations at the end. We have realized that 
an alternative to including the calendar at the back 
of each issue would be to have a year-round 
calendar on our website. We hope to work on this in 
the coming months.  
  

As well, speaking of our website, we hope to expand 
the capacity of our website over the next six months 
or so, which should give us more room to post 
articles.  
  

A lot of people took out memberships in our 
provincial party in the early part of 2020 to vote for 
Naomi during her campaign for the leadership. These 
memberships (which were one-year memberships) 
are now up for renewal. I wish to encourage you all 
to renew your memberships in the Saskatchewan 
Green Party so you can continue to be part of our 
growing party and movement. See the fifth article in 
this newsletter for information on how to renew.  
  

Now I wish to say a few words on a topic I feel I need 
to comment on.  
  

Over the past few months, I have encountered 
perhaps two or three individuals, who I would largely 
categorize as being on the progressive left, who have 
allowed themselves to be hoodwinked by the anti-
mask, anti-vaccination and COVID-19-denial 
perspectives. I wish to state clearly, both on my own 
behalf and on behalf of the party, that we fully 
support the restrictions that both the federal and 
provincial governments have placed on citizens in 
response to COVID19, and if anything, we believe 
that greater restrictions would be in order.  
  

COVID19 is real. At the time of writing, (February 
10th, 2021) it has killed some two million people 
worldwide and some twenty thousand people across 
Canada. Those people who hold anti-mask protests 
and spread fear about vaccination are deeply 
misguided and are doing a great disservice to 
society. While we believe in liberty, we also believe 
in the life and security of the person. When lives and 
fundamental human well-being are at stake, 
restrictions on liberty (such as not being able to 
assemble beyond particular numbers, or not being 
able to shop at every possible business) are 
definitely justified. Personally, I always wear a mask 
when I go out. I do my best to practice physical 
distancing and, when vaccines become available to 
the general public, I will not hesitate to go and get 
vaccinated.  
  

I encourage you all to do the same.  
  

As well, I wish to express my solidarity with all the 
front-line workers in hospitals, long-term care 
homes and other locations who are doing the 
difficult day-to-day work of responding to this virus. I 
believe they are all doing their best and they all 
deserve our support.  
  

Meanwhile, I invite you all to enjoy the variety of 
articles in this our fourth issue of the Weaver as we 
continue to weave a just and ecological future for 
Saskatchewan.  
 

 

YOUR MEMBERSHIP HELPS A LOT:   
A Message from Our Leader  
Hello fellow Greens.  
 

Our Saskatchewan Green Party saw great growth 

during the leadership race last year. I am so grateful 

to everyone who joined at that time. There was a 

national count done across Canada a few months 

ago of provincial Green members by percentage of 

population. We came in 4th, surprising the rest of 

Canada.  

 

Also, please renew your membership and then we 

can continue surprising the rest of Canada. If you 

know someone in your circle who seems to be like-

minded, please encourage them to join. If you have 

trouble joining through the website, reach out to me 
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please. I’m so happy to help; I’ve got this down to a 

pretty simple system and I would love to hear from 

you anyway.  

 

Organizing in your local area is our next goal. I’ve 

spent some time out-reaching to Greens in 

constituencies across Canada (particularly the east 

coast) where we were told “Greens could never win” 

and asking what they did. The unanimous response 

was “we organized locally; every constituency 

formed a constituency association. Then when a 

candidate was found there were a few people who 

met either on a phone meeting, in person or by 

zoom during the year. The candidate even feeling 

like there ‘were other greens in their area’ was a 

game-changer when it came to getting elected.” We 

are forming these C.A.’s in every constituency now. 

Please reach out if you are interested in your area. I 

and at least one other executive member are 

committed to attending those meetings and helping 

with getting started. I’m hoping that as Covid-19 lifts, 

we could host potlucks in every constituency, I love 

potlucks! It perhaps wouldn’t be practical in 40 

below, but organizing around campfires, 

interspersed with someone playing guitar and 

singing songs, is also appealing. That’s how we 

organized so many campaigns in environmental and 

social justice projects over the years. 
 

I’m enclosing all my contact info. I’ll look forward to 

speaking to you anytime. (By the way, it’s literally 

still SO exciting every single time I use that title! I 

really love this so much. I’ve found what everything 

else I’ve done was leading to. Thank you     )  

Yours,  

Naomi Hunter  
Leader - Saskatchewan Green Party  

Email:  naomihunter@saskgreen.ca 

Phone:  306-561-8880 

Twitter:  @GpcHunter (https://twitter.com/GpcHunter)  

https://www.instagram.com/naomi.ness6/ 

https://www.tiktok.com/@naomihunter04 

https://www.facebook.com/NaomiHunterGPC 

http://www.naomihunter.ca 

http://www.saskgreen.ca 

 

NEIGHBOURHOODS THRIVE THAT 
PRIORITIZE HUMANS OVER CARS  
by Michael Wright  
Regina has elected a new, progressive city council 
that is serious about making our city sustainable. As 
a Green living in the federal constituency of Regina-
Lewvan and the provincial constituency of Regina 
Lakeview, I am proposing this simple change which I 
hope will be met with approval by our newly elected 
progressive civic representatives.  
  
Our children need climate action in the 
neighbourhood and space for bicycles is part of the 
solution. So far, there are painted bicycle lanes at 
the intersection of 13th Avenue and Lewvan Drive. 
That’s it. The municipal government has a master 
plan to build more lanes throughout the city, but the 
routes haven’t been decided. We should advocate 
for bicycle routes that will be safe and inclusive for 
everybody.  
  
