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Having problems keeping up with the 
rent lately? Struggling Albertans 

may at least take pride in their provincial 
government’s principled stand for free 
market economics. Premier Ed Stelmach is 
committed to preserving our free market 
by not interfering in the markets with rent 
controls. Meanwhile, the tar sands cycle of 
boom-and-bust development continues 
to produce an unregulated mess. This is 
largely the product of former Premier 
Ralph Klein ‘s refusal to interfere in the 
operation of the free market, a policy 
Stelmach has continued. Klein deregulated 
Alberta’s electricity rates to allow the free 
market to work its magic and Albertans 
suffered soaring prices as a result.

    Our economic system is supposedly 
underpinned by economist Adam Smith’s 
supply-and-demand principles. Under 
this 18th Century model, the price of 
goods and services would be determined 
by “the invisible hand of the marketplace” 
with a multitude of independent buyers 
and sellers competing, producing fair 
prices for all. The myth of free markets is 
used to legitimate capitalism in the public 

mind, but reality often intrudes on this 
neoliberal fantasy. Capitalism involves 
the investment of money (capital) in a 
business, often with absentee owners and 
the labour of others to generate profits. 
The modern incarnation of this philosophy 
is  the corporation, which is relentlessly 
promoted by our political, economic, and 
media elites as the embodiment of the 
free market. Any critique of it is equated 
with an assault on the very concept of 
free choice.   

Competition: who needs it?
The reality is far different. Unfettered 
capitalism leads inexorably to the 
concentration of ownership and the end 
of real free market competition. Almost 
every sector of our economy suffers from 
monopoly or oligopoly (control by a few 
businesses), with a handful of transnational 
corporations dominating a given industry 
and its markets. The oil companies serve 
as a blatantly obvious example, as does 
Microsoft. Some companies such as Wal-
Mart are so huge that they can dictate 
prices and terms to their suppliers, virtually 

guaranteeing sweatshop production. Our 
family farmers are going bankrupt by 
being squeezed between giant profiteering 
suppliers like Monsanto and Cargill 
and the low prices they get for their 
harvest, often from the same companies 
supplying their farms. Meanwhile, huge 
U.S. agribusiness operations receive 
billions yearly in government aid, allowing 
them to dump their produce in developing 
counties and drive local farmers off the 
land. Across North America, Coca-Cola 
has exclusive contracts for beverage sales 
on many college campuses, including the 
University of Alberta, precluding any 
possibility of choice.

The ongoing mania for mergers and 
acquisitions, accelerated by NAFTA 
and promoted by business observers as 
improving efficiency, further consolidates 
control of a given economic sector. 
Legislation designed to prevent this 
has been gutted, eliminated, or ignored 
by governments to create a “business-
friendly” investment environment. 
Canadians are only too familiar with 
concentration of ownership in banking. 
Our mass media too is dominated by a 
few huge conglomerates such as Rogers, 
Quebecor, CTVglobemedia/CHUM, 
Shaw, and CanWest Global, often with 
cross-ownership by a company in several 
different media in the same market. Far 
from relishing the rough-and-tumble of 
real bare-knuckle competition, capitalists 
loathe it and they and their political 
allies will do everything in their power 
to prevent it. Adam Smith condemned 
corporations as a distorting force on his 
supply and demand ideal. In many ways 
the noncompetitive natures of these 
businesses seem about as close to true free 
markets as the former Soviet command 
economy.               

Reality check
Pundits attempting to equate capitalism 
with a real free market invariably stress 
the supposed competitive nature of 
our economic system, but this may be 
easily dismissed. Patents, a profoundly 
anticompetitive device, give a company 

exclusive control over an innovation 
for years, allowing price gouging, as 
pharmaceutical companies illustrate. 
This control has been extended globally 
through the World Trade Organization’s 
coercive American-style patent protection. 
In the idealized supply and demand model 
consumers, somehow possessing perfect 
information about all aspects of the 
market, would make their choices based 
on a logical, knowledgeable analysis of 
the products available and their needs. 
In the real world, hundreds of billions 
of dollars are spent worldwide each year 
on the all-pervasive advertising industry 
to override and disrupt these rational 
choices with shallow, gaudy emotional 
appeals, especially those ads targeting 
children. In North America, biotech 
companies campaign relentlessly to 
prevent mandatory labeling of genetically 
modified foods, eliminating informed 
consumer choice.  

Regardless of the wishful thinking of 
neoliberalism’s boosters, many economic 
success stories have been underwritten 
or organized by government. Computers 
and the Internet had their start with 
government and university research. It 
was only after these had first been publicly 
developed that private enterprise was able 
to take over with a commercially viable 
business. Much of the primary medical 
research leading to new drugs is carried 
out at public expense in universities 
or government-supported labs such 
as the National Institutes of Health. 
And, as writer/activist Noam Chomsky 
has observed, the American civilian 
aviation industry would not exist without 
subsidization by the massive government 
funding of the military aerospace sector.

The reality is far different. 
Unfettered capitalism 
leads inexorably to the 

concentration of ownership 
and the end of real free 

market competition. 
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Caitlin Crawshaw

editorial

A frigid Alberta winter can make life appear to be moving slower. In some ways, it 
is. When forced to go outside, frozen lips make you slur your words; frostbitten 

feet feel like lead boots. Even worse: those moments where you feel as if Alberta itself is 
stuck – firmly wedged in place, like chunks of snow in the treads of your Sorels.

