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FEEDBACK PLEASE 
Help the weaver improve by sending us feedback. 
Take this survey online at bit.ly/Weaver2021A, 
email your answers to s.urveys@saskgreen.ca, or 
call our leader Naomi Hunter at 1-306-561-8880. 
 
Survey:   

1. How much of the weaver do you usually read?  
A. None  
B. Some  
C. Most  
D. All  

2. My age group is:   
A. Under 30  
B. 30-60  
C. Over 60  

3. What would you like to see, or see more of in 
the weaver? 

 
 

EDITORIAL  
by Dave Greenfield  
Welcome to the May 2021 issue of the Weaver. 
 
The month of May brings to mind May Day, the 1st of May. 
With May Day, we can celebrate two aspects of the green-
progressive movement.  
 
From an ecological point of view, May Day is the traditional 
celebration of spring when we celebrate the rebirth of the 
earth and all her creatures. This celebration of May Day or 
Beltane goes back many centuries in European culture and 
experienced something of a revival from the 1970s onward, 
as eco-feminists and Earth Goddess worshippers revived May 
Day along with other pre-Christian celebrations such as the 
Solstices and Equinoxes.  
 
The second meaning of May Day, as an international workers' 
day, has its roots in the American labour movement of the 
1880s. In 1886, labour activists in several major U.S. cities 
decided to initiate a strike for an eight-hour day on the 1st of 
May 1886. On May 4th, labour activists in Chicago held a 
large rally in Haymarket Square with three main speakers. 
After the third speaker had finished his speech, a line of 
policemen began to move in, and someone, possibly a 
provocateur, threw a bomb at the police, killing one 
policeman. The police responded by shooting at the 

demonstrators, killing four. In the series of events that 
followed over the following months, eight leaders of the 
movement for an eight-hour day were tried and convicted for 
supposedly causing a riot. Four were hung; three received 
prison terms and were later pardoned, and one committed 
suicide saying he would not let the capitalist state have the 
pleasure of hanging him.  
 
The publicity around the case led the labour and socialist 
movements, (including the Second International) to adopt 
May Day as an international workers' day. Countries with 
strong labour and socialist traditions continue to mark May 
Day in this way.  
 
Now, over a hundred and thirty years later, we find ourselves 
in another time of challenge. In addition to issues of social 
and economic justice and the need to defend democracy 
against corporate rule, we also have an ecological crisis as 
well as the need to strive for an end to militarism.  
 
Such a time of challenge is often a time when new 
organizations come into being. In the past few months, I have 
learned of three new organizations founded within the past 
year or two. So, I thought I would say a few words about 
these new organizations.  
 
The first organization is the Canadian Foreign Policy Institute. 
They promise to be an institute that will hold events and 
discussions that challenge the traditional boundaries of the 
Canadian foreign policy discussion, asking such questions as 
“Should Canada get out of NATO?” and “Is Israel an apartheid 
state?”. These are the kinds of questions that need to be 
asked, but which political parties often shy away from asking.  
 
The second organization is The Breach or Breach Media. The 
Breach plans to be a strong progressive audio-video media 
site that will challenge both mainstream and right-wing media 
sources in this country by presenting truly progressive 
perspectives on social and environmental justice issues. Only 
a media source that stands outside of the corporate media 
hegemony can truly report on and challenge the corporate 
agenda.  
 
The third organization is an international organization called 
the Progressive International, progressive.international. The 
Progressive International is a global network of some ninety 
progressive organizations including labour organizations, 
women's organizations and alternative media outlets. Their 
goal is to expand the number of organizations involved and 
be a vast international network that can raise its voice and 

http://bit.ly/Weaver2021A
mailto:s.urveys@saskgreen.ca
tel:1-306-561-8880
http://breachmedia.ca/
https://progressive.international/
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take action on a variety of peace, democracy social justice 
and ecological issues. They held their founding meeting in 
September 2020 with Noam Chomsky giving the keynote 
address.  
 
I hope that the Global Green Network as well as individual 
Green Parties and Green activists will be able to work with 
the Progressive International and build on our common 
ground toward a just, peaceful and ecological future. I also 
hope that Canadian Greens may interact with the Canadian 
Foreign Policy Institute and Breach Media to keep building a 
green-progressive political and intellectual culture in Canada.  
 
Meanwhile, I invite you all to enjoy our May 2021 issue of the 
Weaver where we, in our own way, continue to help to build 
a green-progressive culture and politics on the Prairies.  
 

 

A MESSAGE FROM OUR LEADER  
Hello Fellow Greens,  
 
We find ourselves at a defining moment of our times. The 
recent Supreme Court ruling, in favour of Carbon Pricing, and 
against Premier Moe’s (and other conservative premiers’) 
challenge to it, plainly reveals the vacuum in Saskatchewan 
politics. Our elected government of the day tried to stop even 
this initial, “carbon tax” step to turn the tide against the 
collapse of our living space. And the NDP response to the 
ruling was, to put it mildly, really disappointing. Only the 
Saskatchewan Green Party responded with the message 
needed for this crucial moment. In case you missed it, I 
include it below. It is time to push non-stop for climate 
action! 
 