The most inclusive route would serve the most 
people and go to the most places. Traffic engineers 
use the concept of trip origins and destinations to 
describe the places that we travel to and from. A 
scan of the map shows that most destinations in the 
neighbourhood are on 13th Avenue:  grocery stores, 
restaurants, retail shops, churches, performance 
spaces, the Regina Public Library, and Ecole 
Connaught Community School.  
  
And the places we travel from (trip origins)? 13th 
Avenue runs through the residential centre-of-
gravity of the neighbourhood with about equal 
numbers of homes and apartment buildings to the 
north and south, attracting riders from both sides. It 
connects to the only path leaving the neighbourhood 
to the west and directly to downtown in the east. 
The intersection with Elphinstone St. has good 
visibility.  
  
14th Avenue is not a good choice as it is not 
continuous through the neighbourhood. 15th 
Avenue runs along a park for almost half its length 
and would not attract riders from the south. 
Similarly, for Victoria Avenue in the north. The 
cycling lanes should be on 13th Avenue.  
  
But the speed limit of 50 km/h on 13th Avenue is not 
safe for cycling. The North American safety 

mailto:naomihunter@saskgreen.ca
tel:306-561-8880
https://twitter.com/GpcHunter
https://www.instagram.com/naomi.ness6/
https://www.tiktok.com/@naomihunter04
https://www.facebook.com/NaomiHunterGPC
http://www.naomihunter.ca/
http://www.saskgreen.ca/
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standards issued by N.A.C.T.O. (National Association 
of City Transportation Officials) specify that painted 
bike lanes should only be used when the speed limit 
is 40 km/h or less. Other than in school zones, our 
neighbourhood does not meet these criteria. Putting 
fast cars beside slow bikes separated only by paint is 
a nexus for tragedy.  
  
The danger is not a function of speed limit alone but 
is rooted in the built environment. The driving and 
parking lanes are generously wide, from Albert St. to 
the Lewvan. There are relatively few trees. There are 
no psychological barriers to speeding, and many 
people do. A lower speed limit, with no 
infrastructure improvements, would be discordant 
with the existing streetscape.  
  
A safer, inclusive 13th Avenue would be narrower. 
Instead of the maximum permitted lane widths, let’s 
use the minimum. Intersections would prioritize 
human-scale interactions. At crossings, sidewalks 
would be extended to the edges of the driving lanes 
(curb bulb-outs). At key locations, the sidewalk itself 
would cross the street, a physical symbol of the 
emphasis on people. With such a built environment, 
a 40 km/h speed limit would feel natural and 
pleasant.  
  
How do we most effectively transition between wide 
to narrow lanes? The most cost-effective solution is 
to build protected bike lanes! Currently, most cyclists 
straddle the area between the driving and parked 
cars. It would be much safer for the cyclist and 
parked cars to switch locations. A small investment 
in physical barriers (which could be as simple as 
plastic posts or concrete bumps) would create a safe 
space between the parking lane and the sidewalk.  
  
A safer environment is better for everybody:  
motorist, cyclist and pedestrian. But current 
municipal policy prioritizes hot asphalt and considers 
car infrastructure the default investment. Given the 
high percentage of pedestrians and cyclists in the 
neighbourhood, we should ask for more than paint.  
 

 

 

PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION:   
Electoral Reform for A Fair and Just 
Transition  
by Nancy Carswell  
Could electoral reform be the key to a fair and just 
transition?  
 
The entire world is in a state of confusion and 
disarray that few could have imagined in 2019. The 
global pandemic disrupted the world economy. 
Political divisions rage within and between countries. 
The looming environmental crisis threatens our 
existence. Inequality among ethnic groups, 
individuals and countries remains high.  
 
While it appears hopeless, individuals and groups are 
hopeful. They see an opportunity to change the 
structure of society. Not to return to “normal”, but 
to solve systemic problems and create a better 
world.  
 
We face many complex problems that require 
cooperation and democratically-planned use of our 
resources. If you have done the math, you know our 
electoral system wastes votes. For example, a 
candidate may win with less than 50%, wasting the 
majority of votes. Wasted votes are wasted voices! It 
also means the ratio of voices in government does 
not reflect the ratio of voices of the voters. Our first-
past-the-post (FPTP) electoral system amplifies some 
voices and diminishes (or silences) others.  
 
Why have we kept FPTP if it undemocratically 
amplifies some voices and diminishes others? 
History shows us political parties promise electoral 
reform during elections. If elected, the party reneges 
on the promise because FPTP delivers more power. If 
they are not elected, the party lacks the power to 
bring about electoral reform. History also shows that 
since the 1920s most Canadian electoral reform 
commissions, assemblies, and reports have 
recommended electoral reform with proportional 
representation (PR).  
 
Proportional representation means an electoral 
system that, by its nature, does its best to ensure 
that the percentage of seats awarded to each 
political party is as close as possible to the 
percentage of the popular vote that each party 
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receives. There are a few different systems for 
achieving this.  
  
Canada, the United Kingdom, and the United States 
are in a minority of Western democracies that use 
first past the post (FPTP). Starting in 1899, 27 
countries switched from FPTP to PR and none have 
switched back. Today, proportional representation is 
the electoral system used in over eighty countries. 
Thirty of the most robust democracies use a 
proportional representation electoral system of one 
type or another. PR countries like Denmark, Finland, 
Germany, Norway, Sweden, and Switzerland rise to 
the top for voter turnout, diversity in government, 
income equality, strong economies, and most 
importantly environmental protection. The design of 
PR ensures the ratio of voices in government reflects 
the ratio of voices of the voters. PR-produced 
legislation tends to more fairly reflect the will of the 
voters.  
 