I experienced one of those moments recently, during a trip to a Medicentre. I only 
waited an hour to see a doctor about my bronchitis – it was the poster in the examining 
room that stunned me. It listed a slew of new user fees for various medical services. 
Though stuck in the fogginess of seasonal illness, I raised an eyebrow: is private medicine 
is slowly being rolled out under our noses? One nurse I know says she’s absolutely 
convinced of it.

Anyone with a progressive bent has these moments of dread. They’re a painful reminder 
that the neocons are powerful and progress can be slower than molasses in January. 
They’re also a reminder that we should all be doing something – anything – to push 
Alberta forward, when so many others want to drag us backwards or keep us frozen in 
the present.

But, there are signs of hope, both at home and abroad. On the national front, we’ve got 
a wily coalition threatening to dismantle Harper and his cronies. Internationally, we’ve 
got Barack Obama at the helm of the U.S., suggesting a dramatic change in international 
affairs and perhaps in the relationship between Alberta and the U.S.

Then there are the more obscure tales. A short documentary by a U.S. Filmmaker has 
garnered an Oscar nomination and may draw attention international attention to the 
consequences of Alberta oil. Downstream explores an Alberta Physician’s fight to draw 
attention to the high cancer rates plaguing aboriginal people in Fort Chipewayan, Alta., 
which is downstream of large oilsands projects.

Fortunately, neither chilly weather nor political frustrations have slowed down the 
Post’s contributors. We’re confident that at least one of the articles in this issue will either 
warm your heart or get your blood boiling. Perhaps activist Randy Steinhauer’s Lefty 
liberals? (page 4), which reminds us not to mistake ‘liberal’ with ‘progressive,’ or Nigel 
Douglas’ exploration of the impacts of development on wildlife (page 8). This Winter issue 
offers up an eclectic mix of perspectives that we hope you enjoy. If you do – or don’t – I 
encourage you to drop us a line and let us know what you think (parkpost@ualberta.ca). 
Constructive criticism, story ideas and contributions are always welcome. 

The cold shuffle towards progress

Have something to say?

Say it here. The Post accepts 
submissions all year long from 
thoughtful community members. 
Contact parkpost@ualberta.ca
for more information.
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letters to the editor
Human ‘parasites’ to blame for economic meltdown

Randy Steinhauer has a problem with what he labels ‘conservative Christian fundamentalist evangelicals’ and thinks they’re being 
conned. He should understand what the labels really mean. 

I might be considered to be a conservative Christian fundamentalist evangelical, since I believe in Jesus Christ, I believe in the 
fundamentals of Christianity (love God, love your neighbor, Jesus is God’s son, died for us, and brings us back to God), and I 
believe that evangelism is good and right and natural. I might be considered to be conservative because of the way I vote, but am 
not necessarily traditional. 

We are not being conned. We vote for those who agree with our positions on abortion (the respect and protection for innocent 
human life), and with our position on marriage (the respect and protection of the family and male-female relationship), not 
because we are guaranteed success, but because if we vote the other way, we are guaranteed failure.  

In addition to all the labels above, I am also a farmer and an environmentalist, and an independent thinker.  I am ready to explore 
other options for caring for the environment, and have worked in reducing soil erosion, improving water quality, and reducing 
greenhouse gases in my non-farm career.

I do not agree with every single conservative program, but your solutions Randy, simply create more problems. If you create 
more daycare spaces with government money, and the two-income family benefits from this, you are financially disadvantaging 
the single income family who may desire to have one parent stay home to care for the children, or who may want to use other 
caregivers. You may be providing incentives for parents to neglect each other and split up, or for single parents to have children, 
and further destroy the family foundation in society.  I realize there are exceptions and special needs, but using a broad brush to 
solve them causes other problems.   

You have to ask yourself why society has changed so much that such a huge percentage of marriages end in divorce and a large 
percentage of young people never bother to get married, even though we have never been so affluent.   

It is also apparent that you do not understand what the separation of church and state was supposed to be all about. It was 
an American policy, not a Canadian one, and it was about the state staying out of the churches - not the other way around. 
Furthermore, this was a policy dreamed up by conservative Christians, both to keep peace, and to allow a new country to thrive. It 
was not a policy dreamed up by any other religion anywhere, that I am aware of.  

Yes, it is true that many Canadians are anti-American, even while espousing their doctrine and religion of tolerance. They certainly 
are not tolerant towards the Americans, nor are they tolerant towards conservative Christian fundamentalist evangelicals. Yet, 
these so-called liberal elite would force everyone else to be tolerant.

I am a capitalist for the same reason I believe in democracy – not because it’s perfect, but because the alternatives are so much 
worse. I do believe there need to be some checks on capitalism, and I also believe the majority is not always right, even though they 
have the power to say that they are.  

I would rather have the politicians pander to the Christian right, or even to the Christian left, than pander to the ideologically 
valueless, illogically radical fundamentalist left.  I fully understand that conservatives make mistakes, but I prefer those mistakes to 
the mistaken direction and groupthink of the fundamentalist left.  

As you noted, social justice, peace, environmental work, are often initiated and carried out by Christian fundamental evangelicals. 
Serious Christian evangelicals who are found in both mainline and evangelical churches donate more money and spend more time 
helping the disadvantaged than any other single group in North America. If they support a war, it is to prevent a larger disaster. 
If they make a mistake, they will admit it much quicker than the “there-is-no-God” communists did. They also understand better 
than most the ideological warfare of various religions and philosophies in the world today, whether it is the caste system in 
India, or the subjugation of women in the Muslim world, or the treatment of children in China, Thailand and Indonesia, or the 
tribal system in Africa, or the pagan mysticism in South America.  Assuming these all have easy, clean, and simple answers is the 
purview of the fundamentalist left.  