“Environmentalists in our province rejoiced at this decision. 
After all, pricing carbon is a great tool to wield in our fight 
against climate change,” states Naomi Hunter, leader of the 
Saskatchewan Green Party. “Heck, even the American 
Petroleum Institute supports it! But it’s only one small 
portion of what we need to do to reach 100% clean energy 
within the next 7 to 10 years.” 
 
The SGP proposes a non-partisan, all-party approach to move 
forward and start taking real action on climate TODAY! Our 
climate action plan knocks out fossil fuel emissions, 
strengthens our Saskatchewan communities while attracting 
innovation and investment. “We’ve run out of time for half 
measures and empty promises”, says Hunter. 
 

SGP calls for an immediate end to unfair tax subsidies for the 
oil and gas sector and prompts localized investment into 
conservation, efficiency and renewable energy production. 
 
We call for the establishment of an Indigenous advisory panel 
for guidance, ensuring that Traditional Knowledge and treaty 
rights are respected. 
 
Establish a Guaranteed Livable Income to assist in the 
transition of workers and their families from dependence on 
oil and gas jobs. 
 
Establish a moratorium on clear-cut logging, peat bog mining, 
and unregulated drainage of our wetlands on the Prairies. 
 
Offer real incentives for citizens to invest, and bring back the 
net metering program for residential solar projects. 
 
Naomi reminds us: “We can lead Canada once again as we did 
on Socialized Medicine back in the glory days of Tommy 
Douglas. Our wind and solar resources are world-class and 
Saskatchewanians are renowned for their ingenuity and work 
ethic”. 
 
The biggest problem is the policy of Scott Moe’s Sask Party 
government, in virtual climate change denial, excused by a 
half-hearted Ryan Meili-led opposition. They deny our 
province the chance to finally embark on a serious climate 
plan. The NDP’s plan to have 100% emissions-free electricity 
by 2050 grossly misses the mark. That empty promise 
prolongs our suffering with offers of false hope. In reality, it’s 
nothing more than a green light to the vastly toxic nuclear 
industry, to which their party is also beholden. 
 
Further, mollycoddling the oil and gas sector with NDP 
vagaries such as “oil and gas will remain a strong pillar of our 
economy” is of no more help to Saskatchewanians than the 
overtly hostile position of Scott Moe’s government on climate 
change. After all, given his recent analogy, he and his party 
think this is all a game. “I’ve played enough hockey to 
know…”  
 
“People from across the political spectrum have been 
reaching out to me non-stop since the Supreme Court ruled in 
favour of a federal carbon tax. I am inviting them to back the 
Greens and to support my voice as the only one among the 
province’s party leaders to speak the scientific truth about 
the climate crisis,” Hunter goes on to say, “The Dippers, in 
particular, feel let down by their party on this central issue. I’ll 
tell you what I’ve been telling them -- there isn’t time to 
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organize for change from within a party so deeply misaligned. 
Now is the time to back the only voice in this province that 
aligns with the science, the economics, the law, and the 
political will of the electorate.” 
 
Hunter continues: “This is beyond partisanship. It comes 
down to whatever works in a crisis. We’ve got to get moving. 
This need has caught on in Prince Edward Island, where the 
Greens’ chances were considered laughably out of reach. In 
the course of one election cycle, the PEI Greens vaulted to 
Official Opposition. I’ve been an environmental campaigner 
for more than three decades in Saskatchewan and if the NDP 
showed any promise at all in tackling this issue I would have 
run as a candidate with them.” 
 
“Don’t get me wrong”, says Hunter, “I cherish the social 
activist tradition in Saskatchewan and the CCF-NDP has 
sometimes been at the forefront of this tradition. Many of my 
friends are NDP members or supporters, and I have worked 
with them on many worthwhile projects. But NDP politics are 
too conflicted when it comes down to facing the greatest 
crisis of our age. The time for playing games is over. As UN 
Secretary-General António Guterres stated recently, “In this 
‘make-or-break’ year, … now is the time to be bold and 
ambitious”. 
 
The days of denial, delay and dither are done. Let’s get to 
work! 
 
I look forward to the emails and messages I receive from all of 
you very much and I try to reply to each and every one of 
you. Please continue to reach out anytime, I am 100% 
dedicated to spending the majority of my time building our 
movement with you. 
 

Naomi Hunter  
Leader, Saskatchewan Green Party 
1-306-561-8880 
naomihunter@saskgreen.ca 
info@saskgreen.ca 
https://linktr.ee/NaomiHunterGP 
https://www.instagram.com/naomi.ness6/ 
https://www.tiktok.com/@naomihunter04 
https://www.facebook.com/NaomiHunterGPC 
Twitter:  @GpcHunter 
www.naomihunter.ca 
www.saskgreen.ca 
 

 
 

OPINION PIECE:  On Lack of Climate Action  
by Neil Sinclair  
Editor’s Note 
One of the major environmentally-related events of the past 
few months was the decision by the Supreme Court of 
Canada to uphold the right of the federal government to 
implement a carbon tax for the purpose of encouraging a 
reduced burning of fossil fuels and to take other types of 
action to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, recognizing that 
climate breakdown is a national concern which allows the 
federal government to take initiatives to address the issue. 
 
