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In late June, the G8 heads 
of state will gather in Ontario to 
tackle the scourges of our century 
– climate change, food insecurity, 
escalating wars and nuclear 
armament, terrorism, poverty, and 
disease. By the summit’s end, they 
will have pledged measures guar-
anteed to alleviate much of what 
ails the globe’s downtrodden. Or 
at least that’s the story to expect 
from the mainstream media.

The G8’s concern for the 
pressing problems of the world’s 
majority are the emperor’s new 
clothes. The G8 will undoubtedly 
trumpet the democratic virtues 
of their organization, a force for 
unmitigated good. But this top 
global decision-making body 
is entirely self-appointed and 
unelected. They are also likely to 
have stern words about transpar-
ency and accountability for the 
global South. Whatever advice 
they have will be issued from 
behind closed doors.

With the help of G8-con-
trolled institutions like the World 
Bank and the International 
Monetary Fund, they manage 
an international system in which 
the global poor’s immiseration 
subsidizes the growing affluence 
of the rich. What they offer in 
sentimental pronouncements they 
undermine with their deeds.

This year, the G8 will be 

supplanted by the G20 as a forum 
for major economic decisions, 
incorporating economic giants like 
China, India, and Brazil, as well as 
western allies like Mexico, Saudi 
Arabia, Indonesia and South 
Korea. The G8 will have widened 
its circle but not changed its 
fundamental purpose, extending 
its powers by gaining broader 
support for its policies.

There are alternatives to 

these intolerable inequities–
alternatives promoted by civil 
society, representatives from the 
global South, Indigenous peoples, 
the organized poor and migrant 
and refugee communities, who 
will be gathering for counter-
summits and demonstrations in 
Toronto. These people do not 
wield ready-made institutional 
powers, or the fawning attention 
of a corporate press corp. But they 
have something the G8 or G20 
does not possess: legitimacy.

They represent the views 
and hopes of ordinary people 
the world over, and they are 
building political movements 
to prise control from the hands 
of undemocratic international 
bodies. The recent World People’s 
Conference on Climate Change 
and the Rights of Mother Earth 
in Cochabamba, Bolivia–held 
after the dismal failure of the 
Copenhagen negotiations–is an 

inspiring guidepost. Through a 
democratic, participatory process, 
30,000 people from social 
movements around the world 
drafted far-reaching proposals to 
justly confront runaway climate 
change.

If this example becomes a 
democratic, anti-capitalist model 
for action on the climate, why 
not also put it to use remaking 
the global economy? Instead of 
blueprints designed by a fenced-
off caucus of the elite, imagine 
an “Agreement of the People,” à 
la Cochabamba, to transform the 
economic order. And just as the 
voices of Indigenous peoples have 
been elevated to new heights in 
Bolivia, so too should the struggles 
of Indigenous peoples in Canada 
take on central prominence, as 
we prepare for one summit in 
Huntsville, Ontario, in traditional 
Anishinaabe territory, and another 
in Toronto, on unceded traditional 
Mississauga territory.

Democratic media, which 
is honest about the world’s stark 
inequalities and accountable to 
those who bear its burdens, has 
an important role to play in this 
transformation. To this end, The 
Dominion has been starting media 
co-operatives across Canada–in 
Halifax, Vancouver, Montreal and 
Toronto. During the summits, 
the Toronto Media Co-op will 
try to build on the success of the 
Vancouver Media Co-op, whose 
on-the-ground reporting of the 
2010 Olympic Winter Games 
attracted millions of online readers 
searching for an alternative to 
varnished stories scripted by the 
powerful. These are stories that 
share the perspectives of the many, 
not the few – stories written in the 
newsrooms of the grassroots.

The articles in this issue, we 
hope, offer reasons to become 
angry and inspired. Join us in the 
assemblies and meeting halls and 
teaching spaces of the Toronto 
counter-summits, and join us in 
the streets.

—The Editors

Uprooting the G8 and G20
From secret elite meetings to people’s agreements

“Instead of blueprints designed 

by a fenced-off caucus of the 

elite, imagine an ‘Agreement of 

the People,’ à la Cochabamba, to 

transform the economic order.”
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by Robyn Maynard

MONTREAL–As the G8 and G20 
meet in Huntsville and Toronto 
from June 25 to 27, resistance 
movements in the making since 
2009 will take to the streets. A 
major focus of the community 
organizing and protests is migrant 
justice. On June 24, a “Free 
the Streets” demonstration will 
highlight the differences between 
politicians and dissenters on the 
themes of migrant justice, women’s 
and queer rights, and economic 
justice.

Fred McMahon, a globaliza-
tion expert at the Fraser Institute, 
an influential pro-free-market 
think tank, says these protests are 
misguided. 

“Nobody forces anybody 
to become a migrant labourer 
to Canada,” says McMahon. 
“The people who are protesting 
on the streets should ask how 
the migrants would feel if they 
were disallowed from coming to 
Canada. They wouldn’t be happy 
with the rich-kids street protesters. 
Migrants come here and see a 
better life for their families.”

SK Hussan from No One Is 
Illegal Toronto and the Toronto 
Community Mobilization 
Network counters that the migrant 
justice movement’s opposition 
to the G8/G20 emerges from a 
widespread dissatisfaction within 
migrant communities. 

“People are angry and afraid 
of being deported, of unsafe 
working conditions, and of the rise 
in workplace raids,” Hussan told 
The Dominion.

Mostafa Henaway, director 
of the grassroots, Montreal-based 
Immigrant Worker’s Centre, 
calls attention to economic “push 
factors,” factors that compel people 
to migrate. He specifically names 
Structural Adjustment Programs 
(SAPs) and their negative effects 
on the economies of the global 
South in recent decades. 

“The de-regularization of 
labour laws has been an outcome 
of the race to the bottom, which 
is necessary in this system to 

remain competitive. In this time 
we’ve seen the largest migration in 
human history,” says Henaway.

Henaway believes this 
migration trend largely benefits 
the governments of the global 
North, due to the way migrant 
workforces are exploited by 
host countries such as Canada. 
Henaway says that changes to 
temporary worker programs bring 
workers rendered impoverished 
by SAPs to Canada, meaning 
companies don’t have to relocate 
for low wages. 

“Since NAFTA, we’ve seen 
tens of thousands of Mexicans 
working in exploitative and 
precarious conditions under the 
Seasonal Agricultural Worker’s 
Program,” says Henaway, who 
explains the workers generally 
cannot challenge these conditions 
because they’re afraid of deporta-
tion.

Henaway notes that in 
previous generations, immigrants 
who worked in Canada became 
citizens, but that this is no longer 
the case. 

“They do not have the same 
rights as those with citizenship, 
and under these programs it is 
impossible for them to [become 
citizens].”

The numbers of temporary 
workers has been steadily 
increasing, nearly doubling since 
2004 according to the Canadian 
Council for Refugees. Simultane-
ously, the number of refugees 
allowed into Canada has been 
drastically reduced. According 
to the Ottawa Citizen, in 2008 
almost 22,000 refugees were 
accepted; in 2010, the projected 
acceptance rate is between 9,000 
and 12,000.

Hussan says increasingly 
more migrants are being brought 
to work in exploitative condi-
tions through temporary workers 
programs, but not allowed the 
benefits of Canadian citizenship.

“The increasing use of 
‘flexible’ workforces allows Canada 
to profit from migrant labour 
without allowing migrants the 
right to remain,” he says.

Citizenship and Immigration 
Minister Jason Kenney’s recently 
announced changes to immigra-
tion policy reflects these ambitions, 
deepening the “temporary” nature 
of these jobs. After having worked 
in Canada for a cumulative four 
years, temporary workers are not 
eligible to work in the country for 
six years, a move Henaway likens 
to a deportation order. 

“If migrants are seen as good 
enough to work, then why aren’t 
they good enough to stay?”

Other proposed changes 
in Kenney’s newly announced 
“Balanced Refugee Reform” 
include measures that deny the 
right to appeal negative decisions 
to refugees deemed to come 
from “safe” countries, rather than 
evaluating claims on individual 
cases of persecution.

Henaway says it’s important 
to bring the voice of migrant 
justice to the anti-globalization 
movement. “The G8 and G20 
[countries] are crucial to these 
policies that create migration, 
and are beginning to regulate 
migration. The G8 and G20 

manage the global economy, 
and migration is becoming sort 
of a central pillar of the global 
economy. If they want to globalize 
capital then we have to fight 
for the right for the freedom of 
movement and for labour rights 
for all, regardless of status.”

The G20 protests this spring 
are attracting a wide variety of 
community members. Hussan 
expects around 5,000 people for 
the “Free the Streets” march, 
largely to be led by racialized 
people and immigrant communi-
ties. 

“We have been and continue 
to host community forums in 15 
migrant neighbourhoods in the 
months leading up to the G20. 
Each of these should bring out 
from 100 to 300 people,” says 
Hussan. “People want to talk 
about status, and about labour 
standards, about the world that 
they want to live in.”

Robyn Maynard is a radio journalist 
and community organizer based in 
Montreal, focusing primarily on issues 
of migrant justice, police violence, and 

racial profiling.

Migrating Justice
Globalizing labour rights, regardless of status

A protest in support of migrant workers in Toronto on May 2, 2009. 
If the G8 and G20 are allowing for capital to move more freely, they 
must allow for migrant workers to move more freely as well, say 
migrant justice organizers. Tania Liu 
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by Darren Puscas

TORONTO–A confrontation is 
brewing at the upcoming G20 
summit in Toronto, pitting Canada 
against European countries who 
are promoting a global “Robin 
Hood” bank tax that could raise 
hundreds of billions of dollars for 
social programs, food security or 
debt-payment.

A number of European 
nations, led by Britain, are calling 
for the adoption of taxes that 
would discourage speculative 
trading. Canada, however, is 
opposed to the taxes, and the 
US, while still uncommitted, is 
leaning towards Canada’s position. 
Opposition from one country 
would undermine the consensus 
required for the adoption of the 
multinational bank tax.

In early February, British 
Prime Minister Gordon Brown 
suggested that a deal on a 
potential tax levy could be reached 
at the Toronto G20 Summit. 
A few days later the Canadian 
government publicly opposed any 
such agreement.

“We’re not going to impose 
capital taxes on our financial 
institutions,” Canadian Finance 
Minister Jim Flaherty told 
journalists. “We’re against raising 
taxes and I hope to be able to 
convince my colleagues that these 
are unwise moves.” The Conserva-
tive government has also argued 
that as the only G8 country whose 
banks did not require bailouts it 

should not have to enter into a 
bank taxation plan.

The Association for the 
Taxation of Financial Transactions 
for the Aid of Citizens (ATTAC) 
has criticized the Conservative 
government for rejecting financial 
regulation, accusing it of being 
beholden to financial interests.

“The Conservative govern-
ment is opposed in principle to 
any new form of tax,” said Claude 
Vaillancourt, co-president of 
ATTAC-Québec. “The Conserva-
tives are blinded by the non-inter-
ventionist principles of neo-liberal 
economics, to which they adhere 
with ideological fervency.”

Britain has been at the 
forefront of the push for various 
tax and levy schemes to curtail 
bank risk. Prior to the economic 
crisis, London was a preeminent 
banking centre and over the past 
20 years has been steadfastly 
opposed to most regulation of 
financial services.

The crisis changed all that. 
After the insolvency of several 
British banks and a $1.38 trillion 
bank bailout, and with an election 
looming, Prime Minister Brown 
is suddenly talking tough about 
banks “giving back to society,” 
telling the media he is “interested 
in how support is building up for 
international action.”

Britain’s proposals include 
a tax on bank transactions and a 
levy-style tax on assets. The trans-
action tax, often called the ‘Robin 
Hood tax’ or the ‘Tobin tax’ (after 

the US economist James Tobin, 
who first proposed it in 1972), is 
the more ambitious. It would focus 
on the trillions of transactions that 
take place in financial markets 
every day, including speculative 
ones such such as derivatives, 
which were a key part of the 
financial crash.

Precipitating the crash, 
these assets, including bundles 
of sub-prime mortgages, became 
overvalued due to speculation. 
When their values fell rapidly in 
2008 the collapse began.

The transaction tax would 
put a very small tax (from 0.05 
per cent to 1 per cent) on each 
of these transactions. Critics of 
unregulated banking argue that 
had such a tax been in place a 
few years ago investment banks 
would have thought twice about 
performing these transactions, 
thus lessening the likelihood of 
the crash.