Your article was nevertheless written with a flair and a focus that can be commended.   

John Zylstra,

Bluesky, Alta.

Author wrong about fundamentalists

Throughout my many years of farming I had to contend with various kinds of parasites. There were Bertha 
army worms, warble flies, grain beetles, aphids, fusarium, fleas, and a host of others. If these parasites were 
not controlled, they put the viability of the farming operation in jeopardy.

I believe that one of the prime reasons for the current world economic crisis is that there are too many 
human parasites in our society. These are the people who produce no goods and provide no services, but 
live lavishly by manipulating capital, exploiting cheap labour, or engaging in illegal activities. Capitalism 
allows most of these parasites to pursue their self interests with virtually no restrictions.

The lack of proper regulation allows parasites to run rough shod over those who must work for a living. A 
problem arises when their excesses result in working people losing their jobs, their savings, their pensions, 
or their homes. Suddenly, capitalism no longer provides Martha and Henry with a decent standard of 
living. To add insult to injury, when the parasites themselves run into problems, the system provides for 
them to be bailed out with taxpayers’ money, so that they may continue to maintain their lavish lifestyle. 

One can hardly blame Martha and Henry for considering that to be unfair.

William Dascavich
Edmonton, Alta.

Send your letter to: 
parkpost@ualberta.ca

The Post reserves the right to edit 
letters for length and clarity.
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economy and politics
FREE MARKET/ continued from page 1           

Relocalizing
For true competition to exist in the 
marketplace, new competitors must be able 
to enter a business sector. Technological 
and financial barriers, as well as the 
difficulty of breaking into established 
distribution networks, may make this 
virtually impossible even for a company, let 
alone an individual. Corporations, while 
extolling the virtues of the nonexistent 
free marketplace, have no problem 
lobbying for and happily accepting huge 
government subsidies and handouts, 
on the order of one trillion dollars very 
year worldwide even before the market 
meltdown began, all in the name of 
free enterprise. Meanwhile, neoliberal 
economists dismiss any suggestions of 
government intervention designed to help 
the general public as distortions that would 
undermine free-market price signals.     

dominating the economy with cloned 
chain stores and monopolistic industries, 
sucking profits out of communities back 
to their head offices and their mainly 
wealthy shareholders, enriching a few and 
impoverishing many more. Additionally, 
inventory and supplies for the chains 
are often imported from outside the 
locality, further draining capital from 
the region. If this money had been left in 
the neighbourhood, it would have had a 
multiplier effect as it circulated, generating 
more benefit within the community. This 
concentration of money in corporate 
hands not only distorts marketplace 
economics, but also gives big business 
the power to dominate our governments, 
resulting in policies that favour the rich 
while perpetuating poverty and inequality 
here and around the world.

 The effects of this dichotomy between 
the ideal and actual economy are more 
than academic. Domination of an industry 
by a few companies results in a boring 
uniformity of products with little real 
variety. Local cultural traditions are crushed 
in the resulting drive toward worldwide 
homogenization. “Natural monopolies” 
such as utilities may exist but at the very 
least, if privately owned, their prices and 
quality of service must be tightly regulated. 
Medicare, education, social services, and 
access to clean water should, of course, 
be publicly funded and delivered to all, 
but many consumer goods and services 
would benefit from real free markets. This 
would allow numerous small enterprises, 
family businesses, worker-owned firms, 
cooperatives, and inventor/innovator 
mavericks to flourish, resulting in a much 
more equitable distribution of wealth. 
Instead, we have corporate oligopolies 

The absurd pretense that free markets 
form the basis for our economic system 
was drowned in the colossal waves of 
government bailouts lavished on rescuing 
the global capitalist financial system from 
itself. Of course, this is presented to the 
public as saving the economy, not the big 
investors, and therefore done for the benefit 
of the workers. Oddly, there have been no 
reports of workers doing cartwheels in the 
street at the news of the bailouts. When 
considering the true state of “independent 
competition” in our economy, it becomes 
increasingly obvious that the myth of the 
free markets is primarily perpetuated to 
support the status quo. It serves more as an 
excuse by right-wing governments to avoid 
initiating any measures or programs that 
might benefit ordinary citizens than as an 
accurate reflection of our real economy. 

More information on corporate 
monopolies and oligopolies may be found 
in The Truth About the Drug Companies 
by Marcia Angell, It’s the Crude, Dude 
by Linda McQuaig, The Microsoft File by 
Wendy Goldman Rohm, and The Media In 
Canada chapter of Mel Hurtig’s The Truth 
About Canada 

Randy Steinhauer (a.k.a ‘Radical Randy’) 
is an Edmonton activist and author of 
The Edmonton Social Justice/Activist 
Contact & Resource Handbook. More 
information on economic and social 
justice issues may be found at http://
activistresources.raisemyvoice.com

In the real world, hundreds 
of billions of dollars are spent 
worldwide each year on the 
all-pervasive advertising 
industry to override and 
disrupt these rational choices 
with shallow, gaudy emotional 
appeals, especially those ads 
targeting children.

In the idealized supply and 
demand model consumers, 
somehow possessing perfect 
information about all 
aspects of the market, would 
make their choices based 
on a logical, knowledgeable 
analysis of the products 
available and their needs.