Neil Sinclair was the leader of our party from 1999 to 2002 
when our party was called the New Green Alliance. He has 
recently served as Organizing Chair on our provincial 
executive. 
 
In the opinion piece below, Neil Sinclair comments on the 
Supreme Court's decision and laments the past thirty years of 
inaction on climate issues by successive provincial 
governments here in Saskatchewan. 

 

Opinion Piece:   
This was a good decision by the Supreme Court, but I was still 
surprised by the three judges dissenting, especially by the 
judge from Alberta who stated that this changed the workings 
of confederation. I point out that during the Second World 
War the Canadian government massively expanded its 
powers for the "total war" effort, yet this dissenting judge 
appeared to have forgotten Canadian history. 
 

tel:1-306-561-8880
mailto:naomihunter@saskgreen.ca
mailto:info@saskgreen.ca
https://linktr.ee/NaomiHunterGP
https://www.instagram.com/naomi.ness6/
https://www.tiktok.com/@naomihunter04
https://www.facebook.com/NaomiHunterGPC
https://twitter.com/gpchunter?lang=en
http://www.naomihunter.ca/
http://www.saskgreen.ca/
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I observe that Premier Moe had a fairly worked out plan 
(although lacking detail) just a couple of hours after the loss 
in court. It appeared that he was expecting to lose. 
 
I agree with what others have said regarding the inadequacy 
of Moe's Saskatchewan Party government's plan for 
addressing climate change. Saskatchewan has been either 
going the wrong way or dragging its feet on the climate file 
for thirty years under the two political parties that have been 
in power. 
 
In the early to mid-1990s, the Romanow government 
cancelled plans for wind power expansion which caused 
Dutch Industries wind power company to retreat from 
designing and building windmills for use in Saskatchewan. 
 
In 1997, during the negotiations in Kyoto Japan, which led to 
the Kyoto Accord for carbon reductions, the Romanow NDP 
government of Saskatchewan sent a delegate to Japan to 
oppose what became the Kyoto Accord. 
 
In the early 2000s, the Calvert NDP government instituted a 
limit of five percent wind power generation for 
Saskatchewan, (meaning that no more than five percent of 
our electricity could be generated by wind). This has now 
been rescinded. Now, many years later, Saskatchewan gets 
some three percent of its electricity from wind power. Iowa 
gets thirty-five percent from wind power. One wonders 
where we could be today if we had had a pro-wind energy 
government earlier on. 
 
Also in the early 2000s, Calvert increased the speed limit on 
Saskatchewan highways from one hundred to one hundred 
and ten kilometres per hour. Driving faster uses more fuel per 
kilometre travelled. 
 
In 2017, the Brad Wall Sask Party government killed the 
seventy-five-year-old Saskatchewan Transportation Company, 
eliminating all inter-city transportation in Saskatchewan, 
forcing people to use either private vehicles or airplanes to 
get from place to place. Both private cars and airplanes use 
more fossil fuel per person per kilometre travelled compared 
to buses. 
 
In 2020, the Scott Moe Sask Party government killed the 
popular solar power net-metering program. 
 

For the past thirty years, under both NDP and Sask Party 
governments, it has been a story of going in the wrong 
direction when it comes to addressing the reality of the 
climate crisis. 
 
The major problem in Saskatchewan has been the high level 
of pro-oil propaganda the population has been exposed to, 
and provincial governments being over-influenced by private 
oil interests. 
 
I am shocked by the level of ignorance out there across 
Saskatchewan in 2021 when it comes to the climate crisis. 
 
Keep up the good work everybody. There is a lot more work 
to do. 

Neil Sinclair 
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ATOMS & MOLECULES  
by Dave Greenfield  
When the Supreme Court's decision on carbon pricing was 
announced on March 25th, Scott Moe, in his response, 
moved very quickly to proclaim that small modular nuclear 
reactors or SMNR's were, in his opinion, part of the solution 
for combating climate change. 
 
Two weeks earlier, on March 11th, the world had marked the 
tenth anniversary of the deadly nuclear accident at 
Fukushima Japan. Here in Saskatchewan, a number of 
grassroots environmental groups wrote open letters to the 
MLAs in our provincial legislature, making it clear that they do 
not consider small modular reactors, or any type of nuclear 
power, to be part of the solution for getting the world out of 
the climate crisis, and reiterating the need to move quickly 
and firmly to renewable energy and greater energy efficiency. 
 
In the following two open letters to MLAs, we may read what 
grassroots Saskatchewan environmentalists are saying. All of 
the groups who wrote and signed on to these letters are non-
partisan, not formally supporting any political party. We wish, 
however, to express our thanks and solidarity to these groups 
for articulating a strong position in favour of both a carbon-
free and nuclear-free energy future. 
 
 

FUKUSHIMA TENTH ANNIVERSARY LETTER TO 
SASKATCHEWAN MLAS  
On the 10th Anniversary of the Fukushima nuclear 
accident, March 11th, 2021 
Dear Honourable Member of the Legislative Assembly 
of Saskatchewan,  
 

Re: SMRs - small modular nuclear reactors. 
The nuclear industry, in conjunction with the Government of 
Canada, has been littering the media with articles declaring 
these reactors to be “safe”, “green” and eventually 
“inexpensive”. With an industry record of failure to meet 
construction targets, failure to contain emissions and failure 
to ever come in under, or even close to, budget, it is 
astounding to hear the Saskatchewan government is 
spending any of our taxpayer dollars on small modular 
nuclear reactors.  
 