“A low transactions tax...has 
little or no impact upon useful, 
longer term transactions, but limits 
‘noise trading’ and very short-
term ‘in and out’ speculation,” 
said Canadian Labour Congress 
economist Andrew Jackson. 
“Progressive economists who have 
advocated a financial transaction 
tax...believe that it would reduce 
speculation and volatility, without 

interfering with normal and useful 
activities including stock and 
currency trading and even hedging 
for legitimate purposes.”

A 2009 study by the Austrian 
government showed that a 0.05 
per cent tax on UK financial trades 
could raise about £100bn a year, 
paying for the expansion of social 
programs, paying down debt, and 
providing insurance funds against 
future bailouts.

Grassroots organizations like 
ATTAC-Québec take a stronger 
position, suggesting that any 
new funds from a tax should not 
go to banks, which might only 
encourage them to take more risks, 
potentially leading to new crises.

“The tax should simply be a 
fee for assisting citizens across the 
world,” said Vaillancourt. “This tax 
could, for example, give all citizens 
basic services–quality health care 
or free education.”

Despite its current opposition 
Canada was one of the first G20 
countries to consider adopting 
the Tobin tax. In 1999 the Liberal 
government passed a resolution to 
“enact a Tobin tax in concert with 
the international community.” 
However, the Reform Party (later 
the Conservative Party) opposed 
the resolution and it did not gain 
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by Shailagh Keaney

MONTREAL–On March 28 Indig-
enous leaders and environmental 
activists called for a moratorium 
on Arctic oil and gas exploration, 
as Foreign Affairs Ministers from 
Canada, Norway, Denmark, Russia 
and the United States met at 
the “Arctic Summit” in Chelsea, 
Quebec to discuss their plans for 
the resource-rich North.

Canada has acknowledged its 
interest in metals, oil and gas in 
the Arctic, which the melting sea 
ice is opening up to exploration. 
But critics are expressing concerns 
about the impact of Arctic indus-
trialization on Indigenous peoples 
and the climate.

“New oil and gas develop-
ment is anything but responsible 
in the face of a very serious climate 
crisis,” says Andrea Harden, 
Energy Campaigner with the 
Council of Canadians. “It is no 
small irony that increased access 
to exploit reserves in the fragile 
Arctic Ocean ecosystem is largely 
the result of melting sea ice.”

The Indigenous Environmen-
tal Network (IEN), the Alaska-
based Resisting Environmental 
Destruction On Indigenous Lands 
(REDOIL) and the Council of 
Canadians travelled to the Arctic 
Summit to deliver their appeal for 
a moratorium on oil exploration.

According to a joint press 
release issued by the IEN, 
REDOIL and the Council of 
Canadians, 90 billion barrels of 
recoverable oil and 1,670 trillion 
cubic feet of natural gas have 
been discovered in the arctic. 
Clayton Thomas Muller of IEN is 
concerned that talk of developing 
oil and gas reserves in the north 
is just part of a larger initiative 
to exploit the world’s remaining 
natural resources.

“The Arctic development plan 
is part of an ongoing psychotic 
initiative lead by the G8/G20 
nations to exploit the world’s last 
remaining pristine ecosystems for 
energy [and] for raw resources,” 
explains Muller.

According to past com-

muniques, G8 meetings 
have explicitly encouraged 
the development of new oil 
reserves. A new resolution 
to phase out G20 country 
subsidies to oil companies was 
passed at a G20 meeting last 
September but the resolution 
lacked any time-frame for 
action.

Muller was also 
concerned by the lack of 
Native representation at the 
Arctic Summit considering 
the difficulties Inuit people 
face as a result of oil and gas 
exploration.

“Indigenous peoples in 
the circumpolar region are 
the true canaries in the coal 
mine when we think about 
the global climate crisis,” 
Muller explains. “They carry 
a disproportionate impact 
from the global climate crisis 
and then are doubly impacted 
by the immense presence of 
unsustainable energy develop-
ment in that region.”

Inuit have observed changes 
in animal populations and 
behaviour, thinning sea ice and 
unpredictable weather patterns. 
An Inuit hunter was stranded in 
January when the ice floe he was 
on broke off and started to drift in 
the Northwest Passage.

Ongoing explorations in 
Nunavut are going after nickel, 
diamonds, sapphires, uranium, 
gold, silver and other metal 
deposits. The exploratory process 
may also adversely affect caribou 
herds on which Inuit depend for 
sustenance.

According to the Beverly and 
Qamanirjuaq Caribou Manage-
ment Board (BQCMB), caribou 
populations suffered a “major 
population decline” since 1994. 
A 2004 position paper published 
by the BQCMB suggests that 
increasing demands for caribou, 
effects of climate change, and 
infrastructural and industrial 
development on caribou ranges—
including exploration—are the 
major contributing factors to this 
decline.

Incidentally, food harvesting 
rights and land use planning with 
consideration of health, housing, 
education and other social services 
are guaranteed to the Inuit people 
of Nunavut, according to the 1993 
Nunavut Land Claims Agreement 
(NLCA). This agreement concur-
rently handed over immense 
swaths of land in modern-day 
Nunavut to the Crown.

G7 Finance Ministers met 
in Iqaluit, Nunavut, in February. 
Some speculated that Canada’s 
recent strategy of promoting 
“Arctic Sovereignty,” including 
Canada’s staking of subsurface 
rights to the Arctic seabed 
and control over the disputed 
Northwest Passage, played a role 
in the choice of location.

The Harper government 
has bolstered its talk of Arctic 
Sovereignty through its “Arctic 
Strategy,” and, since 2007, has 
announced $3.1 billion in military 
spending for infrastructure devel-
opment, annual military training 
exercises in Nunavut and the 
creation of the Canadian Northern 
Development Agency (CanNor).

Since the signing of NLCA 
Canada has been handing out 
exploration permits within the 
territory. Mining companies have 
invested at least $700 million 
in exploration in the territory 
since 2007, according to Nunavut 
Minister of Economic Develop-
ment and Transportation Peter 
Taptuna.

Meanwhile, critics have 
accused Canada of not fulfilling its 
obligations under the NLCA. The 
Nunavut Tunngavik Inc. (NTI) is 
suing the federal government for 
$1 billion for breach of contract 
and breach of fiduciary obligation. 
NTI would not elabourate on the 
ongoing court case.

A judicial review of the 
NLCA produced a number of 
suggestions which the federal 
government dismissed as being too 
costly. The announcement for $3 
billion toward military infrastruc-
ture in the Arctic was announced 
less than a year later.

Shailagh Keaney is a writer based in 
occupied Atikameksheng Anishnawbek 
territory.

Staking the North
The Arctic is being developed – in whose interest?

Environment

Are Arctic populations becoming the canaries in the coal mine of climate 
change? Angela Sterritt
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by Rusa Jeremic

TORONTO—This January, 
Canadian Prime Minister Stephen 
Harper called on G8 leaders to 
make women and children a top 
priority during the June summit. 
In a Toronto Star opinion piece, 
Harper cited a “pressing need 
for global action on maternal 
and child health,” and expressed 
concern for what he called the 
world’s “most vulnerable popula-
tions.”

Women’s rights advocates say 
that since taking office Harper has 
in fact undermined equality policy 
and existing advocacy programs.

In The Harper Record, a 
book published by the Canadian 
Center for Policy Alternatives, the 
Ad-Hoc Coalition for Women’s 
Equality and Human Rights 
documented how, upon gaining 
power, the Conservatives made 
drastic cuts to women’s equality 
programs. They shut down 12 
Status of Women offices and 
defunded the Women’s Program 
on equality advocacy as well as 
the Court Challenges Program, a 
legal program supporting gender 
equality, among other things.

“The common consensus 
in the coalition is that Harper’s 
policies have been a repressive 
step backwards for the feminist 
movement in Canada,” Coalition 
Coordinator Claire Tremblay 
explained.

In the January 2009 federal 
budget the Equitable Compensa-
tion Act was passed, preventing 
women in the Public Service from 
challenging pay-equity cases at 
the Canadian Human Rights 
Commission.

Long-time feminist activist 
Judy Rebick notes that Harper is 
“ideologically motivated; he does 
things by stealth, so most of the 
things he does are under the wire.”

In 1998, Harper declared that 
“the federal government should 
scrap its ridiculous pay equity 
law,” and in 1999 he called human 
rights commissions “an attack 
on our fundamental freedoms.” 
He announced plans to shut 

down Women’s Commissions in 
Vancouver, Toronto and Halifax 
this March.

In April 2010, the Coalition 
for Pay Equity in New Brunswick 
was denied funding despite 
the fact that, as vice-president 
Denise Savoie noted, the group 
had fulfilled all requirements for 
funding. “Evidently, their decision 
is based on ideology, not on the 
value of the project or on the 
group’s ability to reach the objec-
tives,” she said.

According to the Global 
Gender Gap Index—produced 
for the World Economic Forum 
to measure economic participa-
tion and opportunity, educational 
attainment, political empower-
ment, health and survival of 
women—Canada has fallen 11 
places since Harper took office.

Harper’s announcement 
of the “Women and Children 
Initiative” came on the heels of the 
Canadian International Develop-
ment Agency’s (CIDA) funding 
cuts to KAIROS, an ecumenical 
non-profit organization that 
supports overseas partners 

addressing the root causes of 
women’s inequality.

The Popular Feminist 
Organization (OFP), a grassroots 
women’s organization in Colombia 
which runs 22 centres providing 
legal and health services and youth 
programs, is one example of the 
groups to be directly affected by 
the CIDA cut. For women, “the 
OFP represents an important 
democratic space,” said KAIROS’s 
Latin America specialist Rachel 
Warden. The organization is “an 
alternative to the violence, poverty, 
and human rights abuses that 
surround them.”

The evolution of the Con-
servatives’ focus on maternal and 
child health remains unclear. In his 
Toronto Star opinion piece, Harper 
only made vague mention of the 
need for clean water, inoculations, 
and the “training of health care 
workers to care for women and 
deliver babies.”

Action Canada for Popula-
tion and Development, a human 
rights advocacy group, explains 
that maternal and child health 
requires a comprehensive approach 

that includes sexual and reproduc-
tive health and rights, with access 
to family planning, including 
contraception.

But these recommendations 
appear to be falling on deaf ears. 
In an interview this February in 
Embassy magazine, Minister of 
International Cooperation Bev 
Oda stated the government’s plan 
will not “support access to family 
planning and contraception.”

In March, Foreign Affairs 
Minister Lawrence Cannon 
confirmed that this new priority 
“does not deal in any way, shape or 
form with family planning. Indeed, 
the purpose of this is to be able to 
save lives.”

Two days later Harper 
flip-flopped, stating, “We are not 
closing doors against including 
contraception, but we do not want 
a debate here or elsewhere on 
abortion.”

Meanwhile, the International 
Planned Parenthood Federation 
is waiting to hear if an annual $6 
million CIDA grant supporting 
crucial reproductive health and 

Gender

Women and Children First?
Conservative policy contradicts its “maternal and child” health plan

Women take the front line at the World Social Forum in Kenya. Groups are expressing scepticism that 
the Harper government has women’s best interests in mind for the upcoming G8 meetings.   Rusa Jeremic

continues on page 28
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G-SUMMITS
1995 G7 Summit: Halifax

According to the Canadian government, the 
Halifax summit would “set the standard for 
more results-oriented, informal and busi-
nesslike summits.” The summit was labeled 
the Chevrolet Summit, for its supposed 
scaled-down style.

The cost of security of this summit 
was a mere $25 million (compared to the 
$179 million to host this year’s in Toronto). 
The estimated ratio of delegates to security 
personnel was 2:1. Leaders put terrorism on 
the agenda for the first time, and pledged 
support for the development of the World 
Trade Organization.

In the lead-up to this summit, Canadian 
NGOs, labour unions and faith-based groups 
created the Halifax Initiative, an organiza-
tion that today provides an analysis of G8 
summits and issues, and calls for reform to 
international financial institutions (IFIs).

The Halifax People’s Summit (P7) was 
a gathering of NGOs, labour unions and 
activist groups from Canada and around the 
world. Sponsored by 50 NGOs and coordi-
nated by hundreds of volunteers, the P7 in-
cluded talks by Vandana Shiva, David Suzuki, 
Maude Barlow and Ed Broadbent, and a host 
of organizations from South Africa, Latin 
America and Turtle Island’s First Nations.

c o n t e x t ,  p r o t e s t  &  t h e  s t a t e  r e s p o n s e

compiled by Amanda Wilson

1988 G7 summit: Toronto

In 1988, the Berlin Wall and the Iron Curtain 
still divided the world into east and west. 
South Africa was under the formal rule of 
apartheid. Osama Bin Laden was seen by 
the US as a freedom fighter.