Now that the candidate John McCain 
described as the biggest liberal in 

the U.S. Senate has been elected president, 
social justice advocates can rejoice, right? 
Barack Obama’s choice of Wall Street 
insiders for financial advice and his plans 
for an Afghanistan troop surge should 
remind us not to conflate “liberal” with 
“left-wing progressive.”

So who are these liberals? 
Liberal values and policies are commonly 
considered to include formal legal equality 
for all, guaranteeing civil rights, affirmative 
action, women’s rights, access to abortion, 
greater sexual freedom and relaxed social 
mores, gay rights/marriage, marijuana 
decriminalization, gun control, and 
greater leniency in dealing with crime. 
Also included are the promotion of 
cultural diversity and multiculturalism, 
the separation of church and state and 
freedom of the press (at least for those who 
can afford one). 

What is vitally important to realize 
is that these are social/cultural values, 
which may well be generally embraced by 
people on the political left, but which leave 
the fundamental nature of our economic 
system unchallenged. Herds of liberals 
may be found roaming anti-poverty 

Lefty liberals?
RANDY STEINHAUER

events, wringing their hands in sympathy 
while supporting the very system that 
ensures people remain impoverished.   
Economically/politically, a liberal may 
still champion capitalism and American 
imperialism as fanatically as any social 
conservative. Many of the wealthy elites 
may themselves be socially liberal. During 
the civil rights movements of the 1950s, 
‘60s, and ‘70s, liberals sought to make 
everyone, regardless of race, gender, 
religion, or sexual orientation, a player in 
the capitalist economy, destined to either 
exploit or be exploited. They simply added 
more people with their eyes on the prize to 
the system without changing the nature of 
the system itself. A limousine liberal may 
have no objection to hoarding vast wealth 
by exploiting workers and the poor as long 
as they aren’t being discriminated against 
in the process.    

The 18th Century revolutions inspired 
by the liberalism of the Enlightenment, 
with its increased emphasis on the rights 
of the individual, provided a libratory force 
against the old entrenched aristocracy. 
However, the liberal values of unfettered 
economic self-interest and individualism 
have mutated into the mad pursuit of 
wealth at all costs under the “free market” 
laissez-faire supremacy of neoliberalism.  
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economy and politics
Liberals, including many in America, have 

opposed the invasions or destabilizations 
by the U.S. or its proxies. However, 
this was often due more to a pragmatic 
disagreement over the effectiveness of 
strategy or concern over the excessive 
financial or human costs of the operation, 
rather than principled opposition to 
American aggression or its economic goals. 
Some just want more bang for the buck or 
a less messy means of achieving the same 
end. Liberals may back U.S. invasions 
provided this “nation-building” imposes 
some mangled caricature of democracy 
on the victim state.   

A major liberal focus has been redressing 
past and ongoing injustices to groups 
facing discrimination. This has led to a 
fairer society, but preoccupation with 
these matters to the exclusion of all other 
considerations by some liberals can lead to 
a diversion from the pursuit of a more just 
world for all. Rather than creating a unified 
front, the focus on identity politics risks 
splintering the movement for social and 
economic justice. It plays into the hands of 
right-wing pundits, making it easy for them 
to lampoon liberal “political correctness.” It 
has also allowed conservatives to engineer 
the “culture wars” backlash that served to 
alienate the broader public from liberals 
and, by association, the left.

Oh, that liberal media!
Perhaps nothing arouses conservative ire 
more than the “left-wing liberal unpatriotic 
mass media.” The mainstream mass media 
is generally sympathetic to liberal social 
values but, of far more significance, 
it is corporate, owned by corporate 
conglomerates and deriving most of 
its revenue from corporate advertising. 
As such, it overwhelmingly promotes 
neoliberal capitalism and glorifies the U.S. 
military. Corporate media enthusiastically 
supported “free trade” and demanded 
the huge Wall Street bailouts, with minor 
reforms to patch-up the system. Any 
doubts as to the true loyalty of the liberal 
media vanished with the 9/11 hype and 
hysteria. Rather than carrying out actual 
journalism, the context-free corporate 
media echo chamber amplified every Bush 
administration lie and distortion in the 
stampede to the Iraq war. The Canadian 
liberal press pushed for involvement in 
the Iraq invasion and continues backing 
the Afghan occupation with their knee-
jerk campaign to “support our troops” (i.e. 
support our war) campaign. If mainstream 
corporate media does actually report on 
any American misdeeds or aggression 
or an excess of greed by big business it is 
immediately lambasted by the far right 
corporate media for its left-wing liberal 
bias.

the WTO, NAFTA, the World Bank, and 
the International Monetary Fund amoung 
others. Also to be eliminated is corporate 
rule, that is ownership/control of the 
economy, mass media, and government 
by corporations and their wealthy major 
shareholders as well as the rights enjoyed 
by corporations as “artificial persons” 
under the law. The left also opposes 
economic and military imperialism and 
today this primarily means standing 
against the American Empire. In spirit all 
this may be summed up as putting people 
ahead of money, making the economy the 
servant to the people, rather than their 
master.

The “tax and spend” liberals of the 
conservative legend may occasionally 
implement programs to help the less well-
off members of society, but these often 
resemble band-aid programs more than 
any fundamental change to the system. This 
is not to suggest that these liberal programs 
are of no value. The mild socialism of 
Franklin Rooseveldt’s Depression era New 
Deal, Lyndon Johnson’s “Great Society,” 
and Canada-wide Medicare brought in 
by a minority Liberal government under 
pressure from the NDP benefited many 
poor and middle class families. The liberal 
parties, though generally not any more 
disposed to challenge corporate rule 
than their conservative counterparts, do 
have far more room at their periphery 
for people advocating genuine change. 