To solve our systemic problems democratically, we 
need a democratic electoral system. Countries with 
robust democracies use PR. If you would like to learn 
more about PR, feel free to visit FairVote.ca. If you 
disagree that PR is more democratic than FPTP, ask 
yourself why it has been recommended to Canadians 
by Canadians since the math changed from two-
party elections to three or more. If you have done 
the math and believe in the potential in PR, please 
tell your family, your friends, your community and 
your elected representatives. Then ask them to join 
you in supporting a National Citizen’s Assembly on 
Electoral Reform 
(https://nationalcitizensassembly.ca/). 
 
Nancy Carswell is an active member of the 
Saskatchewan Green Party and the Chairperson of 
Fair Vote Saskatchewan, an organization that 
promotes moving to a proportional representation 
electoral system. 
 

 

 

 

 
RENEWING YOUR  

SASK GREEN PARTY  
MEMBERSHIP 

by Dave Abbey 
Happy 2021 to all readers of the Weaver. 
Our Saskatchewan Green Party saw a 
significant increase in membership during 
2020... especially before and right after last 
year's leadership race.  
 
Many of you bought one-year memberships 
in the Saskatchewan Green Party. It's easy 
to renew your membership. The cost of 
renewing is only $10 for 2021.  
 
To renew you can go to www.saskgreen.ca 
and click on the donations link.   
 
E-transfers can be sent to:   

donations@saskgreen.ca or  
dave.abbey@saskgreen.ca 

 
Should you prefer not to renew online, 
please send a $10 cheque to the following 
address:   

The Saskatchewan Green Party  
C/O:  Dave Abbey  
409-3333 Centennial Drive 
Saskatoon SK S7L 6V2 
 

Dave Abbey 

Treasurer/Chief Official Agent 
Saskatchewan Green Party 
Tel:  306-491-8310 
Fax:  306-956-0831 

 

https://nationalcitizensassembly.ca/
http://www.saskgreen.ca/
mailto:donations@saskgreen.ca
mailto:dave.abbey@saskgreen.ca
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STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES AND 

STUDENT LOANS 

by Amanda Kemp  

SIMPSON v CANADA  
October 26, 2020  
Full-time post-secondary students with disabilities 

can take longer to graduate than their non-disabled 

peers because they must take special programs, 

including prep years, withdraw due to illness or 

enroll with a reduced course load. Consequently, 

they accumulate significantly more student debt.  

  

Jasmin Simpson is blind and deaf. She took 

approximately twice as long to graduate, 

accumulating double the debt in the process.  

  

Justice Sossin of the Superior Court of Justice held 

that the operation of the Canada Student Loan 

Program (CSLP) imposes a burden of additional debt 

on students with disabilities who take longer to 

complete their postsecondary education. In Ms. 

Simpson’s case, the Court found that the operation 

of the program perpetuated her disadvantage, 

leaving her with an additional debt burden that was 

not redressed by the various programs, policies, or 

discretionary authorities within the CSLP. As a result, 

the Court found her right to be free from 

discrimination under the Charter had been violated.  

  

Because the governments had the tools within the 

existing program to redress Ms. Simpson’s 

discriminatory debt, the Court did not strike down 

the student loan program itself as discriminatory.  

  

Instead, the Court imposed an obligation on both the 

federal and Ontario provincial governments to 

actually use the tools within the existing program to 

redress the extra debt accrued by students with 

disabilities who take longer to complete their 

education because of their disabilities. The Court 

held that other students like Ms. Simpson should not 

need to bring individual Charter Challenges to 

enforce their rights. Instead, in its decision, the Court 

identified a “constitutional constraint” on both 

governments:  they must operate the student loan 

program to make sure students with disabilities who 

take longer are not left with additional debt 

compared to their non-disabled peers.  

  

No date is specified by which Canada and Ontario 

must bring these changes into effect. At the same 

time, no reason is given why the discriminatory debt 

of post-secondary students with disabilities, past, 

present and future, should not be forgiven.  

  

Ms. Simpson spent well over a decade fighting to 

ensure students with disabilities are not burdened 

with extra debt compared to their peers. She is well 

aware that students with disabilities are massively 

underrepresented in post-secondary education and, 

without a good education, in the workplace. She 

refused a settlement that would have repaid all of 

her personal student debt because it left others to 

continue paying theirs. The case that has now been 

decided has national implications. She is pleased her 

case will help students with disabilities across 

Canada who have been facing discrimination in the 

Canada Student Loan Program.  

 

 
How Nuclear Armageddon Was Averted:   

A Review of the Movie “The Man Who 

Saved the World”  

by Screenplay writer and Director Peter 

Anthony  

Reviewed by Dianne Rhodes 
This is the extraordinary true story of the Russian 

colonel who decided not to launch a retaliatory strike 

when it appeared that US missiles were incoming!  

  
This Danish-made film tells the story of Stanislav 

Petrov, once a colonel in the Soviet army who 

averted a third world war in 1983.   

  

As a commanding officer at a nuclear weapons 

station, it was his decision whether or not to launch 

a retaliatory strike when Russian computers 

erroneously detected incoming American missiles.  

Petrov had only minutes to follow the protocol as 

mailto:greendl@A
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Commander in this situation and give the command 

to retaliate, thus starting a world war.  This was a 

gut-wrenching time in the film as we watched the 

scenes of the incoming missiles intertwined with the 

scenes of Petrov’s young wife dying of cancer and 

the inner turmoil that Petrov was going through.  

  

He listened to his conscience and he did NOT give 

the command.   