Money spent on nuclear reactors is research and 
development money unavailable for renewable or sustainable 
energy – hydro, geothermal, solar, wind and research for new 
technologies. Nuclear is not sustainable.  
 

“Safe”?  
What do Chalk River, Pinawa, Idaho Falls, Santa Susana, Waltz 
Mill, Sellafield/Windscale, Mayak/Kyshtym, Chernobyl, Three 
Mile Island and Fukushima, to name a few, have in common? 
They are all locations at which serious radioactivity-releasing 
accidents have occurred. Billions of dollars have been needed 
for even partial clean-up.  
 
What about small reactors? A version currently exists on 
nuclear-powered submarines. But, there have been at least 
eight core meltdowns on these submarines.  
 

“Green”?  
Arguably when a nuclear power plant is producing heat to 
boil water, it would emit little CO2 but it would not be 
emissions-free. All nuclear power plants routinely (not only 
accidentally) emit numerous radiotoxic fission products and 
hazardous chemical carcinogens into the air and water.  
 
All activities related to building and running the power plant, 
including its auxiliary power, emit carbon dioxide. The mining, 
milling, refining, fuel fabrication, and the very carbon-
intensive enrichment process emit carbon dioxide. Finally, no 
industry that produces more waste than the fuel it consumes 
can be called “green”.  
 

“Inexpensive”?  
Like U.S. Atomic Energy Commission chairman L.L. Strauss's 
promise in 1954 of electricity “too cheap to meter”?  The 
industry has failed to fulfill this particular promise for seventy 
years – it is unable to do so now. Mining the fuel, 
transportation, building, security, maintenance and waste 
management is so expensive that nuclear far outstrips costs 
of any renewable energy source per kilowatt-hour.  
 
Wall Street and US banks will not fund SMRs. Private 
investment has left the nuclear industry and so should 
governments. Let’s not “throw good money after bad”.  
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Questions can be addressed to the signatories but, 
also, for more information:   
https://watershedsentinel.ca/articles/mini-nukes-big-bucks-
the-money-behind-small-modular-reactors/ 
http://www.cleangreensask.ca/sites/cleangreensask.ca/files/
Small%20Modular%20Reactors%20SMRs%20Sept%202020.p
df 
https://thebulletin.org/2021/02/big-money-nuclear-
subsidies-and-systemic-corruption/ 

 

Yours sincerely, 
Dale Dewar, MD – International Physicians for 
Prevention of Nuclear War  
Michael Poellet – Inter-Church Uranium 
Committee Educational Cooperative 
Karen Weingeist – Coalition for a Clean Green 
Saskatchewan 
 

 
 
 

LETTER FROM CLIMATE JUSTICE SASKATOON 
CONCERNING SMNRS, RENEWABLE ENERGY 
ALTERNATIVES AND SASKATCHEWAN’S ENERGY 
FUTURE  
Dear Saskatchewan MLAs:  
 
You will have received a letter from a coalition of groups 
expressing opposition to funding or development of small 
modular nuclear reactors (SMNRs) by the province of 
Saskatchewan.  We also regard any positive consideration of 
SMNRs to be a misguided, dangerous and expensive 
distraction from the province’s real needs in a time of climate 
crisis.  Please consider the following:   
 

1. SMNRs cannot deliver in time.  
The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, in its 2018 
special report[1], made it clear – on the basis of the findings of 
peer-reviewed science - that substantial decarbonization of the 
economy needs to take place by 2030.  Priority in energy policy, 
therefore, needs to be given to options that can be rolled out 
rapidly within this decade.  It is highly unlikely that any of the 
150 or so designs currently in nuclear engineers’ computer files 
will be commercially available until at least some time in the 
2030s.  NuScale – whose 60MW PWR is the option furthest 
ahead in seeking regulatory approval in the USA, and reported 
to be the leading contender in Saskatchewan – is currently 
claiming that it will be ready to generate in 2029.  Given that 
there are unresolved design issues with the steam generator, 
with the emergency core cooling system and with the potential 
for dilution of the boron used to control reactor reactivity, it is 
likely that that date is just as unrealistic as NuScale’s previous 
predictions of readiness (successively for 2016, 2018 and 
2026). 
 
In any case, the nuclear industry has a long track record of 
delivering late:  a 2014 analysis of all completed reactors over 
the previous 30 years in the USA, France, Japan, India and the 
UK showed that on average construction took three years 
longer than projected[2].  More recent experience is, most 
likely, even worse – consider the cases of V C Summer (South 
Carolina, USA), Vogtle (Georgia, USA), Olkiluoto 3 (Finland), 
Flamanville 3 (France), Taishan 1 and 2 (Guangdong province, 
China) and Hinkley Point C (England). 
 