Liberal parties
The major Canadian and U.S. political 
parties generally considered liberal are 
the Liberals and Democrats. In the 20th 
Century, John F. Kennedy and Bill Clinton 
were liberal Democratic presidents, but 
they certainly weren’t shy about using the 
American military and its allies abroad 
in pursuit of U.S. political, strategic, and 
economic objectives. Jean Chretien’s 
Liberal government went merrily along 
with the Afghanistan invasion. They only 
publicly backed off of involving Canada 
in the Iraq Coalition in the face of huge 
protests throughout the country, but did 
quietly provide several warships to a fleet 
protecting U.S. aircraft carriers operating 
against Iraq. 

Economically, Clinton and Chrétien 
were more than willing to use the deficit 
panic of the mid-’90s to savage social 
programs. It was also these two leaders 
who pushed the soft imperialism of 
the corporate “free trade” bills of rights 
such as NAFTA and the World Trade 
Organization (WTO). Just as conservative 
parties may be elected by appealing to 
social conservatives, the liberal parties may 
achieve power through the votes of social 
liberals. In either case, the public usually 
winds up with a politically/economically 
right-wing government.      

Hollywood’s entertainment industry 
may be socially liberal, pushing the 
boundary of acceptable taste but, with rare 
exceptions, generally promotes the values 
of the capitalist system itself and promotes 
American chauvinism and its materialistic 
and consumer values. This has become 
even more blatant since the rise of reality 
television and its celebration of the greed-
driven, win-at any-cost ethos.

Will the real left please 
stand up?
Left-wing economic and political activists 
tend to share liberal values of individual 
rights but go far beyond this to demand 
economic and social justice. This includes 
a good living wage, benefits, effective 
unions, full access to Medicare, education, 
social programs, and affordable housing 
regardless of income, redistribution 
of wealth, local empowerment, and 
the preservation of culture and the 
environment rather than aggrandizement 
of commercial interests. Globally, the left 
pursues fair trade rather than exploitive 
“free trade” and international cooperation 
and peaceful people-centered development 
rather than intimidation, invasion, and 
war. In practice, this effectively means an 
end to rampaging neoliberal capitalism, 
especially global capitalism in the form of 

Herds of liberals may be found roaming anti-poverty 
events, wringing their hands in sympathy while 
supporting the very system that ensures people remain 
impoverished. Economically/politically, a liberal may 
still champion capitalism and American imperialism 
as fanatically as any social conservative. 

However, those espousing actual left-wing 
economic policies that threaten entrenched 
power can expect to be marginalized or 
demonized by the party apparatus and 
mainstream corporate media, especially if 
they seek leadership positions. Of course, 
this doesn’t mean the left can’t form tactical 
alliances with liberals to oppose wars or 
advance social causes.             

It is by working with those who truly 
share our goals that we can hope to end 
poverty, homelessness, and war and bring 
about a more equitable society. None of 
this should be taken to imply that there 
aren’t liberals working for social justice 
or left-wing causes, only that it cannot 
be automatically taken for granted that 
someone is an economically left-wing 
progressive simply because they are 
identified as liberal. Lefty liberals? Not 
necessarily.

Randy Steinhauer (a.k.a ‘Radical Randy’) 
is an Edmonton activist and author of The 
Edmonton Social Justice/Activist Contact 
& Resource Handbook. More information 
on economic and social justice issues 
may be found at http://activistresources.
raisemyvoice.com
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the Post’s coordinating editor at 
parkpost@ualberta.ca

Thank you, 
volunteers!

Many thanks to the 65 
volunteers who freely 

offered their time, skills 
and positive energy to the 

Parkland’s 12th annual 
conference. We couldn’t 

have done it without you.

Thanks also to the 
conference committee 

that made the 12th annual 
conference a resounding 
success: Gordon Laxer, 

Elizabeth Smythe, Chibu 
Lagman, Myrna Kostash 

and Brenda Spencer.

Volunteers are an integral 
part of the Parkland 

Institute’s activities. If 
you’d like to contribute 

your time, please call Cheri 
Harris at (780) 492-8558.
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conference retrospective

November 14-16, 2008
University of Alberta Campus

This fall, about 700 people took part in the Parkland Institute’s 12th annual conference, The moral of the story: Art, culture, media and politics. Held Nov.14-16 at the University of Alberta, the conference featured 
renowned thinkers and journalists like Tariq Ali, Megan Boler and Heather-Jane Robertson, among others. If you missed out on the conference, visit the Parkland Institute’s website for links to audio recordings of 
sessions, musings by conference bloggers and much more. (www.ualberta.ca/parkland)

Photos: Paula Kirman

Tariq Ali, keynote 
speaker and 
internationally 
renowned journalist

Nora Young, 
CBC journalist

David Cooper, joint editor 
of Critical Perspectives on 
Accounting, founding member 
of the Parkland Institute

Conference goers take a 
coffee break between sessions

Heather Jane Robertson, 
author and vice-president 
and treasurer of the 
Canadian Centre for 
Policy Alternatives

Conference participants 
deep in thought during a 
plenary session.

Murray Dobbin, Canadian 
journalist and social activist

Health-care researcher and 
activist Carol Wodak poses a 
question to a session presenter. 