  

Later with an investigation, it was found that there 

was a glitch in the computer system and they were 

never able to identify the problem.   

  

The story continues with Petrov, now a crotchety 

alcoholic haunted by the past, and now with a young 

translator in tow, finally visiting the US and being 

honoured at the United Nations, where he was 

credited for helping to avert a nuclear crisis at the 

height of the Cold War.   

  

And now, in 2021, we are still in a cold war situation 

with many more sophisticated nuclear weapons, and 

with many more opportunities for disaster.    

  

With the Military-Industrial Complex now so huge 

that it will not make the changes needed to build a 

safer world, it is said that the only hope our planet 

has for survival is if WE the people of the world 

come together to make a world free of nuclear 

weapons and of War.  Can we do this?  

  

The full documentary can be viewed on YouTube. 

  

Dianne Rhodes is a Green Party supporter living in 

Saskatoon and is active with World Beyond War. 

 

 

HOPING THE MOVEMENT’S WHEELS CAN 
TURN:   
A Review of “The Great Turning:  From 
Empire to Earth Community”  
by David Korten  
Reviewed by Dave Greenfield  
David Korten is an interesting thinker and writer who 
spent much of his adult life working for a U.N. 
development agency. By the mid-1990s, he had 
realized that wherever the agencies he worked with 
had attempted to do good, the corporate agenda 
had ensured that not much would improve. He also 
came to realize that much of the range of 
development programs sponsored by the U.N. and 
by first world governments were not really designed 
to work, but seemed to be there to further the 
oppression dealt out by the corporate sector.  
  

Having realized all of this, he wrote his first book, 
“When Corporations Rule the World” in 1995, 
describing how bad things were as a result of the 
dominance of corporate power. He followed this 
book with “The Post-Corporate World”, a book that 
attempts to envision how a post-corporate or non-
corporate world might function, envisioning a world 
consisting of community-based locally owned 
enterprises such as worker co-ops, consumer co-ops 
and small businesses.  
  

“The Great Turning” is his third book. In “The Great 
Turning” he examines the history of empire and how 
ruling elites have wielded power over human society 
in various ways over the past five thousand years or 
so.  
  

He takes us back to the earliest humans and how we 
evolved from hunting-and-gathering societies to 
early horticulture, pastoralism and agriculture, and 
then how we evolved city-states and regional 
empires. He follows the rise of both patriarchy and 
class-stratified society and how human oppression 
became the norm in patriarchal state and class 
societies.  
  

He deals mostly with western history, from the 
ancient Near East through Greece and Rome through 
the Middle Ages. He then examines the age of 
European colonization which saw the rise of modern 
capitalism in Europe and the rise of European 
colonialism in the Americas and elsewhere.  
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He seems to regard the attempt at democracy in 
ancient Athens as something to be admired as an 
incomplete move toward the democratic process 
while acknowledging the contradictions (the fact 
that they had slaves and that slaves and women 
were not allowed to vote). He also seems to admire 
the thought of Socrates, Plato and Aristotle who he 
refers to as the three greatest philosophers of that 
period.  
  

Having examined the rise of empire, and the few 
examples of counter-currents to empire, through 
western history, he then spends a fair amount of 
time examining American history, both the good and 
the bad. He gives a detailed account of the rise of 
pro-independence sentiments in the thirteen 
colonies and how, as the U.S. became its own nation, 
there were, from the beginning, both grassroots 
democratic currents and more centralist and elitist 
currents. He then traces the continuation of both 
democratic and anti-democratic currents through 
the 230-year history of the U.S. from 1776 to the 
time of the book’s publication. He spends some time 
examining the socio-political trends of the period 
from the 1970s onward, particularly noting the rise 
of what he calls the plutocrats and the theocrats, the 
very destructive alliance of corporate power and the 
religious right. He examines this alliance’s ability to 
enact policies that are ultimately destructive toward 
families, Middle America, small-town America and so 
forth, even though these are the constituencies who 
tend to vote for the Republican Party, the party that 
has most viciously enacted the New Right’s agenda.  
  

He then turns to examine the possibility for a more 
democratic and community-based alternative, 
expressing some optimism about the ability of 
people to organize networks of citizens working for a 
more just and sustainable society.  
  

He argues that this period of history will either be 
known to people living a century or more from now 
as the time of the Great Turning (when we turned 
things around) or as the time of the Great Unraveling 
(when we failed to get it together and things fell 
apart). He does not promote any specific way of 
getting to a new and better society, beyond 
encouraging people to form groups and networks 
that can discuss the issues facing us and hopefully 
bring about a massive shift in consciousness and 

behaviour. In this regard, he differs from thinkers 
who write from a more particular school of thought 
within the green movement.  
  

An Ecosocialist, for example, would emphasize the 
need for workers to mobilize and radicalize with the 
goal of overthrowing capitalism. Thinkers from the 
Social Ecology perspective, meanwhile, would 
emphasize the need to organize at the municipal 
level to create radicalized municipalities that can 
break away from the national state structure.  
  

Korten, in contrast, doesn’t offer any specific 
concrete pathway for getting from here to there. 
This is perhaps both a strength and a weakness. On 
the one hand, being too specific about the solutions 
can shut down possibilities and lead to dogmatism. 
On the other hand, being too vague about solutions 
can leave one without any sense of possible next 
steps.  
  

Korten would probably argue that the cause of our 
current state of human oppression and ecological 
destruction was not simple, and the solution is not 
simple either.  
  

When discussing history from the eighteenth century 
onward, he focuses entirely on the American 
context. Every country in the western world has its 
own history with both similarities and differences to 
the U.S. experience. In Canada, where we are 
affected by every twitch and grunt of the American 
elephant, I would argue that we are close enough to 
the U.S. situation that this book can be useful to us 
despite the American focus.  
  