2. Nuclear power is too expensive.   
A widely respected source of information on relative costs of 
different electricity generation options is the Lazard Levelized 
Cost of Energy Analysis, updated every year by the New York 
asset management corporation of that name.  Using optimistic 
assumptions as regards construction time and reactor 
operation, Lazard’s latest (2020:Oct) calculation for a new 
2200MW nuclear power station gives a range of 129 to 198 
$/MWh[3].  Such a reactor, when compared with an SMNR, 
benefits from substantial economies of scale – this is the reason 
that the industry has chosen to steadily increase the size of 
reactors over the last 60 years.  Applying the standard 
engineering formula for scaling of capital costs, the Lazard 
numbers translate to a range of 312 to 506 $/MWh for a 60MW 
reactor.  For comparison, Lazard quotes figures of 29 to 42 
$/MWh for utility-scale solar photovoltaics and 26 to 54 
$/MWh for wind power – values which are borne out by 
practical experience worldwide, including in Alberta.  In other 
words, we can expect power from SMNRs to cost 

https://watershedsentinel.ca/articles/mini-nukes-big-bucks-the-money-behind-small-modular-reactors/
https://watershedsentinel.ca/articles/mini-nukes-big-bucks-the-money-behind-small-modular-reactors/
http://www.cleangreensask.ca/sites/cleangreensask.ca/files/Small%20Modular%20Reactors%20SMRs%20Sept%202020.pdf
http://www.cleangreensask.ca/sites/cleangreensask.ca/files/Small%20Modular%20Reactors%20SMRs%20Sept%202020.pdf
http://www.cleangreensask.ca/sites/cleangreensask.ca/files/Small%20Modular%20Reactors%20SMRs%20Sept%202020.pdf
https://thebulletin.org/2021/02/big-money-nuclear-subsidies-and-systemic-corruption/
https://thebulletin.org/2021/02/big-money-nuclear-subsidies-and-systemic-corruption/
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approximately ten times as much as power from the readily 
available renewables options.  
 
SMNR advocates claim that costs can be reduced by 
“production line” construction.  However, this presupposes 
sufficient orders – for any one of the 150-odd mutually 
competing SMNR candidate designs - to justify the construction 
of a mass manufacturing plant.  Given the financial risks, the 
nuclear industry’s well-established track record of exceeding 
budget, widespread public opposition, and the global decline 
of the industry, this is a highly unlikely prospect. 
 
3. SMNRs would exclude better options.   
We consider it important that, as Canada heads towards a net-
zero carbon target, SaskPower should plan for the best possible 
configuration (socially, economically, environmentally and 
culturally) of a decarbonized provincial electricity grid.  Grid 
managers use a concept of “merit order” – the priority order in 
which power stations are deployed to meet demand.  In 
traditional 20th century grids, inflexible options such as nuclear 
or coal – sources which cannot be readily ramped up or down - 
would be put on the grid first and labelled “baseload”.  In more 
modern grid design, merit order is primarily driven by marginal 
cost, so that wind and solar (which have no fuel costs and are 
cheap to maintain) are deployed first.  However, the variability 
of demand means that both nuclear and renewables also need 
to be balanced in a number of ways - by quicker-response 
(“dispatchable”) sources such as hydro or biosyngas, by trading 
with neighbours, by load-shifting measures, and when 
necessary by energy storage options.  Renewables and nuclear 
are essentially in competition with each other for high merit-
order slots: more of one means less of the other.  Given the 
substantial advantages of wind and solar – whether we are 
looking at cost, reliability, rapidity of rollout, employment 
potential, pollutant emissions, weapons proliferation risk, risk 
of a major disaster, long term waste management, or 
opportunities for local energy democracy and for Indigenous 
communities’ economic development – it should be obvious 
which option to choose. We must move swiftly and firmly to 
renewable energy and set aside the idea of going nuclear. 
 
Claims that SMNRs could be designed for greater 
dispatchability, and so be used to balance variable renewables, 
are at present unproven.  In any case, using SMNRs in this way 
would substantially reduce their capacity factor and so make 
their economics even worse than the figures quoted above. 

In 2010, Scotland produced about 24% of its electricity demand 
from renewables – a figure similar to Saskatchewan at the time, 
and indeed to Saskatchewan today.  By 2019, that proportion 
had risen to over 90%, and by the end of this year, it is likely to 
exceed 100% by a significant margin.[4]  The vast majority of 
this growth has come from wind power – for which Scotland’s 
resource characteristics are only slightly better than 
Saskatchewan’s.  Compared to Scotland (and to many other 
jurisdictions), SaskPower’s current plans for renewables lack 
ambition.  Scotland has shown what is both possible and 
desirable: the rapid deployment of renewables, together with 
serious energy efficiency measures – and not SMNRs – is the 
direction in which policy should be driven. 
 
However, a shift to a decarbonized grid requires serious 
planning, and SaskPower can learn from several international 
counterparts which are further along the path.  National Grid, 
for example, which manages Britain’s electricity grids, has 
committed to be net-zero-ready by 2025, and this has required 
significant re-thinking.  As National Grid’s Head of Networks, 
Julian Leslie, said on a recent webinar, “Ten years ago we talked 
about having coal and nuclear as a baseload.  We don’t talk 
about that anymore – it’s whatever the market provides, and if 
it’s wind and solar that’s our baseload and then we look at what 
we need to top it up to ensure we have a safe and reliable grid.  
It’s turned on its head the way we operate the grid system.”[5]  
There is no need for nuclear on such a grid. 
 