The 1988 G7 summit’s final communi-
qué called for democracy in Afghanistan: 
“We welcome the beginning of the Soviet 
withdrawal of its occupation troops from 
Afghanistan. It must be total and apply to 
the entire country. The Afghan people must 
be able to choose their government freely.”

Some economic analysts believed no 
action was necessary on the part of the G7.  
“I don’t see they have anything to do other 
than congratulate each other on how well 
things are going,” wrote one economist in 
the New York Times. 

Protesters who disagreed faced a 
four-meter-high steel and concrete fence 
surrounding the Metro Toronto Conven-
tion Centre, military helicopters hovering 
overhead and sharpshooters on rooftops. 
Total security costs for the summit were 
$29.3 million.

The Alliance for Non-Violent Action 
(ANVA) tried to organize citizens’ arrests of 
G7 leaders, including Margaret Thatcher 
and Ronald Reagan, for international crimes 
of torture, bombing of civilians and support 
for apartheid in South Africa. 

“It’s hard to imagine, but back then 
nonviolent civil disobedience was still 
viewed by many on the left as outrageous, 
vanguardist, dangerous, alienating to work-
ing people, et cetera,” said Matthew Behrens 
of ANVA.

January 1, 1995
World Trade Organization (WTO) replaces 
General Agreement on Tariffs & Trade 
(GATT).

1999
G20 replaces G33

1976
Canada joins the G6 to form the G7.

1997
G22 announced by Asia Pacific Economic 
Co-operation (APEC).
Russia joins the G7, to form the G8.

2007, Heiligendamm, Germany • photo by Westermayer

Popular Economic Summit
1988, Toronto
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2005 G8 Summit: 
Gleneagles, Scotland 

Dubbed the “Year for Africa,” the 2005 sum-
mit’s focus was aid for Africa. But according 
to a report by CorpWatch, “Because of the 
corporate agenda [at the G8], any pro-
nouncements...are likely to be nothing but 
‘greenwash.’”

Thousands of protesters converged on 
Gleneagles. The Clandestine Insurgent Rebel 
Clown Army (CIRCA) helped diffuse tense 
situations and expose ridiculous security 
measures by blowing kisses at and encircling 
police who cornered protesters.

Fifty-two people were killed and 700 
injured in the London bombings July 7, two 
days into the Scotland G8 summit.

2001 G8 Summit: 
Genoa, Italy

More than 300,000 people protested the 
G8 in Genoa. In a show of force rarely seen 
in North America, Italian industrial labour 
unions built protest infrastructure to shield 
them from police attack. With large sturdy 
shields, they marched in old military forma-
tions through the streets of Genoa. And 
in response to requests by Italian Prime 
Minister Silvio Berlusconi to not dry their 
laundry outdoors, people hung clotheslines 
full of their underwear out their windows as 
protesters marched through the streets.

On Friday, July 20, Carlo Guliani, a 
23-year-old Italian protester, had dropped a 
fire extinguisher and was holding his hands 
up in the air when he was shot twice by po-
lice and then run over by a police vehicle.

The next night, 340 carabinieri raided 
the School of Diaz where protesters slept. 
Video footage from after the attacks 
shows blood smeared across the floor and 
splattered against the walls. Protesters 
reported being urinated on and forced to 
sing fascist hymns. One protester described 
it as “complete carnage. There was blood 
everywhere...we were tortured, and I don’t 
use that term lightly.” In all, 61 people were 
badly injured and 93 were arrested. Since 
then, 26 police officers, prison staff and 
state officials have been found guilty of 
abuse and negligence, but no senior level 
officials have been held accountable.

2002 G8 Summit: 
Kananaskis

The G8 summit in a remote ski resort in Al-
berta signaled a shift: it was now necessary 
to make summits inaccessible to protests 
and members of civil society. Kananaskis 
was also the first summit after 9/11. 

Jean Chretien hoped to highlight 
aid to Africa as his “legacy issue,” but the 
summit’s agenda was overshadowed by the 
push for anti-terrorism measures.

While the RCMP promised “free speech 
zones” at the summit, a 6.5-kilometre pe-
rimeter and 13 checkpoints kept dissenters 
away from meetings. A 150-kilometre “no 
fly zone” was guarded by 18 fighter pilots 
and three aircraft missile batteries. More 
than 6,000 Canadian Forces personnel were 
deployed.

Protests concentrated in Calgary, with 
a nude anti-sweatshop rally in front of a 
GAP store, “Showdown at the Ho-Down” (a 
street party outside an official summit func-
tion), and anarchist street soccer games 
where police were challenged to a game 
(they declined to play).

2006 G8 Summit: 
St. Petersburg, Russia 

St. Petersburg marked the first Russian G8 
summit following the country’s inclusion in 
the group in 1997. Heavy police presence 
made it nearly impossible to access. 

Ella Pamfilova of the National Working 
Group of Civil G8 2006 said NGOs and civil 
society were successful in influencing the 
G8. “A number of our recommendations 
were taken into account...”

The Network Against G8 (SPB8) orga-
nized a series of counter-G8 events, protests 
and publications. A Libertarian Forum was 
organized in Moscow, as well as the Russian 
Social Forum and the Other Russia Confer-
ence.

St. Petersburg Special Forces (OMON) 
used Israeli armored vehicles for crowd 
dispersal, firing water, tear gas and paint. 
Ports were closed, as was the St. Petersburg 
airport, except to airplanes carrying official 
delegations.

Over 40 foreign NGOs were refused 
entry to Russia, and countless Russians were 
prevented from travelling. More than 600 
human rights violations were reported.

September, 2009
American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) suc-
cessfully sues Pittsburg to allow demon-
strations around the G20 summit.

G20 replaces G8 as main economic 
council of wealthy nations.

April, 2009
Ian Tomlinson, newspaper vendor, is killed 
by police at G20 protests in London, UK.

Amanda Wilson is a researcher and writer based in 
Ottawa.

2007, Amsterdam 
photo by one-11

2001, Genoa, Italy • photo by Copyriot
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by Sakura Saunders

TORONTO–Balochistan Chief 
Minister Nawab Aslam Raisani 
announced the termination of a 
mining contract for Barrick Gold’s 
Reko Diq project on January 5, 
2010, following a unanimous 
decision by the Pakistani prov-
ince’s cabinet. According to the 
minister, “They [Barrick and 
Chile’s Antofagasta, co-owners 
of the mine project] only have an 
exploration license, which does 
not cover extraction,” adding his 
government would not approve an 
agreement undermining people’s 
rights.

Immediately afterwards, US 
Ambassador to Pakistan Anne 
Patterson warned that “multi-
national corporations will not 
invest in a country where deals are 
cancelled.” Canada’s international 
trade ministry followed suit, 
pressing Pakistani officials to 
“fulfill their obligations under a 
2006 Pakistani-Canadian-Chilean 
agreement potentially worth 
billions of dollars,” according to 
the Vancouver Sun.

According to the Asia 
Times, “Critics said the local 
government’s action [to cancel the 
mining contract] was politically 
motivated to appease Baloch 
nationalists in the desperately poor 
and insurgency-hit province, who 
have been demanding the cancel-
lation of the agreement.”

Balochistan, the province 
in Pakistan bordering Iran and 
Afghanistan, has been struggling 
for independence from Pakistan 
since 1948. The fifth uprising of 
the Balochistan independence 
movement was in 2004. More 
than 8,000 Baloch have been 
disappeared since then and 26 
prominent leaders have been 
assassinated.

This ongoing independence 
struggle was overlooked by 
Canadian and US delegates as 
they pushed the Pakistani state 
to force Balochistan’s approval of 
the Barrick/Antofagasta mine. 
Meanwhile, in a move that the 
group American Friends of 

Balochistan say reveals insensitiv-
ity to the region’s politics, Barrick 
hired a Pakistani army colonel as 
its public affairs manager and head 
of security for its Balochistan mine 
project.

Disregard for political 
conflict reveals an international 
diplomacy concerned primarily 
with profits, and is consistent 
with the actions of Canada and 
its corporate ambassadors in 
situations around the globe where 
mining profits conflict with 
human rights.

Despite their human rights 
record, these corporate ambas-
sadors of the mining sector 
will again be well-represented 
at discussions during the G20 
summit in Toronto in June. 
Mining companies Banro, Barrick, 
Iamgold and Freeport McMoran 
will attend a parallel conference to 
the G20 summit, “G20 Business 
Leaders: Partnering with Africa’s 
Dynamic Markets,” at Toronto‘s 
Marriott Downtown Eaton 

Centre.
Questions about the ties 

between the mining sector and 
governement do not end in 
Balochistan though. Canadian 
Ambassador to Guatemala James 
Lambert published an op-ed in 
support of mining in Guatemala 
on the same day a survey revealed 
that 95.5 per cent of the people 
in San Miguel Ixtahuacán, 
Guatemala, opposed mining 
projects in their region.

Six years after that survey 
and the subsequent establishment 
of Goldcorp’s Marlin mine in 
San Miguel, villagers suffer from 
health issues linked to arsenic 
levels seven times the maximum 
limit recommended by the World 
Bank.

Prime Minister Stephen 
Harper visited Barrick Gold 
officials during diplomatic visits to 
Chile and Tanzania, where Barrick 
mines have been widely protested 
for mistreatment of workers, 
environmental destruction, and 

for failing to pay Tanzanian taxes 
and royalties. Since Harper’s visit, 
a toxic spill killed 43 people and 
1,358 livestock, according to the 
Ward authorities near Barrick’s 
Tanzanian North Mara mine.

An Amnesty International 
report published in February 
2010 found Indigenous peoples 
in Colombia are at risk of being 
exterminated by state forces, right 
wing paramilitary groups and 
guerrilla organizations. “Far from 
creating a legitimate economy, as 
Liberal MPs have been suggesting 
in defence of the Colombia free 
trade agreement, the deal before 
Parliament would increase the 
chances that Canadian companies 
invested in agriculture, mining and 
resource extraction in sensitive 
areas will be doing business with 
murderers, drug traffickers and 
arms smugglers,” said Stuart Trew, 
of the Council of Canadians, in a 
recent press release.

Underground Diplomacy
Canada’s transnational mining industry implicated in abuses

A water hole built by Barrick Gold near their North Mara Gold mine on behalf of the local communities.  
Barrick’s mines in Tanzania, which have received Canadian government support, have been widely 
protested for their mistreatment of workers, their contamination of the environment and for failing to 
pay taxes and royalties. Allan Cedillo Lissner

Foreign Policy

continues on page 29
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by Stefan Christoff

MONTREAL–In the lead-up 
to the G8 summit in Canada, 
Conservative politicians in Ottawa 
are pushing publicly for increased 
sanctions on Iran.

Canada’s Foreign Affairs 
Minister Lawrence Cannon has 
indicated he will lobby for severe 
sanctions at the elite summit, to 
take place June 25-27, 2010.

“Canada will continue to 
use its G8 presidency to focus 
international attention and action 
on Iran,” a representative of the 
office of Minister Cannon told 
The Dominion. “We believe that 
further sanctions authorized by the 
United Nations Security Council 
are needed.” 

China’s reluctance to back 
US attempts to introduce strict 
sanctions on Iran has set the stage 
for the upcoming G8 summit to 
serve as gathering where the US 
and Canada will unite in favour of 
a more hard-line position on Iran. 
China holds a permanent seat at 
the UN Security Council, but it is 
not a member country of the G8.

The Conservative gov-
ernment’s plan to utilize the 
upcoming G8 summit as a 
platform to apply pressure on 
Iran is central to its intervention 
strategy in contemporary Middle 
Eastern politics. Often left out 
of the global political drama sur-
rounding the Iranian government’s 
relationship to nuclear power is 
the region’s only current nuclear 

power: the Israeli government in 
Tel Aviv.

At the recent US Nuclear 
Security Summit, President 
Barack Obama pushed for world 
leaders to scale back major nuclear 
development, and build an increas-
ing global consensus in support of 
sanctions on Iran.

“What sanctions...accomplish 
is, hopefully, to change the calculus 
of a country like Iran, so that 
they see that there are more costs 
and fewer benefits to pursuing 
a nuclear-weapons program,” 
Obama said at the summit.