All in all, “The Great Turning” is a good read, if you 
are looking for a book that outlines the currents of 
empire and oppression through history, and gives 
you a glimpse of the possibility of moving to a better 
alternative. If you want more than a glimpse of an 
alternative, it is worth noting that Korten went into a 
deeper discussion of what an alternative future 
might look like in his book “The Post-Corporate 
World” and also started the Positive Futures 
Network and “YES” Magazine, both of which have 
provided greater opportunity for discussing the way 
forward.  

 

 



THE WEAVER March 2021 Edition  
A Publication of the Saskatchewan Green Party 

 

 

9 
 

 

SOME THOUGHTS ON RECENT CLIMATE 
REPORTS  
by Mark Bigland-Pritchard  
In the last 3 months of 2020, largely unnoticed by 
the mainstream media, there was a flurry of 
important reports and government initiatives 
relevant to our work for climate justice.  I’ve talked 
about them on Climate Justice Saskatoon’s regular 
CFCR program, From the Ground Up (90.5FM, 
Wednesdays at 6:30 pm – episodes are also available 
on Soundcloud, and accessible from the CJS website:  
https://climatejusticesaskatoon.ca/).  
  

Federal Emissions Targets:  The Demand Side  
Let’s look first at the federal level, and at demand-
side developments.  (Demand-side in this context 
means that we are looking at the amount of 
greenhouse gases emitted by various processes in 
Canada.)  
  

Our international commitment under the 2015 Paris 
agreement comes into this category.  As part of their 
Paris commitment, each signatory country set out 
targets for greenhouse gas emissions reductions, 
known as Nationally Determined Contributions 
(NDCs).  The Trudeau government stuck with the 
Harper-era target of a 30% reduction in emissions by 
2030 compared to 2005 levels.  
  

The Paris agreement requires states to revise their 
NDCs towards greater ambition, and announce the 
change every five years (Articles 4.3, 4.9 and 4.11) – 
hence we were waiting to see if the Trudeau 
government would come up with its first 5-year 
upgrade by the end of 2020.  
  

The answer is, well, yes and no.  
  

In mid-November, the government published Bill C-
12, entitled “An Act respecting transparency and 
accountability in Canada’s efforts to achieve net-zero 
greenhouse gas emissions by the year 2050”.  Here’s 
a summary:   

1. The national greenhouse gas emissions 
target for 2050 is net-zero emissions.  What 
does that mean in practice? It means that all 
human-generated emissions into the 
atmosphere are balanced by an equal 
amount removed from the atmosphere.  So, 

it 

means that emissions need to be reduced to 
close to zero, and the small residue balanced 
by sequestration technologies, whether 
natural options like reforestation and soil 
improvement or industrial options like 
carbon capture and storage.  

2. Interim targets are to be set for what are 
called “milestone years” – these are 2030, 
2035, 2040 and 2045.  These need to be set 
at least five years in advance.  

3. The exception to this is the 2030 target, 
which should be set within 6 months of the 
Act coming into force - but that 6 months 
can be extended to 9 months if explanations 
are provided to the public.  

4. There is no 2025 target. For each interim 
target and for the ultimate 2050 net-zero 
target, the minister must set an emissions 
reduction plan. 

5. There is a requirement for progress reports.  
6. And that’s about it.  

 
This is a definite step forward, especially in putting 
into law the recognition that the findings of climate 
science demand a transition to net-zero emissions.  
  

But there are massive holes.  Firstly, as I noted, there 
is no 2025 target.  What happens to our emissions – 
and those of other high-emitting countries – in the 
next 10 years is absolutely vital.  The 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change offers 
the most authoritative understanding of the current 
state of climate science, and they have told us (in 
their 2018 special report) that, in order to hit the 
1.5°C target, we need to reduce global emissions by 
at least 45% by 2030.  And the Paris agreement 
acknowledges that wealthy countries need to move 
faster than everyone else – it talks about taking into 
account “equity, common but differentiated 
responsibilities and respective capabilities”.  That 
means serious action now.  Setting the first 
milestone 10 years down the road makes it all too 
easy to miss it.  After all, Canada has so far missed 
every single target that it has set for emissions 
reductions.  
  

 That brings me to my second criticism.  Targets are 
not legally binding.  There are no serious 
mechanisms for making sure that they are met, nor 
for consequences and action commitments if they 
aren’t.  

https://climatejusticesaskatoon.ca/
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But I would go further.  The IPCC 2018 report 
provided typical pathways consistent with limiting to 
1.5°C with zero or low overshoot:  these require net-
zero carbon dioxide to be achieved by about 2050, 
though overall net-zero which takes into account all 
the other greenhouse gases can happen a little later.  
But these are global targets, and rich industrial 
countries should be aiming at earlier target years so 
that low- and middle-income countries still have a 
chance of pulling people out of poverty.  I am not 
convinced that 2050 is early enough for Canada.  
  

But what matters more than the target year is the 
total emissions up to the date that net-zero is 
achieved.  It really does not help much to set a 
strong target for 2030 if we leave all the hard work 
of reduction until 2028 – the emissions for those first 
8 years count just as much to the physics of the 
planet as do the reduced emissions in 2030.  So, I 
would favour the idea of setting a “remaining 
Canadian carbon budget” in law and dividing it into 
steadily-reducing 5-year chunks.  
  