Yours sincerely, 
Mark Bigland-Pritchard MA MSc PhD  
for Climate Justice Saskatoon  

Dave Greenfield  
for the Council of Canadians Saskatoon Chapter  

Nancy Carswell  
for the Council of Canadians Prince Albert Chapter 

 

[1]        https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/chapter/spm/ 
[2]        https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2014.07.070 
[3]        https://www.lazard.com/perspective/levelized-cost-
of-energy-and-levelized-cost-of-storage-2020/ 
[4]        https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/g
ovscot/publications/statistics/2019/05/annual-compendium-
of-scottish-energy-statistics/documents/annual-
compendium-december-2020/annual-compendium-
december-2020/govscot%3Adocument/ACSES%2B2020%2B-
%2BDecember.pdf 
[5]        https://www.poweringpastcoal.org/summit-
2021/electricity-grid-transition-from-coal-to-clean-energy 

https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/chapter/spm/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2014.07.070
https://www.lazard.com/perspective/levelized-cost-of-energy-and-levelized-cost-of-storage-2020/
https://www.lazard.com/perspective/levelized-cost-of-energy-and-levelized-cost-of-storage-2020/
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/statistics/2019/05/annual-compendium-of-scottish-energy-statistics/documents/annual-compendium-december-2020/annual-compendium-december-2020/govscot:document/ACSES+2020+-+December.pdf
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/statistics/2019/05/annual-compendium-of-scottish-energy-statistics/documents/annual-compendium-december-2020/annual-compendium-december-2020/govscot:document/ACSES+2020+-+December.pdf
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/statistics/2019/05/annual-compendium-of-scottish-energy-statistics/documents/annual-compendium-december-2020/annual-compendium-december-2020/govscot:document/ACSES+2020+-+December.pdf
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/statistics/2019/05/annual-compendium-of-scottish-energy-statistics/documents/annual-compendium-december-2020/annual-compendium-december-2020/govscot:document/ACSES+2020+-+December.pdf
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/statistics/2019/05/annual-compendium-of-scottish-energy-statistics/documents/annual-compendium-december-2020/annual-compendium-december-2020/govscot:document/ACSES+2020+-+December.pdf
https://www.gov.scot/binaries/content/documents/govscot/publications/statistics/2019/05/annual-compendium-of-scottish-energy-statistics/documents/annual-compendium-december-2020/annual-compendium-december-2020/govscot:document/ACSES+2020+-+December.pdf
https://www.poweringpastcoal.org/summit-2021/electricity-grid-transition-from-coal-to-clean-energy
https://www.poweringpastcoal.org/summit-2021/electricity-grid-transition-from-coal-to-clean-energy
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PROPORTIONAL REPRESENTATION:   
Options for a Fair and Just Transition  
by Nancy Carswell  
I suggested in “Does a Fair and Just Transition Need Electoral 
Reform?” (The Weaver March 2021) that electoral reform is a 
necessary precursor to a fair and just transition towards 
renewable energy and away from fossil fuels. Since 1921, 
Canadian politicians, voters, committees, and reports have 
recommended proportional representation (PR). Why 1921? 
It was the first election with three big parties instead of two. 
With three or more big parties, first-past-the-post (FPTP), the 
system we have now, too often produces false parliamentary 
majorities. This means the majority of voters wasted their 
votes because they elected no one. Every vote should have an 
effect and does with PR. PR is now 100 years overdue. 
  
I am convinced that any form of PR will be better than FPTP. 
As FPTP is not in our constitution, we need only give Elections 
Canada the time to switch to the new chosen electoral 
system. FairVote.ca presents information on Mixed Member 
Proportional, Single Transferable Vote, and Rural-Urban 
Proportional Representation. I trust that a national citizens’ 
assembly on electoral reform would find a great form for 
Canada. The next step would be for voters to demand their 
MPs vote to ratify the choice of a national citizens’ assembly. 
  
If you are curious about the forms, here is a concise summary 
based on Fair Vote Canada’s multimedia information. 
  
 

Mixed Member Proportional (MMP)  
MMP is used in 85% of OECD countries (The Organisation for 
Economic Co-operation and Development) including 
Germany, New Zealand, and Scotland and recommended by 
the Law Commission of Canada (2004). 
  
Voting is simple. Put an X beside one local member of 
parliament (MP) and one regional MP. 
  
It is called “mixed” because your local representative is 
elected using FPTP. So, your local MP may or may not 
represent your political views. 
  
Your regional vote is also called a party vote. This is where 
proportionality comes in. Let’s say you voted for the local 
Green candidate and they lost. However, you and 20% of the 
voters selected a Green regional candidate with your party 
vote. The Green regional candidate with the most votes 
would get a top-up seat. 

  

Local ridings need to get bigger to achieve this, but we don’t 
necessarily need more seats. An advantage is we would have 
multiple MPs serving us: one local and several regional. This 
increases the chances you have a representative who shares 
your political views. 
  
 

Single Transferable Vote (PR-STV)  
The PR-STV system is used in Ireland, some parts of Australia, 
and was used provincially for urban seats in Alberta and 
Manitoba for 30 years. It was recommended by the BC 
Citizens’ Assembly in 2005. 
  