Writer and political 
commentator Sheila Pratt 
and award-winning writer 
John MacLachlan Gray

Audience members, like Public 
Interest Alberta Chair Larry 
Booi, actively participated in 
conference sessions. 

Rebecca Sullivan, professor at the 
University of Calgary and a local media 
columnist and commentator on gender, 
media and popular culture. 

 An enrapt crowd listens to a speaker.

Policy consultant David Thompson 
and Sheila Muxlow, Prairie 
Organizer for the Council of 
Canadians, share a laugh.
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As Canada’s tar sands extraction 
expands full steam ahead, a perfect 

storm of internal and external opposition 
could derail some of the voracious growth 
at the world’s largest energy project.

Together, skyrocketing construction 
costs, falling crude prices, increasingly 
vocal opposition from some native groups, 
and a little known section of the 2007 U.S. 
Energy Independence and Security Act all 
threaten growth projections in northern 
Alberta.

“If I was an investor, I wouldn’t want to 
take the risk of putting money into the tar 
sands right now,” said Liz Barratt-Brown, 
a senior attorney at the Natural Resources 
Defence Council, an NGO leading U.S. 
lobbying efforts against Canada’s heavy 
oil industry.

Canada is the largest foreign exporter 
of oil to the United States, with Alberta’s 
tar sands sending roughly 500,000 barrels 
to the U.S. every day. Losing access to 
the U.S. market would significantly affect 
expansion plans.

And Canadian oil industry lobbyists are 
concerned about section 526 of the U.S. 
Energy Independence and Security Act 
of 2007 which bars U.S. federal agencies 
such as the military and the postal service 
from buying synthetic or unconventional 
fuels if they create more greenhouse gases 
emissions than conventional fuels.

“It was just one of those funny stories in 
Washington where this section [526] was 
overlooked,” said Greg Stringham from 
the Canadian Association of Petroleum 
Producers. “I don’t think Canadians or oil 
companies knew about this section.”

Between January and September of 
last year, Canadian oil lobbyists pushed 
hard to have section 526 amended or 
repealed, said Barratt-Brown. Unlike 
other provinces, Alberta maintains its own 
special interests office in Canada’s embassy 
in Washington.

In February 2008, Canada’s ambassador 
to the United States, Michael Wilson, 

Emissions 
    thicken the air 
       in Alberta

The tar sands’ 
biggest customer 
has second 
thoughts

CHRIS ARSENAULT

wrote to the U.S. defence secretary arguing 
that Canadian tar sands oil should not 
be included in the interpretation of this 
section.

Then on Mar. 17, Democratic Senator 
Henry Waxman, chair of the House 
Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee and author of the legislation, 
wrote a letter to Chairman Jeff Bingaman of 
the Senate Energy and Natural Resources 
Committee clarifying the legal meaning 
of section 526.

Waxman said section 526 of the Act 
prohibits U.S. government agencies, 
including the military, from purchasing 
“fuels derived from tar sands.”

Lobbying continued throughout the 
spring. Two Republicans from Texas, Reps. 
Jeb Hensarling and Mike Conaway, sent 
a letter in late March to other members 
of the House of Representatives stating: 
“Section 526 would be problematic enough 
if it were clear and straightforward, 
however, the language contains several 
ambiguities, causing a flurry of attempts 
at legislative interpretation by the Air 
Force, the Canadian government, [and] 
the Centre for Unconventional Fuels [an 
industry lobby group].”

“This will be the first time government 
agencies have to look at greenhouse gas 
emissions for purchasing policies and that’s 
positive,” said Barratt-Brown.

Oil from Canada’s tar sands creates 
roughly three times the GHG emissions 
as conventional crude, according to 
environmentalists.

Mayor Kitty Piercy, who submitted the 
resolution.

Despite the actions of individual cities 
and the California’s state government, 
the military is the largest consumer of 
transportation fuel in the U.S., so its 
interpretation of Section 526 and future 
purchasing habits are crucial.

To counter anti-tar sands campaigners, 
the Alberta government launched a $21 
million advertising campaign in April 
aimed at improving the province’s brand.

Environmentalists claimed victory 
in late September, when the Defence 
Authorisation Bil l  passed without 
weakening or amending section 526. Oil 
industry lobbyists say environmentalists 
haven’t won any victory and U.S. institutions 
will continue purchasing tar sands oil.

While environmentalists are claiming 
victory, plans in the U.S. are going ahead 
to retrofit old refineries to process tar sands 
synthetic crude, a sign that some industry 
players are not concerned about new 
legislation. U.S. drivers in Colorado, Ohio, 
and Indiana are already burning gasoline 
derived from tar sands oil.

“I was in Whiting, Indiana recently, 
where they are retrofitting one of the oldest 
refineries in the U.S. to process tar sands 
crude,” said Thomas Clayton-Muller, with 
the Indigenous Environmental Network.

In January 2007, Governor Arnold 
Schwarzenegger announced that California 
would require a 10-percent reduction in 
carbon content from all fuels sold in the 
state by 2020, which would effectively ban 
imports from the tar sands.

The U.S. Conference of Mayors passed 
a resolution in June calling for an end to 
unconventional oil imports. “Our cities 
are asking for environmentally sustainable 
energy and not fuels from dirty sources 
such as tar sands,” said Eugene, Oregon 

From the office tower of the Canadian 
Association of Petroleum Producers in 
downtown Calgary, Greg Stringham is 
within a 15-minute walk from 150 oil 
companies and “rumours spread fast.”