The federal government did follow it up a week 
before Christmas with an updated national climate 
plan.  (This isn’t the plan required by bill C-12, 
because bill C-12 is not yet law – but we should 
probably expect that legally-required plan to be 
quite similar, when it is published.)  They boosted 
the annual increases in the carbon tax, added some 
details to some previously-existing policies (notably 
the Clean Fuel Standard) and slightly improved the 
ambition of their 2030 emissions reduction target – 
from 30% to about 31%!  If provincial governments 
get on board seriously, they think it could get as high 
as 40%.  
  

That last paragraph, however, may be 
underestimating the importance of this plan – 
though for reasons which are not too pleasant.  Until 
last month, the target may have been 30%, but there 
was not a plan in place capable of achieving it.  The 
new plan looks like it may actually achieve its target.  
That would be a Canadian first – albeit an 
unimpressive and inadequate one.  
  

Fossil Industry:  The Supply Side  
But demand-side measures are just one-half of the 
picture.  We also need to look at the supply side – 
the rate of production of fossil fuels – and a recent 
UN report does just that.  
  

But first some background.  The drive for a supply-
side increase has for some years been opposed by 
the climate justice movement.  In Canada, the focus 
of work to stop the expansion of production of these 
fuels has been particularly focused on northern 
Albertan bitumen.  The pipelines which the industry 
has been loudly demanding over the last several 
years are not about maintaining production, nor 
about safely getting existing levels of production to 
export, but about increasing production.  
 

Spokespeople from the oil industry have been 
reported saying that they just satisfy demand, they 
just do what their customers are asking for and that 
if emissions are to be reduced then the way to do it 
is for us consumers to reduce our demand; the 
industry essentially has no responsibility, except 
perhaps to make their own processing facilities more 
energy-efficient and less leaky.  
  

I find it a little curious that this claim of industry non-
responsibility so often comes from people who are 
normally ideologically committed to a political 
system based on free-market economics.  It goes 
against a pretty basic understanding of how supply 
and demand interact.  If supply increases to outstrip 
demand, then the market price will drop.  In 
response, with a cheaper product available, demand 
will rise to meet supply.  So, in a relatively free 
market, increasing the supply of oil will mean that 
more oil gets burned for energy purposes, and so 
emissions will rise.  Economists analyze the 
relationships among supply, market price and 
demand with parameters called elasticity 
coefficients.  Elasticity refers to the degree to which 
individuals, consumers or producers change their 
demand or the amount supplied in response to price 
or income changes.  
  

The point is, the level of supply of fossil fuels really 
does matter in addressing global emissions.  
 

Before we go further with this discussion, it is 
important to say this:  if the threat posed by the 
climate crisis demands that we radically reduce oil, 
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gas and coal operations in Saskatchewan and 
Alberta, it is absolutely vital that we replace the jobs 
they currently offer with quality jobs in other 
industries.  What is appropriate will vary from place 
to place, but they could include employment and 
enterprise opportunities in a massive expansion of 
wind and solar technology, in industrial energy-
efficiency retrofits, in clean-up of currently unsafe 
orphaned and abandoned oil wells, in deep 
geothermal technology and maybe in developing 
local manufacturing industry that reduces the need 
for imports from China.  
  

There has been serious research on the supply side 
in the past.  Back in 2015, Stephane McGlade and 
Paul Ekins published an important paper in Nature – 
the world’s leading scientific journal – in which they 
showed that development after 2010 of more than a 
quarter of world fossil fuel reserves would push us 
past 2°C of warming.  They did an economic analysis 
and determined that, at a global level, a third of oil 
reserves, half of gas reserves and over 80% of coal 
reserves should stay in the ground.  Specifically, they 
said that Canada could only develop a quarter of its 
overall oil reserves – and for the bitumen sands the 
usable proportion was even smaller – 15%.  Ten 
years on from their 2010 starting-point, that 15% has 
already been produced.  The logic of McGlade and 
Ekins’ analysis is that all further bitumen sand 
production requires even deeper cuts to the 
production expectations for other, typically cleaner 
and less expensive, fossil fuel production.  
  

McGlade and Ekins looked at reserves – that’s the 
part of the resource which is technically and 
economically accessible.  But what if we look at a 
more restricted category; reserves that are actually 
in the process of being exploited?  In late 2016, 
researchers from Oil Change International published 
a report, based on industry data, which showed that 
the potential carbon emissions from the oil, gas, and 
coal in the world’s currently operating fields and 
mines would take us beyond 2°C of warming.  And 
the reserves in currently operating oil and gas fields 
alone, even with no coal, would take the world 
beyond 1.5°C.  And let’s remember that, for many 
countries in the world, going beyond a global 1.5°C 
of warming means displacement, destruction and 
death beyond their ability to cope.  
 

Since then, an international network, with 
substantial leadership from the Stockholm 
Environment Institute and increasing input from the 
Winnipeg-based International Institute for 
Sustainable Development, has researched things 
further.  Those two organizations, together with two 
British environment and development research 
institutes – and, significantly, the United Nations 
Environment Program – put out a major report at 
the beginning of December, entitled The Production 
Gap Report 2020.  
  

The report’s key finding is this:  in order to meet the 
1.5°C target, each and every year from now until 
2030, the world needs to reduce the overall output 
of fossil fuels by 6% (coal by 11%, oil by 4% and gas 
by 3%).  Current plans are to increase it by 2% a 
year, which will result in more than double the level 
of production compatible with the 1.5°C target.  As 
with COVID, we see the rapidity with which 
exponential increases can make things 
unmanageable, and the need to act early to avoid 
that outcome.  
  

(You can read about one of the ways that we can 
address this problem – a Fossil-Fuel Non-
Proliferation Treaty – at https://fossilfueltreaty.org.)  
 