Also absent from serious 
scrutiny at the summit was the 
massive US nuclear stockpile or 
any criticism of the Israeli nuclear 
program. “As far as Israel goes, 
I’m not going to comment on 
their program,” said Obama. The 
Canadian government has issued 
no criticism of the existing Israeli 
nuclear arsenal, even though they 
have pushed for Iran to end its 
nuclear program. The fact that 
Israel is left out of the discussion 
is not an accident, according to 
Shourideh Molavi, a Toronto-
based Iranian writer.

“Canada is moving toward a 
second phase of a major foreign 
policy project they have already 
started, which is to develop deeper 
ties with Israel, in regards to 
security and military policy,” said 
Molavi. “So when it comes to 
Iran they want to use the G8 as 
a platform to push for sanctions 
within this framework.”

Canada’s intense support 
for the Israeli government has 
shaped a new era of Canada-Israel 
relations. Ottawa has arguably 
emerged as the staunchest pro-
Israel capital in the world.

“Canada is so friendly that 
there was no need to convince or 
explain anything to anyone,” said 
right wing Israeli Foreign Minister 
Avigdor Lieberman, after a recent 
meeting in Ottawa with Canadian 
Foreign Minister Cannon. “We 
had amiable talks in a supportive 
atmosphere...we need allies like 
this in the international arena,” 
he said.

Beyond talk of sanctions, Iran 
is currently experiencing major 
turmoil. Massive protests swept 
across the country last summer 
after an election widely seen 
as tainted led to the victory of 
President Mahmoud Ahmadine-
jad.

Social movements globally 
expressed solidarity with the 
protest movement in Iran. Political 
leaders in Europe, the US and 
Canada also backed the protest 
movement.

“With Iran in the picture, 
Ottawa is using any avenue they 
can to build support for sanctions 
on Iran, including manipulative 
positions towards the protest 

movement in Iran,” Molavi 
told The Dominion. “Canada is 
claiming that they support the 
people in Iran, while pushing for 
sanctions that will impact the 
poorest people in the country 
first.”

Canada’s attempts to lock in 
sanctions on Iran contradict the 
demands of leading dissidents in 
Iran, including Nobel Peace Prize 
laureate Shirin Ebadi.

“We oppose military attack 
on Iran or economic sanctions 
because that’s to the detriment of 
the people,” Ebadi said in March 
2010.

Canada’s appeal for “further 
sanctions” on Iran will be in 
the media spotlight during the 
Toronto G8 summit.

It will be critical for grass-
roots movements organizing in 
opposition to the G8 summit in 
Canada to identify the major gaps 
between the push by G8 leaders 
for sanctions and the anti-
sanctions positions of Iran’s most 
vocal opposition leaders.

Stefan Christoff is a regular contributor to 
The Dominion and is at 
http://www.twitter.com/spirodon.

Canada’s Conservatives to Push for Iran Sanctions
Israeli nukes not a concern

Canadian Minister of Foreign Affairs Lawrence Cannon addresses 
the Conference on Facilitating the Entry Into Force of the 
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty in September 2009. CTBTO
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by Anthony Fenton

VANCOUVER–The buzzword 
at the upcoming G8 and G20 
summits in Toronto and Hunts-
ville—both inside the boardrooms 
and on the streets below—is 
“security.”

According to Canadian 
Foreign Affairs Minister Lawrence 
Cannon, the summits will provide 
“an important opportunity to 
address issues of vital interest 
to global and national security.” 
Such issues include the wars in 
Afghanistan and Pakistan, the 
broader War on Terror and the 
perceived threat of a nuclear-
armed Iran, all in the interests of 
charting a secure course for global 
capitalism in the 21st century.

While the way forward for 
counterinsurgency operations in 
Central Asia and the Middle East 
is discussed on the inside, on the 
outside security forces will employ 
tactics that have become standard 
fare at international summits. 
G8/G20 security forces will keep 
protesters behind an “unscalable” 
security perimeter, likened to an 
“urban combat zone” by a Toronto 
Star journalist.

Security operations are being 
touted by officials as “bigger than 
anything Canada has seen before.” 
Speaking at a meeting of the 
Building Owners and Managers 
Association of Toronto, Constable 
Ed Boltuc, spokesperson for the 
G8/G20 Integrated Security 
Unit (ISU), said the scale of 
security will surpass the Vancouver 
Olympics, previously the largest 
domestic security operation in 
Canadian history.

“There’s going to be a 
massive—absolutely massive—
presence of police and security on 
the ground like you’ve never seen 
before,” said Boltuc.

The Globe and Mail reported 
in April that more than “10,000 
uniformed officers and 1,000 
private security guards” will 
comprise a “small army [that] 
will descend” on Huntsville and 
Toronto from June 25 to 27.

The security perimeter will 

reportedly include two three-
metre fences and five levels of 
security screening. According to 
the Council of Canadians, protest-
ers in Huntsville “will be facing a 
$6 million galvanized metal fence 
that will stretch 15 kilometres 
around the summit site,” while 
in Toronto, “it is expected that 
the convention centre will be 
surrounded by a four-metre-high 
steel and concrete fence, with 
military helicopters overhead and 
sharpshooters on rooftops.”

According to an RCMP 
inquiry posted on merx.com, 
pedestrians in the designated areas 
may be subject to magnetometers, 
walk-through metal detectors, 
X-ray scanners and hand-held 
metal detectors. The private 
security contractors, who will 
“perform pedestrian screening in 
designated areas,” must have either 
NATO Secret Security clearance 
or a security clearance approved by 
the Canadian Public Works and 
Government Services Canada.

For the three-day event, the 
federal government has already 

allocated at least $179 million 
for the operations of the RCMP, 
Public Safety and Emergency 
Preparedness, the Department 
of National Defence, Industry 
Canada, and CSIS. Also expected 
are “several specialized police 
units—SWAT teams, intelligence 
analysts, motorcade escorts,” while 
“soldiers and spies will also work 
behind the scenes.”

According to the Supple-
mentary Budget Estimates tabled 
by the Conservative government 
earlier this year, “this funding will 
support planning and operations 
related to policing and security 
at the G8 summit and to cover 
the costs of initial planning and 
preparations for the G20 summit,” 
indicating that the costs may be 
much higher.

The full amount may never be 
known. Addressing the question 
of security costs on its website, the 
ISU states “it would be inap-
propriate to speculate on what the 
costs will be prior to the event...
security plans can and will be 
adjusted right up until the end of 

the event.” 
The police and media 

have begun drawing distinc-
tions between “good” and “bad” 
protesters in an apparent attempt 
to preemptively demonize more 
radical demonstrators.

In an article earlier this 
month highlighting NGOs that 
will be taking a more “diplomatic” 
approach to protesting the 
summits, The Globe and Mail con-
trasted them with another group, 
Resist Toronto G20 Summit 2010: 
“On the group’s Anarchist Forum, 
one member advised visitors to 
bring ear plugs as police will ‘be 
using the sound cannons,’” the 
article states. “A member from 
Quebec City solicits contacts 
with ‘militant organizations in 
Toronto.’”

The Globe and Mail reported 
that “police are already reaching 
out to protest planners and moni-
toring websites on which they are 
planning their events.”

“It’s not keeping tabs; it’s not 
unlike policing a city normally,” 
said G8/G20 spokesperson 

Elite Insecurity
Ten thousand to guard summits in Huntsville and Toronto

While security officials are being vague, high traffic areas near the G20 meeting venue, like the Air 
Canada Centre (shown here), will most likely be closed off to the general public. Allan Cedillo Lisner

Canadian News
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Michelle Paradis. “You know the 
people who are expressly bent on 
wreaking havoc.”

Typically, protesters who are 
construed as “wreaking havoc” are 
labelled “anarchists.” A draft of the 
Canadian Forces Counterinsur-
gency Operations Manual states 
“the most potentially dangerous 
form of insurrection is that of the 
anarchist group which sets out to 
eliminate all political structures 
and the social fabric associated 
with them.”

Christine Jones of the 
Canadian Peace Alliance warned 
the police against utilizing agents 
provocateurs, as they have done 
at past demonstrations. During 
protests against the 2007 Security 
and Prosperity Partnership in 
Montebello, Quebec, police agents 
provocateurs were caught on video. 
More recently, Montreal police 
were videotaped attempting to 
infiltrate an annual march against 
police brutality.

Chief of Toronto Police 
William Blair said security forces 
are preparing for the worst. 
“If protesters want to come to 
Toronto and do that, I’ll facilitate 
that,” Blair told reporters. “If they 
want to cross that line, and start 

breaking windows and damaging 
property and putting people at 
risk, then there will be a different 
response from the police.”

In another evocatively 
headlined article, “The summit 
of all fears,” The Globe and Mail 
warned of “wild protests,” while 
the Toronto Star invoked the 
spectre of “throngs of screaming 
protesters confronting police 
officers in riot gear,” and quoted 
an unnamed resident who stated, 
“Everyone knows that these 
conferences create very, very large 
protests...All it takes is 10 or 20 
very violent protesters to turn the 
area into a war zone.”

The Toronto Community 
Mobilization Network has voiced 
its concern about the scale of mili-
tarization. In a press release, they 
stated: “The Canadian government 
is going to militarize Toronto for 
the G20 summit by bringing in...
troops and thousands of metres 
of fencing to disrupt the lives of 
people in the city.”

Anthony Fenton is an independent 
researcher and journalist based in Pitt 
Meadows, BC. Fenton can be reached via 
WebofDemocracy.org.

“The Olympics that you saw recently in 
Vancouver was actually the largest security 
event ever to take place here in Canada. The 
G20/G8 surpasses that completely... There’s 
going to be a massive–absolutely massive–
presence of police and security on the ground 
like you’ve never seen before.”

– Constable Ed Boltuc, community liaison with the 
Integrated Security Unit, quoted in the Toronto Star

$182,679,000
Estimated Canadian Forces budget for G8/G20

“We won’t ever give out the number.”

– Sergeant Michele Paradis, RCMP spokeswoman, 
on how many police have been assigned to the G8 
and G20 meetings.

 Police forces have entered into an 
alliance to deal with the threat of violent 
protest at Toronto’s G20 summit with as 
many as 10,000 uniformed officers and 1,000 
private security guards teaming up to protect 
world leaders..”

– The Globe and Mail, April 6 2010

“
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by Monique Woolnough and 
Marika Heinrichs

TORONTO–Toronto’s grassroots 
community groups are coming 
together to prepare for the dubious 
honour of hosting the G20 in 
the heart of Canada’s financial 
system. “After a long time, we are 
seeing a rebirth of many different 
types of organizations emerging, 
people who have a variety of 
skills, resources, ideologies and 
approaches to the fight for justice,” 
says SK Hussan, an organizer 
with No One Is Illegal-Toronto 
(NOII). “This is an exciting new 
moment. There are some growing 
pains and it would be sad if the 
G20 exacerbated those pains.” A 
mass mobilization strengthened 
by the local work that exists in 
Toronto is being built by poverty 
action groups, radical disability 
activists, migrant justice organiza-
tions, artists’ collectives, food 
justice groups and countless 
unaffiliated people, some getting 
involved in organizing for the first 
time. The Toronto Community 
Mobilization Network 
(TCMN) is one of many 
arenas wherein some 
of these groups are 
meeting to share 
information about 
actions and events in 
the lead-up to June.

Framing this 
organizing, for 
some, are memories 
of mass militancy in Southern 
Ontario during Mike Harris’ 
reign as Premier in the early 
1990s, as well as lessons learned 
from the anti-globalization 
movement. Mobilizing for several 
years around meetings of large, 
international political and financial 
institutions like the World Trade 
Organization and the G20, the 
movement eventually fractured 
over critiques of whiteness and 
class privilege, recalls Mac Scott, 
an organizer with NOII and the 
Ontario Coalition Against Poverty 
(OCAP). At issue, he says, was 
the focus on putting energy and 
resources into periodic summits all 

over the world, rather than being 
connected to local communities 
(a tendency known as “summit-
hopping”).

Since the mid-2000s, though, 
a different focus has developed: 
one emphasizing decolonization 
and critiquing Canadian national-
ism. Craig Fortier, an organizer 
with NOII and OCAP, recalls 
that a decade ago groups such as 
the Council of Canadians and 
others on the Canadian left were 
resisting neoliberalism through a 
pro-Canadian lens. He notes 
that at the time of 
NOII’s inception 
in 2003, the 
work of impacted 
communities was 

coming to the forefront. NOII, for 
example, has its roots in Project 
Threadbare, a group organized to 
address the racial profiling and 
escalating violence of national 
security and immigration policy 
following September 11, 2001.