PR-STV is a candidate-centred system. Voters elect a local 
team of MPs using a ranked ballot. On the ballot, you can 
rank as few or as many candidates as you like, and you can 
rank across party lines. In Ireland, the average person ranks 
about four candidates. 
  
How is this proportional? After a candidate has a winning 
number of votes, surplus votes are transferred to the next-
highest scoring candidate. Also, the votes for the candidate 
with the fewest votes can be transferred. The team of local 
MPs elected will reflect people’s preferences. It works out to 
be roughly proportional for the parties, even though there is 
no “party vote.” 

  
Just like MMP, you have multiple MPs serving you.  
  
 

Rural-Urban Proportional Representation (Rural-Urban PR)  
Rural-Urban PR addresses some of Canada’s geographical 
challenges. Denmark, Sweden, and Iceland use similar voting 
models. 
  
We left this to last because it blends the systems. Sparsely-
populated areas would retain single-member ridings. They 
would use a ranked ballot or FPTP. Densely populated areas 
would have multi-member ridings. They would use STV. 
  
A small layer of regional top-up seats ensures proportionality. 
Because the multi-member ridings are already proportional, 
we would only need about 10-15% regional top-up seats to 
make the results in the whole region proportional. 
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Call to Action  
Please support NationalCitizensAssembly.ca. Whichever form 
appeals to you, hopefully, you have done the math and agree 
that any form of proportional representation is better than 
FPTP. A national citizens’ assembly is a collaborative, 
independent, non-partisan, evidence-based process that puts 
citizens at its heart. It includes expert help and opportunities 
to consult other citizens.  A national citizens’ assembly would 
give randomly chosen, hence diverse, citizens the time and 
resources needed to study and make a made-in Canada 
recommendation for electoral reform. The electoral reform 
needed for a fair and just transition. 

Nancy Carswell  
Chairperson Fair Vote Saskatchewan 
 
 

MAKING UBER ACCOUNTABLE  
by Dave Greenfield and Nancy Carswell  
 
Over the past decade, the Uber car-sharing service has 
become a part of the local transportation landscape in many 
parts of the world. Uber has succeeded to make its way into 
many major cities through a skillful use of technology. Their 
success has sometimes caused Uber to boast that they have 
freed themselves from the “old restraints” of previous 
decades such as having to pay attention to worker rights and 
disability rights. 
 
Two articles highlight examples of different branches of the 
progressive movement seeking to make Uber accountable to 
society, one from a workers’ rights perspective, the other 
from a disability rights perspective. 
 
In “Labour: protect worker rights, not gig employers” the 
Canadian Labour Congress and a long list of endorsers “find 
Uber’s self-serving proposal for Flexible Work+ dangerous, 
undermining and offensive to the rights and dignity of 
workers.” The article reminds us of the lessons learned during 
the pandemic-- the “depth and breadth of precarious work” 
and that it is “underpaid and undervalued.” It states “This 
work matters and these workers matter.” It calls on 
governments to protect gig and app-based workers by 
applying universal employment standards without 
exceptions, putting the onus on employers to prove workers 
are independent contractors and not employees, and 
ensuring workers’ right to organize a union. 
 

The article “Uber ordered to pay $1.1m to blind woman 
refused rides“ reveals that Uber can cause harm for 
customers with disabilities. Lisa Irving, who is blind, said 
drivers were “verbally abusive, or harassed her about 
transporting her guide dog.”  Irving was stranded more than 
once late at night. She also connected being late to work 
because of cancelled rides to being fired from her job. The 
arbitrator in her case ruled she had been discriminated 
against and rejected Uber’s defence that its drivers were 
contractors rather than employees. This was not the first case 
brought against Uber by persons with disabilities. 
 
One question that neither article asks is the question of 
whether there will be global-scale corporate car-sharing 
services like Uber in a new just and ecologically sound world. 
Uber relies on there being a certain level of car use among 
the general public so that a sufficient number of drivers can 
respond to calls for rides at a given time. From a green 
perspective, I would advocate having a lot fewer cars on the 
road. Likewise, as a Green, I would advocate having local car-
sharing co-ops rather than global corporations. 
 
While I certainly agree with making Uber accountable in the 
here and now, I also encourage people to think beyond the 
current structures to imagine a world without Uber, without 
Air B and B, without Amazon, without Facebook and so forth. 
 

Reference(s) 
“Labour: Protect Worker Rights, Not Gig Employers.” 
Canadian Labour Congress, 24 Mar. 2021, 
canadianlabour.ca/labour-protect-worker-rights-not-gig-
employers/. 
“Uber Ordered to Pay $1.1m to Blind Woman Refused Rides.” 
BBC News, 2 Apr. 2021, www.bbc.com/news/technology-
56583428. 
 

 

https://canadianlabour.ca/labour-protect-worker-rights-not-gig-employers/
https://www.bbc.com/news/technology-56583428
https://www.bbc.com/news/technology-56583428
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STARFALL  
by Dave Greenfield  
 

The stars fell down and landed on our lawn.  

They were the size of lightbulbs all in all.  

They fell, but did not break despite their fall.  