Their other findings relate to responses to COVID:  
how do we build back?  The report expresses 
disappointment that, at the moment, the response 
from the governments of the G20 countries is biased 
towards fossil fuels and high-emitting sectors – USD 
233 billion, as compared to USD 146 billion for 
renewables, energy efficiency and low-carbon 
alternatives.  They call instead for six areas of action:   

• Ensure COVID-19 recovery packages and 
economic stimulus funds support a 
sustainable recovery and avoid further 
carbon lock-in.  So, actively support new 
low-carbon and zero-carbon industries.  

• Provide local and international support to 
fossil-fuel-dependent communities and 
economies for diversification and just, 
equitable transitions.  So, lots of new 
green jobs to replace the fossil jobs which 
are no longer viable.  

• Cut subsidies to fossil industries.  

• Start restricting fossil development now.  
If we don’t, then we could end up acting 
too late and needing to suddenly strand 

https://fossilfueltreaty.org/
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resources in the future with catastrophic 
economic results.  

• Enhance transparency.  

• Work together internationally to achieve 
these things.  

 
Just a few days before the Production Gap Report 
was released, the Canada Energy Regulator, a federal 
agency based in Calgary, issued its annual “Canada’s 
Energy Future” report.  The report addresses oil 
production levels for two scenarios.  In the 
Reference Energy System scenario, no new measures 
are implemented to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions.  In the Evolving Energy System scenario, 
some additional emissions reduction measures are 
introduced.  The report also sketches out the 
contents of a Towards Net-Zero scenario – one 
which might be able to meet the federal 
government’s declared goal of net zero emissions by 
2050 – but it does not do any calculations on this 
option.  So, of the two possible future pathways 
taken seriously in this government report, neither is 
actually capable of meeting the target set by 
government.  Under their main scenario – the 
Evolving Energy System – fossil fuels still provide 
60% of Canada’s energy in 2050, which is a long way 
from achieving net-zero emissions.  
  

Given that the Canada Energy Regulator claims to be 
fully independent of the companies which it 
regulates, this disparity is disturbing.  However, it’s 
worth exploring their findings.  The Evolving Energy 
System scenario assumes a much slower growth in 
oil production than in their previous reports – in 
common with other recent reports of a similar 
nature, including those from some major 
transnational oil corporations.  In this scenario, oil 
and fossil gas production grows slowly to a peak in 
the 2040s then begins to decline – a partial 
recognition that renewables and electric vehicles are 
gaining ground and will do so more rapidly over the 
next couple of decades.  So, there is some 
understanding that the world is changing and that 
the old assumptions about energy supply are losing 
their validity.  
  

So, if oil production is not going to rise as fast as 
previously predicted, what does that imply for 
pipelines?  Well, if you look at the relevant graph in 
the report, it is clear that neither the Keystone XL 

pipeline nor the TransMountain pipeline is required 
to transport predicted levels of production for 
export.  And this under a scenario that doesn’t even 
come close to satisfying the federal government’s 
key climate target.  If we were to follow the science-
based imperatives that come out of the UN report, 
the justification for those pipelines would be even 
more flimsy.  
  

I can’t help wondering if the management at Enron 
spin-off Kinder Morgan saw this writing on the wall 
two-and-a-half years ago when they backed out of 
the TransMountain pipeline project and sold it to the 
federal government.  To make a pipeline 
economically viable, you need to be confident of 
revenue over decades.  I suggest that Kinder Morgan 
management would not have wanted a stranded 
asset leaking their money, so they offloaded it to a 
government that either hadn’t done its homework or 
else was far too willing to appease Alberta oil 
interests.  
  

I think we can readily conclude that public money – 
at least CAD12.5 billion – is being wasted on this 
project.  It is not too late for the Trudeau 
administration to cancel it and cut its losses.  
  

Likewise, Trudeau’s disappointment over President 
Biden’s cancellation of Keystone XL is misplaced.  
There is no place for it even in a very-slightly-
climate-aware world, and certainly not if Mr. 
Trudeau really means what he says about achieving 
net-zero greenhouse gas emissions by 2050.  
  

Indigenous Rights and UNDRIP 
The other federal development in December was the 
publication of bill C-15, which introduces the United 
Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous 
Peoples into federal law.  In settler political circles, 
the main point of contention with UNDRIP has been 
about land rights, around the principle of free, prior 
and informed consent which is central to the 
Declaration.  It seems reasonable to me that two 
peoples sharing a land should operate on the basis 
of mutual consent rather than one partner 
unilaterally ramming through its agenda (and its 
pipelines).  As with any partnership, there needs to 
be some give and take, there has to be mutual 
listening and we have to work at mutual 
understanding.  Furthermore, there is serious folly in 
ignoring or overriding the wisdom and the protocols 
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which enabled the original people of these lands to 
live largely in harmony with the natural world for 
millennia.  We need an approach that is very 
different from the tactics of forced merger, of 
manipulation, of sectional financial inducements and 
of consult-and-disregard that we routinely see from 
corporate Canada, too often backed up by 
government.  
  

So, can we assume that bill C-15 is good news?  Not 
all Indigenous groups think so.  Several of the main 
land defender groups – including Idle No More – 
have expressed opposition, on the basis that it will 
still be subject to interpretations of the Constitution 
which are based on case law and hence on the 
doctrine of discovery.  Most Indigenous 
spokespeople however, have welcomed it.  I am 
inclined to do so also, albeit cautiously.  I note that 
the similar Bill 41 introduced as provincial legislation 
in British Columbia in 2019 did not hold back fossil 
interests or the provincial government from working 
to force a gas pipeline through unceded 
Wet'suwet'en territory.  Bill C-15 is not enough, but 
it looks like a move in the right direction.  
  