While at one time mobiliz-
ing around the G20 may have 
distracted organizers from their 
on-the-ground, day-to-day 
work, hesitations about directing 
resources towards the G20 are 
serving as a useful check on 
the process thus far, says Leah 
Henderson, who has been involved 

in arranging logistics and actions 
at a number of mass mobiliza-
tions. People are not dropping 
everything to work on the G20. 
OCAP is mobilizing around cuts 
to social funding in the recent 
provincial budget. NOII’s Shelter| 
Sanctuary| Status campaign 
continues to evolve; community 
members from Grassy Narrows 
worked with supporters in Toronto 
to organize the River Run rally 

on April 7, promoting awareness 
of the health impacts of mercury 
poisoning from logging in their 
communities.

For Henderson, mass 
mobilizations have a particular 
importance in a Canadian context. 

“A lot of my work over the past 
10 years has been training 
youth, and they feel alone. 
Whether they’re in small 

towns, northern reserves, rural 
environments—even in medium-

sized cities—they feel like at 
best they have a handful of 
people they’re politically 
aligned with,” she says. “If 

we want to come out of this 
with more people who can work 
on day-to-day organizing and 
people who weren’t around for the 
anti-globalization days, people 
need to have the opportunity to 
find networks and allies.” Hussan 
suggests: “That week, if you’re a 
teacher, throw away the cur-
riculum; if you’re a lawyer, do free 
legal provision. We take over radio 
waves, TV stations; there are street 
parties in different parts of the 
city.” He laughs, “Of course, I wish 
every day was like that.”

The impacts of Canada’s 
most recent mass mobilization 

around the Vancouver Olympics, 
with 5,000 people present for the 
19th annual march through the 
Downtown Eastside in memory of 
missing and murdered Indigenous 
women, are certainly being felt in 
Toronto. Hussan celebrates that, 
“For the first time in a mass mobi-
lization, Indigenous self-deter-
mination was at the forefront.” 
The debate about the strategic 
value of different tactics is cycling 

through Toronto, 
intertwining with its 
eruption in Vancouver 

after the February 13 
Heart Attack action, 

when Hudson’s 
Bay Company 
windows were 
broken by 

Olympics protest-
ers organized in a 

Black Bloc. Henderson stresses 
that in terms of security, Toronto 
is in a different situation. “In 
Vancouver, the eyes of the world 
were there; there were thousands 
of international citizens and 
athletes walking through the 
streets next to the protesters. In 
June, it will be just us.”

Just as communities are 
gently and quickly spinning webs 
across the city, this is also an 
opportunity to build on relation-
ships with other communities 
in resistance across the country. 
In Scott’s experience, “The most 
powerful relationships are built 
right on the streets. Many of these 
groups have been to each others’ 
demos, but have never called one 
together.” What comes of those 
relationships can only be told, 
fought over and evaluated in the 
days, weeks and months following 
what promises to be a memorable 
week in June.

Marika is an organizer with No One 
Is Illegal-Toronto, and is involved in 
a loose network of people organizing 
around Indigenous solidarity in Southern 
Ontario. Monique is involved in the same 
loose network, both based in Toronto.

Weaving Reflection into Resistance in Toronto 
Local groups prepare for G20, look to past & future movements

Beehive Toronto

Accounts
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by Rachelle Sauvé

hUNTsViLLE–This June, the ritzy, 
resort-rich Muskokas will see 
the life, leisure and liberty of its 
residents change in preparation 
for the interplay between heads of 
state and their entourages, private 
security forces, temporary workers, 
the global media, protesters and 
police.

Huntsville, Ontario, and the 
Deerhurst Resort will take the 
world stage for a few days to play 
host to the ‘informal’ and private 
working meeting of the world’s 
richest states.

“Prior to the announcement 
that the G8 was coming to Hunts-
ville, there were no community 
consultations,” said Dan Powers, 
assistant to Huntsville Mayor 
Claude Dought. “The G8 summit 
is a federal responsibility,” he said, 
administered and determined by 
the prime minister and his office.

“No, we (Huntsville) didn’t 
have an option,” said Kelly 
Haywood, General Manager 
for the Huntsville/Lake of Bays 
Chamber of Commerce, explain-
ing that despite lack of initial 
community input regarding 
the G8 summit, “the idea 
was primarily embraced as an 
opportunity to benefit the business 
community.”

For many in Huntsville, 
the undemocratic nature of the 
G8, the lack of safe and clear 
forums for debate and dissenting 
voices, and the tremendous police 
presence and control over the area 
are still secondary concerns over-
whelmed by the economic benefits 
that will come to the Muskokas 
through the G8.

The G8 will bring money and 
interest to the area—an area that 
Chaffey District Town Councillor 
John Davis says faces struggles in 
tough economic times. Hunts-
ville, he said, is a “sort of weird 
community where there are people 
who are really rich and people who 
wait on tables and clean hotels for 
minimum wage.”

Operating in trying economic 
times and dealing with problems 

such as an aging population, youth 
out-migration and underemploy-
ment, Hunstville town council is 
debating tapping into its rainy-day 
reserves to finish funding 
G8-related projects to make up for 
the projected shortfall.

“There will be a debenture 
of almost $9 million that the 
township is going to have to 
somehow pay,” said Davis, whose 
constituents are worried about 
housing, the public library and 
road maintenance. He said not 
all the money coming to the area 
for the G8 is being spent wisely, 
but that “everything that goes on 
in a community, if there is money 
being spent, is beneficial.

“Is it solving poverty? No. Is 
is solving homelessness? No,” he 
said. “What does?”

For a town that Davis 
describes as having “not a lot of 
money” in the municipal coffers, 
the G8 summit brings with it a 
sudden and great opportunity 
for building local infrastructure 
and economy. “It is the cheapest, 
best advertisement we’re probably 
going to get.”

Jack Tynan, Managing Editor 

of local newspaper Huntsville 
Forester holds that, “If someone 
is going to come and fix up your 
neighbourhood for you, you smile 
and thank them.”

Parry Sound and the 
Muskoka region will profit directly 
from hosting the G8, receiving a 
$50-million G8 Legacy Infra-
structure Fund, to be distributed 
by Muskoka MP and Minister of 
Industry Tony Clement and The 
Federal Economic Development 
Initiative of Northern Ontario.

Projects benefitting from this 
money have been pulled directly 
from Community Municipal 
Master Plans, according to 
Haywood—plans she said were 
developed through community 
input and, where possible, have 
been contracted to local busi-
nesses. Bracebridge-based Fowler 
Construction, for instance, has 
been awarded a $3.9-million 
security contract.

The Legacy Projects include 
replacing asphalt sidewalks with 
concrete sidewalks in the village 
of Rosseau and new signs for 
Bracebridge. A Summit Centre, 
a University of Waterloo research 

centre and an icepad will be con-
structed in Huntsville, according 
to Municipal G8 Information 
Co-ordinator Lauren Parrot.

Parrot, a Federal Youth 
Intern, is clear that despite her 
professional title, she can offer 
minimal information about the 
G8 summit. Her job is to deliver 
inquiries to the Summit Manage-
ment Office (SMO)* or to the 
Integrated Security Unit (ISU)**.

“Security is really run by the 
SMO—they plan and organize 
everything and we’re really sort of 
bystanders.” said Councillor Davis. 
The SMO briefs town council and 
staff, and conducts community 
meetings. To stay informed, Davis 
explained, the ISU (which has 
been in the community for over 
a year) has taken to frequenting 
local coffee shops and listening for 
rumours they might need to dispel.

The growing police presence 
in Huntsville will swell to 
thousands in the days leading 
to the summit, and will control 
movement in the city with security 
perimeters and flight, marine and 

Canadian News

From H-ville to G-Spot
G8 host has little control over how Legacy Fund touches Huntsville

continues on page 27

On June 25 and 26, Huntsville will host eight of the most powerful leaders in the world. “[We] didn’t 
have an option,” says one resident. Rachelle Sauvé
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At the 2003 G8 meeting in Evian, France, UK 
Prime Minister Tony Blair and US President 
George W. Bush swept aside a French proposal 
to jointly eliminate subsidies on food exports 
to Africa. “The state of Africa,” Blair had said 
earlier, “is a scar on the conscience of the 
world.”

The next year, the EU gave about £1.3 billion 
in subsidies to sugar production. Five million 
tons of EU sugar were then traded on the world 
market, bringing down international prices while 
the European domestic price remained at a 
guaranteed high.

The cheap EU sugar was dumped in 
Mozambique, where two-thirds of the population 
live on less than $2 a day and sugar is the largest 
sector of employment. Unable to compete, 
Mozambique lost about £20 million in export 
revenues–the same amount as its national 
budget for agriculture and rural development.
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the G8

Military spending

Share of votes at the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF)

Population

Powers 
of Eight
The G8 accounts for a small 
portion of the world’s population, 
but a majority of its power. 
Through their influence over 
international financial institutions 
and their economic and military 
dominance, the G8 countries 
shape the world’s economic 
structures.

by Martin Lukacs and Dru Oja Jay

Food SECURIty

At the 2005 G8 in Gleneagles, Scotland, 
heads of state won global accolades for 
announcing that they were granting 100 
per cent debt relief to 18 countries, “a 
great justice” according to Bob Geldof, the 
organizer of the Live8 charity events.

In fact, there was no new money; aid money 
was simply being renamed debt relief, and 
was limited to three years.

Zambia spends almost 25 per cent of its 
budget on debt repayments, three times 
the amount spent on healthcare. Life 
expectancy in the country is 33 years. 

In Burkina Faso, 66 per cent of men and 90 
per cent of women are illiterate. One-third 
of children attend school. The country pays 
twice as much on debt as on education. 

In Guyana, there are 18 doctors per 100,000 
people. The country pays four times more 
on debt than on healthcare.
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The World Bank and the 
International Monetary Fund 
(IMF) act as international debt 
collectors, answering to the 
richest countries, who have the 
most votes. They have used this power to 
impose their preferred reforms in exchange 
for providing new loans and debt relief to 
poor countries. 

These “conditionalities” include cuts to 
social spending like health and education, 
the liberalization of trade through cuts to 
tariffs that protect domestic producers, 
and the privatization or deregulation of 
government enterprises and services.

The 2000 G8 gathering in Miyazaki, Japan 
issued a statement: “The uncontrolled 
and illegal transfer of small arms and light 
weapons...pose a serious threat to peace, 
security, and prosperity. The G8 therefore 
strongly supports national, regional, 
and international efforts to ensure that 
transfers of small arms are carried out in a 
responsible and legal fashion...”

In 2001, the G8 countries were responsible 
for approximately three-quarters of global 
arms transfers (the number has since 
increased to around 85 per cent). 

To date, G8 countries have transferred 
small arms to dozens of states responsible 
for widespread human rights violations, 
including Saudi Arabia, Egypt, the 
Philippines, Columbia, Israel, Burma, 
Indonesia and Nigeria.
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In 2009, the G8 officially 
expanded their economic 
discussions to include 
12 additional countries, 
forming the G20. The G8 
still meets to discuss other 
topics.
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by Cameron Fenton

MONTREAL–A small group of the 
wealthiest and largest carbon-
polluting nations will use this 
summer’s G8 and G20 summits to 
advance an unjust global climate 
deal through unrepresentative, 
anti-democratic channels, say 
climate campaigners, Indigenous 
groups and representatives of 
nations in the global South.

According to documents 
released in February by the G20 
Research Group—associated with 
the Munk Centre for International 
Studies—the European Union 
(EU) wants to “pursue a new deal 
on global warming through the 
G20, since the December 2009 
Copenhagen conference of nearly 
200 countries led to unwieldy 
negotiations that accomplished 
little.”

“This speaks to the inability 
of rich countries to recognize 
[their] climate debt, and speaks to 
their rejection of the UNFCCC 
process and a move to a much 
more undemocratic process,” 
said Andrea Harden, Climate 
and Energy Campaigner for the 
Council of Canadians.

The United Nations 
Framework Convention on 
Climate Change (UNFCCC) 
was established in 1992 and has 
met regularly since 1995 to create 
solutions to climate change. With 
192 countries now party to the 
Convention, it is considered by 
many nations and civil society 
groups as the most democratic 
international forum for reaching 
an effective global climate treaty.

In Copenhagen, the “Circle 
of Commitment”—a group of 
wealthy nations, including the US 
and the UK—secretly circulated 
a document known as the Danish 
Text. It recommended consolidat-
ing climate negotiating power 
in wealthy nations, and placing 
control of climate financing 
under the purview of the World 
Bank. The result of the summit 
was the Copenhagen Accord, 
a US-backed, non-binding 
agreement that was similar in 

scope to the Danish Text. While 
supporting the UNFCCC as a 
forum for international negotia-
tions, many nations and climate 
campaigners are reluctant to 
support the Accord.