Str ingham doesn’t  seem overly 
concerned about anti-tar sands legislation 
in Washington. He wouldn’t comment 
directly on what a Barack Obama-Joe 
Biden Democratic administration and 
increased concerns about global warming 
could mean for the industry except to say: 
“I’m not confident of anything.”

Chris Arsenault is a writer and activist 
(chrisarsenault.ca).

This article first is reprinted from The 
Dominion (www.dominionpaper.ca).  
*A portion of Chris Arsenault’s visit to 
Alberta was minded and financed by Shell 
Canada. 

“It was just one of those funny 
stories in Washington where this 
section [526] was overlooked,” 
... “I don’t think Canadians or 
oil companies knew about this 

section.”

Despite the actions of 
individual cities and the 
California’s state government, 
the military is the largest 
consumer of transportation 
fuel in the U.S., so its 
interpretation of Section 526 
and future purchasing habits 
are crucial.
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The Parkland Institute 
needs volunteers from 
communities around 
Alberta. We are looking 
for: distribution, web page 
design, media list, event 
organizing, promotions, 
fundraising and more! 

volunteers!

THANK YOU!

The Parkland Post is supported by the 
proceeds of a generous endowment 

by the Woodsworth-Irvine Socialist 
Fellowship

Anybody who has seen the sad sight 
of a rattlesnake squashed on a 

dusty prairie road can appreciate the fact 
that, while roads may meet some of the 
immediate requirements of an animal, 
they are not necessarily a good thing for 
that species.

Without a doubt, as Alberta becomes 
increasingly fragmented by industrial 
access, roads will play an enormous part 
in the future of wildlife, both endangered 
and common. Access management is 
increasingly being recognized as one 
essential tool in the management of species 
at risk in Alberta. It seems entirely likely that 
if it can ever be applied comprehensively, it 
will have an important role to play in the 
continued survival of a variety of species. 
But as that rattlesnake would attest were 
it in a suitable state to attest anything, it 
is important to keep in mind the whole 
picture.

The relationship between roads and the 
endangered Ord’s kangaroo rat played a 
lead role in the recent Joint Review Panel 
hearing into proposals by EnCana to drill 
1,275 new gas wells in Suffield National 
Wildlife Area, north of Medicine Hat. 
Kangaroo rats have very specific habitat 
requirements: they need dry sandy soils 
with sparse vegetation cover, particularly 
active sand dunes. In the past, periodic fires 
and passing bison herds ensured that areas 
of suitable sand dune habitat were kept 
open. But as the bison were exterminated 
and fire suppression became a common 
practice, available habitat for kangaroo 
rats became increasingly overgrown with 
vegetation.

The long road 
to wildlife recovery 
in Alberta

NIGEL DOUGLAS

Human contact continues to 
threaten species

And this is where the roads come in. 
Surely, EnCana scientists argued at the 
hearing, construction of industrial roads 
in the dry grasslands of Suffield creates 
bare sandy areas alongside, and so they 
must be good for kangaroo rats. “It’s clear 
that Ord’s Kangaroo Rat require blown-out 
dunes as one aspect of their habitat,” said 
John Kansas, a member of the EnCana 
panel. “They also use edges of roads and 
steep banks along the river ... so any form 
of open sand adjacent to native prairie 
is fair game for Kangaroo Rat.” Stephen 
Fudge, also an EnCana witness, took it a 
step further, responding to questions about 
levels of shallow gas activity: “Perhaps 
from an Ord’s Kangaroo Rat (sic), there’s 
not enough,” he said.

Fortunately the Suffield Coalition, led by 
Alberta Wilderness Association (AWA), 
refused to allow these comments to pass 
unchallenged. Biologist Cleve Wershler 
pointed out that “[t]he COSEWIC (2006) 
status report indicates the trend toward 
increasing use of anthropogenic habitats 
(specifically roads in the National Wildlife 
Area), appears to be a threat to this species 
by providing low quality ‘sink’ habitats in 
which mortality exceeds recruitment.” As 
with that rattlesnake, although roadside 
bare sand may meet some immediate 
habitat requirements of kangaroo rats, 
any benefit is outweighed by the fact that 
rats from surrounding areas get killed on 
the road. 

Environment Canada biologist Olaf 
Jensen also pointed out that kangaroo 
rats’ poor survival and reproduction rates 
in roadside habitat are in part due to soil 

characteristics of such human-created 
habitat and lower food quality along 
roadsides. In Alberta’s Middle Sand Hills, 
this species is at the extreme northern 
edge of its North American range, making 
it particularly susceptible to population 
fluctuations. It’s not unusual for kangaroo 
rats in Suffield to lose 90 per cent of their 
population during the winter. High habitat 
quality is therefore extremely important to 
their survival in this area.

This conflict between roads and habitat 
has also recently surfaced in the province’s 
on/off grizzly bear recovery process. This 
past fall, AWA was involved in one more 
in a seemingly endless series of Alberta 
government “stakeholder processes,” 
this one looking for suggestions into 
how access management can be used in 
grizzly bear management. (Interestingly, 
there are very mixed messages coming 
from the department of Sustainable 
Resource Development as to whether the 
government is working towards grizzly 
recovery or grizzly management. Although 
the province has a Recovery Plan and, until 
recently had a Recovery Team, the word 
recovery is notably absent from recent 
releases.) 

The 2008 Grizzly Bear Recovery Plan 
states unequivocally that “human use of 
access (specifically, motorized vehicle 
routes) is one of the primary threats to 
grizzly bear persistence.” It goes on to say, 
“In the Alberta Central Rockies Ecosystem, 
89 per cent of human-caused mortalities 
were within 500 m of a road on provincial 
lands, and in National Parks 100 per cent of 
human-caused mortalities ... were within 
200 m of a road or trail.”