Instead, they filled our yard with breaking dawn.  

The light with which these fallen star bulbs shone  

Was eerie as from some great hallowed hall.  

In sound, they’d be a spooky gentle call  

That called our hearts and souls to carry on.  

 

And once the stars fell down, we glanced on high,  

And saw the naked, empty threadbare sky.  

And there, amid the empty sky, was love,  

A holy song descending like a dove,  

A bright strong red brown eagle spreading wings,  

A quiet at the centre of all things.  

 

 
 

SUICIDE PREVENTION WORKSHOPS:   
Optional or Compulsory?  
My Opinion  
by Evangeline Godron  
All teachers, student teachers and substitute teachers need at 
least a one-day annual workshop on suicide prevention. This 
should not be optional, as my experience clearly shows. In the 
Nineties, I was a student teacher at Thompson Community 
School in Regina.  
 

I was one of 21 student teachers who were offered a free, 
one-day, ungraded and optional workshop on suicide 
prevention. The other 20 students actually opted not to take 
it. Their comments ranged from “That’s too scary” to “I don’t 
even want to think about that.” I had a great instructor and I 
took the mini-course twice back-to-back -- I had come to 
believe the subject so, so important.  
 

By the way, in the following years, the Sask Party MLAs voted 
against regularizing any such program. That party continues 
their lack of interest in the fight against the highest suicide 
rate in Canada, right here in Saskatchewan.  
 

Within one week, fresh from my suicide workshop, I returned 
to Thompson School’s combined Grades one and two 
classroom. Armed with my newly gained knowledge, it was 
not long before I came to recognize three of my students 
(only 6-7 years old!) as potential suicide victims. They were 
two boys, E and G, and one girl, T. Even before I took the 
workshop, E had told me: “I’d be better off dead.” Of course, I 
was shocked, but I also did not recognize that as suicide talk. I 
did not know what to do, so I just said nothing.  
 

I told the senior teacher, Miss X, about E’s remark and she 
seemed unconcerned, or at least defeated, when she said: “If 
he doesn’t kill himself now when he grows up, he’ll either kill 
his girlfriend or his wife.” She advised me not to try and help 
him, to avoid him, and that he was insane or retarded, and 
none of the other children liked him. Of course, I didn’t take 
Miss X’s recommendations. I gave my students every 
opportunity I learned about in the workshop.  
 

Within another week I met one of my former classmates, a 
23-year-old honour student, striding across the Luther 
College parking lot. I had known over the years that she was 
depressed and definitely not happy. Now she had graduated, 
with a part-time no-account job and a love life in the 
dumpster. I quickly caught up with her, remembering advice 
from the suicide workshop, and asked her straight out: “Are 
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you going to kill yourself?” The workshop instructor had 
stressed getting the question out early.  
 

Immediately she opened her trunk and grabbed out a suicide 
note to show me. This young lady was going to drive out on 
the highway to where there was a train trestle 70 feet above 
the roadway, park her car, climb up on the trestle to the 
track, wait for the next fast-moving semi and drop off so close 
that the driver could not avoid killing her.  
 

I asked her did she realize that that may cause other people 
to die, as the driver may react suddenly? And that you might 
not die, but never be the same again? Of course, like so many 
other folks not thinking rationally at such a time, she had not 
even imagined these things.  
 

I told her that I hoped she wouldn’t kill herself but please call 
me so we can talk, “at least to say goodbye” -- I meant it of 
course, but this was workshop training. Next, I asked her to 
tell me what makes her happy, more workshop advice. No 
one in a suicidal depressed mood can think of anything. But 
this time is when the workshop taught me to ask “What used 
to make you happy?” and go from there.  
 

Over the years I have been vigilant about suicide. It is not a 
subject to be wished away or avoided.  
 

I have compiled my suicide stats:  Seventeen suicides 
prevented in total.  
 

Most were young, of all ethnicities and several religious 
backgrounds. No ethnicity, culture or religion insulates one 
from suicide.  
 

I believe all chronically-depressed people are potential 
suicide victims.  
 

Instituting compulsory one-day suicide workshops would, in 
my opinion, lower the rate of all types of crime and violence, 
including bullying and domestic violence, because they 
heighten the awareness of what’s at stake and the power 
each of us has to make a big difference.  
 

When I was a candidate for MLA in Kindersley last year, I 
learned that theirs is the ONLY school district in 
Saskatchewan that requires every one of their teachers to 
attend an annual suicide prevention workshop!  
 

Submitted by Evangeline Godron, Saskatchewan 
Green, Canada Green, International Green  

I HEARD A HEARTBEAT  
by Dave Greenfield 
 

I heard a heartbeat at the heart of all,  

A beat that caused a few to wonder why.  

What is this beat between the earth and sky?  

What is this ocean bound to rise and fall?  

The beat came from inside this blue-green ball.  

It was a heartbeat, intimate and nigh.  

It was the universe in one great sigh,  

Who dreamed in all her creatures great and small.  

  

The heartbeat and the dream became a song  

In which the stars joined in and sang along.  

The turning galaxies, the cosmic dust,  

They sang of love and life and hope and trust.  

And all the universe was one great ode  

United by a deep down cosmic code.  
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