“The Copenhagen Accord 
is a weak document that is not 
going to address the issue of 
climate change in any meaningful 
way,” said Harden. “The lack of 
any mandatory emissions targets 
means that whole countries will be 
facing dire consequences thanks to 
our government’s inaction.”

Pablo Solon, Bolivia’s chief 
envoy to the United Nations, told 
The Dominion such big power 
manoeuvring would undermine 
a just global response to climate 
change.

“Bolivia believes that on 
an issue that affects the whole 
of humanity, we cannot make 
decisions in small unrepresentative 
forums, whether it is a group of 
20 nations or in secret dinners 
behind the UN facade as we saw 
in Copenhagen,” said Solon. “That 
is why we are calling for climate 
change to be brought back into 
the full UNFCCC process, and are 
supporting just, effective proposals 
put on the table by civil society 
organizations.”

While Canada and US 
politicians have refused to publicly 
acknowledge their policy shift, 
critics argue their statements about 
the UNFCCC processes indicate 
as much.

In the weeks after Copenha-
gen, head US climate negotiator 
Jonathan Pershing stated “it is...
impossible to imagine a nego-
tiation of enormous complexity 
where you have a table of 192 
countries involved in all the 
detail.”

Critics’ speculation that the 
Copenhagen Accord would be 
used to undermine the UNFCCC 
was confirmed in early April 2010 
at the Bonn intersessional meeting. 
The United States announced 
that nations refusing to sign the 
Accord would be ineligible for 
financial aid to developing nations 
to mitigate climate change.

“The US is acting like a bully, 
strong-arming the most vulnerable 
countries to get them to sign onto 
an ineffective and unfair deal that 
will not move the world closer to a 
just climate agreement,” said Kate 
Horner of Friends of the Earth in 
a statement to the media.

“This is in their rights, but 
unfair and clearly an attempt to 
punish Bolivia,” said Solon. “What 
kind of negotiation is it where you 
lose money if you disagree?” He 
said Bolivia’s negotiating positions 
would not change because of such 
threats. “We are a country with 
dignity and sovereignty and will 
maintain our position.”

Canada’s Environment 
Minister Jim Prentice denied rich 
countries would prefer to work 
outside the UNFCCC. When 
asked by The Dominion, he also 
pledged support for the Copenha-
gen Accord.

“Close to 90 per cent of 
the world’s emissions are now 
governed under the Copenhagen 
Accord,” Prentice said. “The 
[government’s] intent is to proceed 

through a multilateral process to 
turn that accord into a treaty. It 
may be discussed but the focus will 
be the multilateral process to turn 
this into a binding treaty, and that 
is not the role of the G8 or G20.”

For representatives of Indig-
enous communities, drowning 
island nations and nations of the 
global South, the Copenhagen 
Accord represents a step in the 
wrong direction.

“The Copenhagen Accord 
has no legal standing—it is a 
declaration of defeat by nations 
determined to avoid their respon-
sibilities for climate change,” said 
Solon.

Canada has come under fire 
as a major destabilizing force in 
international climate politics, and 
recently lowered its emissions 
targets to meet those of the 
United States.

“Our economies are inte-
grated to the point where it makes 
absolutely no sense to proceed 
without harmonizing and aligning 
a range of principles, policies, 
regulations and standards with 

Toronto vs. Cochabamba
G20 to consolidate control over climate negotiations

Environment

“The corporations and governments of the so-called “developed” countries, in 
complicity with a segment of the scientific community, have led us to discuss 
climate change as a problem limited to the rise in temperature without 
questioning the cause, which is the capitalist system.[...] The capitalist system 
has imposed on us a logic of competition, progress and limitless growth. This 
regime of production and consumption seeks profit without limits, separating 
human beings from nature and imposing a logic of domination upon nature, 
transforming everything into commodities: water, earth, the human genome, 
ancestral cultures, biodiversity, justice, ethics, the rights of peoples, and life 
itself.”

–From the People’s Agreement, signed at the World People’s 
Conference on Climate Change and the Rights of Mother Earth

Evo Morales, President of Bolivia. kris  krüg (CC)



19The Dominion, Summer 2010 — Issue #68: Special Issue on the G8/G20

respect to combating climate 
change,” said Tracy Lacroix-
Wilson of Environment Canada.

Under the self-regulation 
measures of the Copenhagen 
Accord, the Conservative govern-
ment has decided to harmonize its 
emissions targets with the United 
States at 17 per cent below 2006 
levels by 2020.

When measured against the 
Kyoto Protocol’s 1990 base year, 
the Copenhagen Accord will only 
reduce emissions by three per cent. 
This is half of Canada’s legally 
binding targets under the Kyoto 
Implementation Act, and far 
below what climate scientists are 
calling for.

Critics point out that the 
Accord leaves 75 countries 
involved in the UNFCCC nego-
tiations out of future climate plans, 
adding weight to speculations that 
Canada and other major polluting 
economies aim to undermine the 
UNFCCC.

“It is essentially the G20 that 
is holding back the international 
process to achieve a fair, ambitious 
and legally binding climate 
treaty,” said Kimia Ghomeshi, 
G8/20 Campaign Co-ordinator 
for the Canadian Youth Climate 
Coalition. “It is these industrial-
ized, wealthy countries that are 
historically responsible for causing 
climate change and therefore 
have the greatest responsibility 
to reduce their greenhouse gas 
emissions.”

Gomeshi argues that without 
comprehensive, science-based 
targets enshrined in a global treaty, 
76 nations “representing approxi-
mately 80 per cent of global 
emissions” will need to make cuts 
internally. Without enforcement 
measures, there are no forums for 
the most adversely affected nations 
to hold polluters accountable.

To address the Copenhagen 
Accord’s inadequacies, Bolivian 
Prime Minister Evo Morales 
convened the first World People’s 
Conference on Climate Change 
and the Rights of Mother Earth in 
Cochabamba, Bolivia, in late April.

“The People’s Summit on 
Climate Change aimed to bring 
democracy and people back into 
decisions on climate change and 
our future,” said Solon.

The Council of Canadians 
was one of the organisations which 
sent civil socity representatives 
to the Cochabamba conference. 
“We are excited to hear about and 
discuss some of the projects on 
the table, including the creation 
of a climate justice tribunal and 
an international referendum on a 
global climate treaty,” Harden told 
The Dominion. in the lead up to the 
summit.

Meanwhile, critics accuse 
wealthy nations of delaying 
innovative responses to climate 
change. At the G8 Foreign 
Minister’s meeting in Gatineau, 
Quebec in March, Japan’s was the 
only delegate to address the media 
on the subject of climate change.

“As we all know, the global 
community must address the 
issue of rising sea levels and rising 
temperatures. In order to address 
[climate change] there seems 
to be a consensus today,” said 
Kazuo Kodama, Japan’s Foreign 
Affairs press secretary. “We have 
to transform our society from 
a carbon intensive one to a low 
carbon society.”

According to documents 
obtained from the International 
Energy Agency (IEA), G8 and 
G20 leaders will likely table 
Carbon Capture and Storage 
(CCS) technologies as their main 
effort towards this transformation. 
The IEA’s 2009 CCS report to 
the G8 notes that “most of the 
major economies have announced 
ambitious plans (and associated 
funding) for large-scale CCS 
demonstration projects,” including 
a $3.5 billion investment from the 
Canadian government.

But a 2008 report released by 
Greenpeace called CCS technol-
ogy a “false hope” solution that has 
yet to be effectively implemented 
by any large-scale coal-fired power 
plant or in the Canadian tar sands.

“Carbon Capture and 
Storage amounts to an expensive 
distraction from more meaningful 
actions addressing the climate 
crisis, like keeping fossil fuels in 
the ground, significant improve-
ments in conservation and energy 
efficiency,” said Harden. “Even 
worse, emphasizing the proposed 
‘potential’ of CCS masks the 
immediate impacts of ongoing 

expansion of destructive fossil 
fuel-based energy production, 
which the climate crisis demands 
we transition away from.”

The Toronto Community 
Mobilization’s G20 call-to-action 
included an invitation to Copen-
hagen to bring “climate justice” to 
the streets of Toronto.

“Following the collapse of 
the Copenhagen Climate Summit, 
[the G8/G20] will be discussing 
the global economy, development 
and climate change,” read the 
invitation. “These gatherings are 
about trying to fix capitalism, a 
system that cannot be fixed; about 
creating unsustainable market 
responses to ecological catastrophe 
that reinforce systems of oppres-
sion... The so-called leaders at 
these gatherings do not represent 

us.”
Organizers are looking to 

examples and proposals from 
the global South, such as those 
coming out of the World People’s 
Conference on Climate Change 
and the Rights of Mother Earth.

“We imagine the beginnings 
of a people’s accord, a summary 
of proposals led by groups who 
have worked many years on these 
issues, which can be implemented 
at local, regional, national and 
international levels,” said Bolivia’s 
Solon. “And it could provide a 
road map for saving people and 
our planet.”

Cameron Fenton is an intern at The 
Dominion and an anthropology student 
at Concordia University in Montreal.

Will backroom deals at the G8 leave poorer countries to suffer the 
consquences of climate change? Matt Forsythe

Environment
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by Dawn Paley

VANCOUVER–“Recovery and 
New Beginnings” is the slogan 
Canada will be pushing at the 
G20 summit in Toronto, but for 
many Indigenous people, what’s 
going on inside the meeting 
represents more of the same.

Activists like Arthur Manuel 
of the Secwepemc Nation think 
the impacts of a Canada-hosted 
summit are clear.

“The G8/G20 impacts 
Indigenous people because 
Canada, who’s hosting the session, 
is actually claiming they have 100 
per cent exclusive power, jurisdic-
tion, authority over Aboriginal and 
treaty territories, and that’s totally 
wrong,” he said.

Manuel and others will 
be working to ensure that the 
illegitimacy of the G20, and the 
Canadian government’s ongoing 
denial of Indigenous sovereignty, 
take centre stage during the 
meetings.

From climate change to 
Indigenous rights, the government 
of Canada lags far behind.

The G8 is a power play 
by participating countries, said 
Ben Powless, a Mohawk from 
Six Nations who works with 
the Indigenous Environmental 
Network. “It’s an effort to try 
and get out of their international 
obligations in terms of the [United 
Nations] and in terms of their own 
actual moral and legal responsibili-
ties to the people most impacted 
by their decisions.”

Manuel and Powless are part 
of a push to bring Indigenous 
resistance to the international, 
macroeconomic level. Both are 
involved with Defenders of the 
Land, a national-level organization 
that attempts to bring together a 
national response to Indigenous 
struggles that are often isolated 
and fragmented.

“The AFN [Assembly of First 
Nations] has already tried to deal 
with all these issues, and so have 
all the provincial, territorial and 
tribal organizations,” said Manuel. 
“They’ve all written their letters, 

they’ve all had their resolutions, 
but the government doesn’t 
respond to it. The Defenders is just 
another added level of reaction 
that is coming from a body that 
isn’t really controlled through any 
sort of government-type funding,” 
he said.

The AFN and the territorial 

and tribal organizations receive 
yearly core and project funding 
from the federal government.

“But I don’t think Defenders 
in itself is adequate. I think the 
real answer is the local people 
have to get involved, local people 
have to take action on the ground 
and force the federal government 
and the provincial government to 
change basic fundamental policy,” 
said Manuel.

This push for bottom-up 
action is a concerted, purpose-
ful response to the top-down, 
undemocratic powers exercised by 
the G20.

“Right now all of the major 
economic decisions are top-down; 
that’s what the G8/G20 is all 
about,” said Manuel. “All the top 
dogs get together, and they make 
decisions in private meetings. And 
the decisions float down—which 
is wrong. One of the things about 
Aboriginal treaty rights is that 
it’s a very bottom-up kind of 
approach, especially vis-a-vis the 
G20.”

Manuel emphasized that 
non-Native support for Indig-
enous struggle is not only possible, 
but also an effective way to push 
back against corporate power.

“The real thing for Canadian 
people to realize is that Indigenous 
people are really the only ones 

who have a legitimate interest in 
pushing back government and 
pushing back industry, and you 
can tell that just by the court 
decisions that Indian people have 
won,” he said. “If Canadians can 
understand that, that’s how they 
can counterbalance big companies: 
by supporting Indigenous people, 

and the recognition of Aboriginal 
treaty rights—as opposed to just 
leaving it up to the government. 
If you leave it up to the govern-
ment then you’re endorsing the 
top-down approach.”