Saskatchewan And Methane Emissions  
Meanwhile, in early November 2020, the 
governments of Saskatchewan, Alberta and British 
Columbia signed equivalency agreements with the 
federal government regarding methane emissions 
from the oil and gas industry.  Methane is sometimes 
vented (though more often flared) from installations; 
there is also significant leakage.  In Saskatchewan, 
according to the latest National Inventory Report of 
greenhouse gas emissions (which the federal 
government publishes annually), “fugitive” emissions 
of methane amount to about 18% of our total 
provincial emissions.  Reduction of venting, flaring 
and leakage is technically and economically possible 
and is strictly monitored and enforced in some other 
jurisdictions – but not in Saskatchewan.  Plans for 
fugitive emissions reductions have been part of the 
provincial government’s stated approach for a few 
years now, but there has been concern at the lack of 
independent monitoring and the lack of rigour.  That 
concern continues, with a sense that the negotiated 
regulations are not sufficient to achieve the federal 
government’s reduction target of 40 to 45% by 2025 
– a Pembina Institute report in September calculated 
that the existing federal regulations would only 

achieve 29%, and the approved provincial 
regulations are, if anything, weaker.  Pembina had 
previously found the Saskatchewan plan needed 
major improvements in a whole series of areas:  
setting performance-based standards, addressing 
intentional venting from pumps, compressors and 
pneumatic devices, regular leak detection and repair, 
and record-keeping, reporting and measurement.  
Furthermore, if federal regulations are strengthened 
there is no requirement in the equivalency 
agreement that the provinces should also do so.  
  

It has, in any case, been suspected for some time 
that methane emissions are underreported.  
Measurements of atmospheric methane in Alberta, 
British Columbia and a number of US fossil 
production areas have shown this over the last 
several years.  In October, a team of scientists from 
Environment and Climate Change Canada published 
a paper based on the regular sampling of air over 
sites in Alberta and Saskatchewan.  They estimated 
that, for the 8 years from 2010 to 2017 (and 
presumably for more recent years), emission rates in 
the two provinces have been nearly twice the 
officially recorded values.  
  

Saskatchewan And Energy Efficiency 
Meanwhile, Efficiency Canada published the 2020 
Canadian Provincial Energy Efficiency Scorecard, 
assessing provinces on their efficiency programs, 
targets and enabling policies, and covering buildings, 
transportation and industry.  Saskatchewan came in 
10th place out of 10, with 17 points out of 100, and 
with what amounts to a failing grade in virtually 
every category.  But let’s look at the bright side of 
this:  there is a lot of low-hanging fruit that we can 
take advantage of…  A good starting point has to be 
at the municipal level, especially in Saskatoon and 
Regina.  With both cities now committed, in 
principle, to serious emissions reductions, and with 
provincial legislation now in place to permit PACE 
financing of energy improvements to buildings, we 
have something to work with.  It’s a beginning…  
 

Mark Bigland-Pritchard is a Saskatchewan 
Green Party member living in Saskatoon.  In 
the past, he has run for the Greens both 
federally and provincially.  He is also active 
with Climate Justice Saskatoon.  
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SPRING CALENDAR OF REFLECTION 
AND COMMEMORATION 2021 

(March 22nd to June 21st) 
 

 
March 22  
World Water Day.  
  
March 24  
The International Day for the Right to the Truth 
Concerning Gross Human Rights Violations and 
for the Dignity of Victims, declared in memory 
of Archbishop Oscar Romero of El Salvador, who 
was assassinated on March 24th 1980.  
  
March 25  
The International Day of Remembrance of 
Victims of Slavery and the Transatlantic Slave 
Trade.  
  
March 28  
Date of the Three Mile Island nuclear accident 
at the Three Mile Island nuclear power plant 
near Harrisburg Pennsylvania, in 1979.  
  
March 30  
Palestinian Land Day.  
  
 

 
April 4  
The date, in 1968, of the assassination of civil 
rights leader and nonviolence advocate, Martin 
Luther King Jr.  
  
April 7  
The International Day of Remembrance of the 
Victims of the Rwandan Genocide.  
  
April 17  
Palestinian Prisoners’ Day.  
  
April 22  
International Mother Earth Day, known more 
commonly in North America as Earth Day.  

April 26  
Chernobyl Day, the date of the Chernobyl 
nuclear accident at Chernobyl Ukraine in 1986.  
  
April 28  
World Day for Health and Safety at Work.  
  
April 29  
International Day of Remembrance of All 
Victims of Chemical Warfare.  
 

 

 
May 1  
International Mayday, A day honouring the 
struggle of workers around the world to achieve 
social justice.  
  
May 3  
World Press Freedom Day. 
  
May 11 to 12  
World Migratory Birds Day.  
  
May 12  
International Nurses’ Day.  
  
May 15  
International Conscientious Objectors’ Day.  
Nakba Day, the day when Palestinians 
commemorate, with sorrow, their loss of land 
and forced flight of 750 000 people resulting 
from the founding of the state of Israel.  
  
May 20  
World Bee Day, a day when we acknowledge 
the important role that bees play in the world's 
ecological system.  
  
May 22  
The International Day for Biological Diversity.  
  
May 24  
International Women's Day for Disarmament.  
June 5  
World Environment Day.  
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June 8  
World Oceans Day.  
  
June 12  
International Day Against Child Labour.  
  
June 17  
World Day to Combat Desertification and 
Drought.  
  
June 20  
World Refugee Day.  
  
June 21  
National Indigenous Day (in Canada).  
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