While 2010 is the second 
time Canada has hosted the 
Winter Olympics and the G8 in 
a single year, it is the first time 
anti-capitalist and anti-colonial 
movements will converge on both 
events.

For those who were part of 
the anti-Olympics convergence in 
Vancouver, the G8/G20 protests 
in Ontario mark the next step 
forward.

“The step forward I want to 
take from anti-Olympics organiz-
ing is from here to Toronto,” 
said Lyn Highway, a community 
organizer in Vancouver. “Conver-
gences are places where Indig-
enous resistance can connect with 
other anti-capitalist resistance.”

For Highway, being able to 
work on an autonomous action 
and also plug into legal and media 
infrastructure set up as part of the 
convergence, was one of the key 
successes of the anti-Olympics 
convergence.

“The anti-globalization 
movement never really mobilized 
Native people in North America, 
although there were large numbers 
involved in Mexico and South 
America,” said Gord Hill, an 
artist from the Kwakwaka’wakw 
nation involved in anti-Olympics 
organizing. But he thinks many 
Native people were encouraged 
by the expressions of resistance 
during the Games in Vancouver.

“No movement has ever 
succeeded without using a 
diversity of tactics, which arises 

From Ski Hills to the Summit
Indigenous activists challenge Canada’s claims to traditional lands

Original Peoples

What is Defenders of the Land?

In a declaration entitled, “Tell 
the world the truth about 
Canada’s record on Indig-

enous rights!”, the Defenders of 
the Land, a network of Indig-
enous communities and activists, 
is appealing for a “cross-Canada 
day of non-violent action” on 
June 24, timed to coincide with 
the opening of the G20 summit 
in Toronto.

According to the declara-
tion, actions could include 
“blockades, occupations, rallies, 
or economic disruptions, in 
addition to spiritual ceremonies 
and community gatherings, all 
of which maximize respect for 
life and our rights as Indigenous 

Peoples.”
First Nations signed on 

include the Algonquins of 
Barriere Lake in Quebec, the 
Ardoch Algonquin and Big Trout 
Lake in Ontario, and the Carrier 
Sekani Tribal Council, which 
represents eight communities 
in the central interior of British 
Columbia.

They aim to draw attention 
to what they say is the Canadian 
government’s “continued policy…
to terminate Indian Peoples by 
removing our land and resource 
base and denying us the right to 
self-determination.”

Canada, alongside New 
Zealand, Australia and the 

“Canada, who’s hosting the G8, is 
actually claiming they have 100 per cent 
exclusive power, jurisdiction, authority 
over Aboriginal and treaty territories, 
and that’s totally wrong.”
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from the involvement of diverse 
social movements, and this is a 
strength that should be promoted,” 
said Hill. “Expressions of resis-
tance in non-Native movements 
shows a fighting spirit, a warrior 
spirit,” he said.

A day of action on Indig-
enous rights, called by the 

Defenders of the Land, will take 
place June 24 in Toronto.

An Indigenous counter-
summit planned for Toronto 
evolved out of an Indigenous 
summit in Hokkaido, Japan, which 
took place during the G8 summit 
there in 2008.

The decision to focus on the 

G8 in 2008 was a telling moment 
in the international Indigenous 
movement, said Powless, because 
it brought together those people 
living in G8 countries who are 
directly impacted by economic and 
colonial policies.

The four-day gathering 
at Toyako, Hokkaido, in Ainu 
territory, included Ainu perfor-
mances and cultural events, as 
well as open- and closed-door 
meetings, all of which took place 
alongside public events surround-
ing the G8 summit. “It did a good 
job of opening up the spotlight 
in terms of Indigenous issues 
there, and gave a fairly prominent 
voice to a lot of the Indigenous 
representatives who were able to 
attend,” said Powless.

In addition to the actions of 
June 24, Indigenous people will be 
active around the G20 in labour 
unions, anarchist collectives, and 
national and youth organizations.

Dawn Paley is a journalist based in 
Vancouver. She is a member of the 
editorial collective of the Vancouver 
Media Co-op. 

A demonstration in solidarity with Grassy Narrows in Toronto. Defenders of the Land, a network of 
communities that includes Grassy Narrows, is calling for a nationwide day of action to “Tell the world 
the truth about Canada’s record on Indigenous rights” on June 24. Allan Cedillo Lissner

Original Peoples

What is Defenders of the Land?
United States, were the only 
countries to vote against the 
United Nations Declaration on 
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
in 2007. Australia reversed its 
position last year and was recently 
followed by New Zealand, which 
declared its support at the United 
Nations Permanent Forum on 
Indigenous Issues in New York on 
April 19. The next day, Wash-
ington’s UN Ambassador Susan 
Rice announced the United States 
would review its opposition.

In his Speech from the 
Throne in March, Canadian 
Prime Minister Stephen Harper 
indicated the Conservative 
Government might give “qualified 

recognition” to the UN Declara-
tion, which critics argue would 
drastically limit its full implemen-
tation.

During the national day of 
action, Defenders of the Land 
will demand the Canadian 
government adopt and implement 
the UN Declaration, recognize 
Indigenous land rights, stop 
criminalizing Indigenous human 
rights activists, and investigate 
and take action to end the murder 
and disappearance of hundreds 
of Indigenous women (582 since 
1974, by the latest count of the 
Native Women’s Association of 
Canada).

—Martin Lukacs
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2004. We specialize in website 
design and development for 
community organizations and 
small businesses.

OOur mission is to promote the 
use of free & open source 
software by community groups, 
and create a skill and resource 
pool for progressive IT workers. 

Koumbit is a non-profit 
organization founded in  

Web Development - Hosting - Design



Charity
is no substitute
for justice
withheld.
- St. Augustine
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by Dan Kellar

WATERLOO—While the 
Canadian government was 
prorogued and the Canadian 
public was watching the Olympics, 
Prime Minister Stephen Harper 
quietly signed the Canada-USA 
Procurement Agreement (CUPA).

The agreement navigates 
around a recently enacted United 
States “Buy-American” policy. 
Critics of the CUPA argue that 
the agreement further locks neo-
liberal ideologies into Canadian-
American trade policy. This 
free-market expansion challenges 
or removes much of the capacity 
for provincial and local govern-
ments to control local economic 
development decisions.

The implementation of the 
CUPA foreshadows Canada’s 
agenda at the June 2010 G8/20 
meetings where, as Harper stated 
during a planning meeting in 
Ottawa in March, he will be 
urging the G20 to “open global 
markets” and “resist protection-
ism”. Miranda Goeltom, Senior 
Deputy Governor of the Bank 
of Indonesia, noted at the 
G20 Workshop on the Global 
Economy in May 2009 that the 
G20 agreed upon commitments 
to “reinvigorate world trade and 
investment,” primarily through 
“reducing trade and investment 
barriers and financial protection-
ism.”

The CUPA overcomes what 
a March 2010 edition of the 

Global Trade Alert report calls a 
“worrying measure” of protection-
ism. Under the CUPA, resisting 
protectionism means decision-
makers will have to consider bids 
from American contractors for 
procurement contracts, giving 
no favour to local companies. In 
an appendix in the CUPA titled 
“Market Access,” procurement 
associated with publicly funded 
schools and local economic devel-
opment programs in Ontario and 
Quebec are not protected from the 
CUPA’s reach. For other provinces 
and territories, specific exclusions 
were created for education and 
local economic development 
programs.

While there are no tariff 
barriers between provinces in 
Canada, differences in regulation 
and approaches to management in 
environmental protection, labour 
rights, health care delivery, and 
public education are equated to 
barriers by trade economists. These 
views are shared by a group which 
holds considerable influence at the 
G20 summits – the World Trade 
Organization. Agreements such 
as the 2007 Trade, Investment 
and Labour Mobility Agreement 
(TILMA) between Alberta and 
BC aim to eliminate these barriers.

In 2009 the Council of 
Canadians (CoC) released “State 
of Play: Canada’s Internal Free 
Trade Agenda,” a report giving 
updates on TILMA and other 
interprovincial Free Trade Agree-
ments (FTA). The report critiques 

these agreements for allowing 
“corporations and individuals 
to challenge any provincial or 
municipal government measure 
they feel ‘restricts or impairs’ 
their investment. Even measures 
designed to protect the environ-
ment and public health can be 
brought to an unelected TILMA 
dispute panel with the authority 
to impose penalties as high as $5 
million [against the challenged 
government].”

This allowance is akin to 
the CUPA provisions in Notes 
to Appendix A, which challenge 
strengthening environmental 
protections as “disguised barrier[s] 
to trade,” or the Chapter 11 
review panels of the 1994 North 
American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA), which allows corpora-
tions to sue governments when 
they change policies or regulations 
that could affect trade. A 2009 
case brought to the NAFTA 
review panel by DOW Chemicals 
found that Quebec’s restrictions 
of certain toxic pesticides were 
considered a disguised trade 
barrier.  

“It [TILMA] will dra-
matically restrict the ability of 
governments–including local 
governments–to act in the public 
interest,” said Murray Dobbin of 
the CoC.

Unlike NAFTA, in TILMA 
there is no limit on how many 
times a corporation may bring 
an issue to the dispute panel. 
If a regulation is found to be a 
“disguised barrier to trade,” foreign 
corporations may continue to sue 
the offending government until 
that regulation is changed. To 
avoid continual negative repercus-
sions, governments may avoid 
implementing stronger standards 
and policies.

The CoC reported that 
“some US states have shown an 
interest in signing TILMA, which 
would lead to massive deregula-
tion in Canada as we harmonize 
policies with the United States. 
TILMA thus becomes an issue of 
democracy and of deep integration 
with the US.” With the two agree-
ments sharing many of the same 

Free Trade Goes Local
Provincial “barriers to trade” broken under new regional agreements

Dave Ron

continues next page
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traffic restrictions.
An ISU information 

pamphlet explains the G8 is “a 
private, working meeting between 
several working leaders” and that 
“the general public is discour-
aged from coming to observe 
the event.” The ISU has set up a 
toll-free number for townspeople 
to “report unlawful activity that 
could be related to the summit.”

The ISU has come under 
criticism in the recent past for 
selectively dismissing civil liberties 
during the Olympics.

Richard Cusson, who works 
at Deerhurst Resort, said what has 
recently changed is the notable 
presence of plain-clothed police 
integrating into town activities. 
“It’s not too hard to tell (that they 
are police officers) when you see 
two guns sticking out,” he said.

In a town thickening with 
police, rumour and suspicion, 
Cusson, for the most part, is 
choosing to keep his lips sealed. 
As an employee of the host resort, 
he is “not supposed to talk about 
it,” he said. “The least amount of 
info I get, the better for me.”

The ISU seems to be 
following the example set during 
the Olympics. It declared it will 
honour Charter rights to assembly, 
free speech, the press and other 
fundamental freedoms. Special 
note is made by the ISU G20/G8 
website, regarding Breach of Peace, 
a designation that allows police 
to arrest people without laying 
charges, and thereby skipping 
scrutiny and accountability in the 
courts.

Police seem to be gathering 
information and allies in the 
community. People living within 
the interdiction zone have all been 
visited personally at their houses 
by the ISU, explained Councillor 
Davis, and people living in the 
summit area must register with 
police forces. “They must provide a 
name, date of birth and, of course, 
a background check is done,” said 
Powers.

He said only a small number 
of people will truly be affected 
by the police presence and that 
others, including those in the area 
who are opposed to the G8, need 
not worry about police involve-

ment in their lives.
The Huntsville Forester has 

received and printed relatively few 
words from those opposed to the 
G8, said Tynan. Though he knows 
some locals may oppose the G8, 
Davis suggested that Huntsville “is 
a small town and those people still 
have to live in this town after.”

Local media are most inhab-
itants’ means of accessing informa-
tion, and most of the information 
reported comes directly from the 
SMO or ISU.

Davis, critical of the Forester 
for delivering what he calls 
“cookie-cutter journalism” and 
acting as “a mouthpiece for the 
Mayor” said that when a small 
town of 20,000 receives the 
majority of its news from one 
paper that tends to print whatever 
the reigning political bodies offer, 
“it becomes an autocratic society; 
democracy is not served well.”

Rachelle Sauvé is a cook, gardener, 
educator, agitator and advocate working 
for over a decade at Food Sovereignty and 
Anti-Poverty Movements in Ontario.

* A federally administered project of 
the Department of Foreign Affairs and 
International Trade.
** Overseen by Public Safety Canada 
and is a combined force of the RCMP, 
OPP, Canadian Forces and other security 
agencies.

clauses, the implementation of the 
CUPA forces many of TILMA’s 
clauses onto provinces, states, and 
municipalities who had little to no 
input into the agreement.

Canada is discussing a Free 
Trade Agreement (FTA) with 
Europe that the CoC says “is 
likely to put pressure on provincial 

governments to increase privatiza-
tion, including in areas such as 
child care and public health care…
municipal governments will also 
be forced to fall into line.”

Fraser Institute economist 
Amela Karabegovic and trade 
advisor Robert Knox wrote that 
“interprovincial barriers are, and 
will remain a major roadblock in 

the current negotiations… the 
free-trade agreement with the EU 
is an opportunity for Canadian 
governments to finally resolve the 
remaining interprovincial barriers.” 
It becomes clear that the regula-
tory harmonizations that result 
from TILMA and the CUPA 
must take place for FTA negotia-
tions to continue.

“The [G8] recognized in its 
Pittsburgh statement last year that 
‘there are different approaches to 
economic development and pros-
perity,’ which is the same as saying 
that free trade, privatization and 
open markets don’t always work,” 
Stuart Trew of the CoC told The 
Dominion. “Harper disagrees with 
that idea and has made noises 
that he’d like the G20 to broaden 
its mandate to go after ‘protec-
tionism in all its forms’, which 
would include important national 
measures to protect the environ-
ment or help local industries grow 
up and compete.”

Dan Kellar is an organizer with AW@L 
and is co-host of AW@L Radio. He will 
see you in the streets of Toronto in June.

“Cottage Country,” continued from page 15

“Some US states have 
shown an interest 
in signing TILMA, 
which would lead to 
massive deregulation 
in Canada.”

“Operating in trying 
economic times and 
dealing with problems 
such as an aging 
population, youth 
out-migration and 
underemployment, 
Hunstville town 
council is debating 
tapping in into its 
rainy-day reserves 
to finish funding 
G8-related projects to 
make up the projected 
shortfall.”
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family planning programs will be 
renewed.

The battle lines have been 
drawn. But what is at stake?

Financially it is unclear. The 
2010 Canadian federal budget 
increases international aid by $364 
million before capping it for sub-
sequent years. The budget states 
“Canada will use its leadership...
to focus the world’s attention on 
maternal and child health and 
will work to secure increased 
global spending on this priority.” 
Yet there is no specific monetary 
allocation for the new initiative.

In ideological terms the 
stakes are well-defined. Harper 
told the World Economic Forum 
“it is...time to mobilize...to do 
something for those who can do 
little for themselves. To replace 
grand good intentions with sub-
stantive acts of human good will.” 
There is no attempt to address the 
root causes of injustice.

“There is a connection 
between a woman having control 

over her body and taking a first 
step towards empowerment and 
equality,” notes Tremblay of the 
Ad-Hoc Coalition. “If a women 
doesn’t have control over her body 
how successful can those other 
initiatives be?”

It isn’t clear what Harper’s 
G8 Initiative on Women and 
Children will achieve. On the 
contrary, given the systematic 
erosion of work supporting 
women’s equality and equity, there 
is a pressing concern that women’s 
rights will be further undermined.

“Stephen Harper has been 
a disaster for women,” observes 
Rebick. “He is the most dangerous 
prime minister we have ever had. 
Harper is dismantling Canada as 
we know it.”

Rusa Jeremic is an Educator, Writer 
& Satirist based in Toronto. She has 
an M.A. in Political Science from York 
University.

“Women and Children,” continued from page 7

let’s fight harper!
let’s fight, harper!

Copy editing matters!
Interested in volunteering?

moira@mediacoop.ca
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enough international support to be 
enacted.

The other proposal promoted 
by European countries is a tax 
or levy on the assets of banks. It 
would not bring in sums on the 
scale of a Tobin tax, though some 
financial analysts believe it would 
restrain banks and raise some 
bailout money. As it stands now 
the levy has gained support from 
Britain’s key European counter-
parts, France and Germany, both 
of whom are strongly promoting it. 
From the perspective of the banks 
this is a more acceptable proposal 
than the Tobin tax as it would be 
either a one-off or infrequent fee 
based on a bank’s worth rather 
than a tax on its every transaction.

A great deal of Canada’s 
authority on these bank tax issues 
within the G20 is based on the 
perception that the country’s tradi-
tional banking sector was able to 
withstand the financial crisis. The 
historical record is murkier. While 
it is true that Canada did not have 
to bail out its banks there is much 
more to the story than mainstream 

media accolades of bank prudence 
and wise Conservative government 
policy.

In the late 1990s, and again 
in the early part of the new 
millennium, the five Canadian 
banks aimed to merge into three 
institutions to obtain the capital 
base to compete internationally 
with banks such as Citigroup, 
UBS, and Royal Bank of Scotland. 
They hoped to enter the “major 
leagues” of investment banking 
and non-traditional speculative 
banking: the very markets that 
were at the heart of the crash.

Critics argue these merger 
attempts were not prevented 
because of a prudent fear of 
systemic risk, or the Liberal gov-
ernment’s foresight. News of the 
banks’ ambitions and public outcry 
about layoffs, branch closures and 
increased service charges forced 
the Canadian government to block 
the mergers. Canadian financial 
elites and the business class 
harshly criticized the government. 
Yet it may have been fortunate for 
them, and the current government, 

that the Canadian public was not 
swayed. Otherwise, Canadian 
banks might have been bailed out 
as well in 2008.

The International Monetary 
Fund has also weighed in, with 
Managing Director Dominic 
Strauss-Kahn saying countries 
opposing bank levies only because 
they escaped the current crisis 
unscathed are being “shortsighted.”

The US position leading up 
to the June G20 meetings is likely 
to be a major determinant of the 
success or failure of the G20 bank 
tax talks. The US bank bailouts 
have made it difficult for the US 
government, unlike Canada, to 
point to their strong financial 
sector as a reason to oppose bank 
taxes. Nevertheless, the US has 
also come out strongly against 
the Tobin tax and has reacted 
ambiguously to the idea of an 
international bank levy.

On the other hand, the 
Obama administration has made 
public statements over the last 
few months about an internal 
bank levy proposal. This may lead 

the US to be more open to an 
international levy given that it 
would shield them from capital 
flight if all nations bought in.

Because consensus is required 
for G20 policy decisions the 
growing Atlantic divide leaves 
any tax or levy plans up in the air. 
Meanwhile, the positions of the 
other 15 G20 countries are still 
being developed and do not seem 
to be getting much attention from 
the major players.

Though tax watching might 
seem like a dull sport it is worth 
observing the developments 
this June. The European powers 
backing these taxes have been 
shaken by the crisis and pressured 
by their electorate. Regardless of 
motivations the taxes could have 
real-world effects that should not 
be minimized. The taxes are not 
radical but at least they point in 
the right direction: towards the 
banks.

Darren Puscas is a researcher on a 
project on women and unionization at 
McMaster University, and is the editor of 
the blog www.g20breakdown.com

“Bank Tax,” continued from page 5

As a consequence of this 
growing list of allegations, Canada 
has drawn criticism from around 
the world, first from environ-
mental, religious and human 
rights organizations and labour 
unions, and now increasingly from 
international institutions such as 
the United Nations Committee 
for the Elimination of Racial 
Discrimination (CERD) and the 
UN Special Rapporteur on Toxic 
Waste and Products.

The Canadian government 
has also begun to acknowledge 
its lack of accountability within 
the transnational mining industry. 
The first National Roundtables 
on Corporate Social Responsibil-
ity and the Canadian Extractive 
Industry in Developing Countries 
was organized in 2006, in 
reaction to a 2005 report from 
Canada’s Parliamentary Standing 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
International Trade (SCFAIT). 
The report acknowledged Canada 
does not have laws ensuring 
Canadian mining companies 

“conform to human rights 
standards, including the rights 
of workers and [I]ndigenous 
peoples.”

The Roundtables released 
a consensus-based, multi-
stakeholder report approved by the 
main industry group, the Prospec-
tors and Developers Association of 
Canada (PDAC).

 The Harper government 
took two years to respond to the 
Roundtables’ recommendations. 
Its report, “Building the Canadian 
Advantage: A Corporate Social 
Responsibility (CSR) Strategy 
for the Canadian International 
Extractive Sector,” rejected the 
recommendations and offered 
no tools for redressing the 
documented abuses of Canadian 
industry abroad.

Instead, the report offered 
increased subsidies to Canadian 
mining companies under the CSR 
banner. The “voluntary approach 
of CSR” is a strategy advocated 
by G8 countries as part of the 
Heiligendamm Dialogue Process, 

initiated at the 2007 G8 summit 
in Heiligendamm, Germany. 
Before this dialogue process, the 
Commission for Africa (CfA), 
launched in February 2004 by 
Tony Blair in the lead up to the 
G8 in Gleneagles, advocated the 
same strategies in a 2005 report.

In an analysis of the report, 
watchdog NGO Corporate Watch 
said, “The Commission for Africa 
does concede that ‘oil, diamonds, 
timber and other high-value com-
modities all fuel Africa’s conflicts.’ 
However, [CfA] points the blame 
at the OECD [Organization 
for Economic Co-operation and 
Development] Guidelines on 
Multinational Companies for 
failing to provide ‘clear enough 
guidance on what companies 
should do in these situations.’...
Rather than regulating, or even 
dismantling, these corporations, 
the CfA will allow them to 
continue plundering at will, appar-
ently satisfied by their ‘corporate 
social responsibility’ policies and 
promises to be more transparent.”

Recently, members of 
Canada’s parliament have 
proposed legislation to hold 
Canadian transnational resource 
extraction companies account-
able to Canadian law. Liberal 
MP John McKay introduced 
private members bill C-300 to 
the House of Commons February 
29, 2009. The bill would withhold 
government funds, including 
billions of dollars in Canadian 
Pension Plan investments and 
diplomatic support for companies 
found—following a government 
investigation—to be abusing 
human rights. Some contend that 
this bill—while a positive step 
forward in holding corporations to 
account for their crimes—is most 
valuable in its exposure of the 
Canadian government’s support 
for its mining industry abroad.

Canada is a signatory to the 
International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights, the Inter-
national Covenant on Economic, 
Social and Cultural Rights, the 

“Mining,” continued from page 10
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CAlEndAR of EVEntS
The SummiTS:

June 25 – 26: 
G8 Summit in huntsville, ontario

June 26 – 27: 
G20 Summit in toronto, ontario

Some oTher evenTS:

June 18 - 20: 
2010 People’s Summit

June 21 - 24: 
themed days of Resistance (Build Up)

June 21:
Economic Justice
Migrant Justice

June 22:
Gender justice, queer and disAbility rights

June 23:
Climate and Environmental Justice (day time)

June 24:
Indigenous Sovereignty and Self-determination

June 25: 
“Free the Streets!” Community day of Action.

June 26: 
dayTime: Family friendly march and rally organized by 
labour unions, community groups and nGos
evening: “Get off the Fence” march (evening time)
nighT: Saturday night fever: Street Party (night time)

June 27:
decentralized actions
Solidarity/Victory March

For a complete, up to date listing, visit 
g20.torontomobilize.org/schedule

International Convention on 
the Elimination of All Forms of 
Racial Discrimination, and the 
Convention on the Prevention 
and Punishment of the Crime 
of Genocide. Private member’s 
bill C-354 aims to codify these 
international agreements into 
Canadian law. The International 
Promotion and Protection of 
Human Rights Act (IPPHRA), 
introduced by NDP MP Peter 
Julian, amends the Federal Courts 
Act to permit people who are 
not Canadian citizens to initiate 
lawsuits based on violations of 
international law or treaties to 
which Canada is a party if the 
violations occur outside Canada.

“The IPPHRA contrasts with 
Bill C-300 in that C-300 keeps 

the monitoring of corporate activi-
ties out of the criminal or civil 
courts, in administrative processes 
controlled by ‘the Ministers,’” said 
Grahame Russell of Rights Action 
in an email.

“With respect to reforming 
Canada’s criminal code so that 
corporations and their directors 
could be brought to trial for 
criminal actions in their corporate 
activities in ‘developing countries,’” 
he added, “no one in Canada has 
taken up this challenge.”

Sakura Saunders is an editor for 
protestbarrick.net, an all-volunteer news 
site that networks organizations and 
community groups around the world 
against Barrick Gold.
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