In a sign that the government may just 
be beginning to show a willingness to grasp 
the bull by the horns and actually begin to 
deal with the problem of access in grizzly 
habitat, a series of maps has been produced, 
showing draft boundaries for core and 
secondary Grizzly Bear Conservation 
Areas in the province (though maps 
themselves do nothing to benefit grizzlies, 
of course). As recommended by the 
Recovery Plan, maximum open route 
densities of 0.6 km per sq-km would be 
set for core areas, though as yet there is no 
mechanism to implement these targets. 

But there is more to the concept of 
“open route densities” than meets the eye. 
Reminiscent of the anti-gun-control lobby 
statement that “guns don’t kill people: 
people do,” industrial representatives in the 
grizzly recovery process argue that “roads 
don’t kill grizzly bears: human access 
does.” The argument goes that roads, in 
and of themselves, do not actually harm 
grizzlies: in fact, they create grizzly bear 
habitat. What kills bears is human use of 
access: the more chance there is of people 
and grizzlies meeting, in any of a variety of 
ways, the greater is the likelihood of bears 
ending up dead.

To some extent this is true. A dense stand 
of forest is not particularly good habitat for 
a grizzly, whereas a road is effectively a long 
thin forest clearing, allowing the growth of 
grasses, sedges, and berry-bearing bushes, 
all of which can be good food sources 
for grizzlies. But roads bring people, and 
people mean dead bears. 

From an industrial perspective, this 
argument has been drawn out to suggest 
that limitations on future industrial access 
into grizzly bear habitat will be unnecessary 
if only those roads can be closed to public 
access. The physical roads will be there, 
but the access will not. In many cases, 
forestry or oil and gas companies do not 
want the liability and the responsibility for 
maintaining operational roads so that they 
can be used by recreational users. 

While changing the default on new 
industrial access roads so that they became 
closed to public use would be a step in the 
right direction, there is no reason to think 
that it would be sufficient. Experience 
has shown that in the absence of effective 
enforcement, locked access gates will 
continue to be pulled out, and locks cut. 
Outside of specifically designated areas 
(protected areas or Forest Land Use Zones, 
for example), it is not illegal to be driving a 
vehicle on the other side of a locked gate. 
If it is physically possible to drive around 
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Roads as barriers

Animals being killed directly on roads 
is only part of the problem of the 
province’s booming transportation 
network. Twinning of the Trans-Canada 
Highway through Banff National Park 
in the 1990s, for example, came with 
associated wildlife fencing, which 
effectively reduced the numbers of 
animals being killed on the highway. But 
it also formed an almost impermeable 
barrier to movement for the numerous 
wide-ranging species that need to 
disperse and migrate across the 
highway. Wolves, grizzlies, cougars, and 
wolverines all move great distances, 
particularly as juvenile animals disperse 
to set up their own territories. And 
so wildlife crossings – bridges and 
underpasses – have been developed as 
integral parts of some road construction 
projects, and are beginning to address 
this issue. Unfortunately Banff, being a 
national park, is the exception to the 
rule: most transportation projects do 
little to address wildlife mortality or 
wildlife movement.

In November, clubhouses from Alberta, 
British Columbia, Nova Scotia, Ontario 
and Prince Edward Island converged in 
Calgary for the first Canadian Clubhouse 
Conference.

This history-making meeting, which 
focused on effective employment strategies 
for people with psychiatric illnesses, shows 
just how far the clubhouse movement has 
come. The very first clubhouse, Fountain 
House, opened in New York city in 1948 
in an effort to create community for people 
suffering from mental illness. Within a 
couple of decades there were hundreds of 
clubhouses across the U.S. and they had 
begun to spring up in other countries, 
including Canada.

In Alberta, there are five: Ponoka 
Rising Sun Clubhouse Society in 
Ponoka, Prairie Winds Clubhouse in 
Claresholm, Touchstone Clubhouse in 
Wetaskiwin, Prosper Place in Edmonton, 
and Potential Place in Calgary (which 
hosted the conference and of which I am 
a member).

It is a well-known fact that clubhouse 
members have a high rate of recovery 
because of the volunteer work activities, 
employment and access to affordable 
housing programs and social and 
recreational opportunities that the 
organizations provide.

Clubhouse transitional, supported 
and independent employment programs 
help members regain a sense of worth 
in contributing to the world of work and 
society. Regaining self-worth and dignity 
is the goal, not success or failure in job 
placements. The beauty of the clubhouse 
employment program is that it provides 
numerous chances for its members 
regardless of their success or failure. It 
sustains their self-worth and dignity by 
reminding them that hope is continuous.

Clubhouse movement helps 
Albertans with mental illness
Recreation-focused centre improve recovery rates, access to social services

Clubhouses also assist with housing 
issues, advocating for safe and affordable 
homes for people with mental illness. 
Some clubhouses own buildings that 
provide housing for its members or create 
partnerships with housing providers to 
give members greater access.

This is a great benefit to many clubhouse 
members. A whopping 27 per cent of 
Canadians living with a mental illness are 
in need of adequate, suitable and affordable 
housing, which is double the rate of the 
general population.  

JAMAL ALI

Beyond being a basic human need, safe 
and affordable housing is crucial for a 
person’s wellness, explains Laura Davey 
of Toronto’s Progress Place. “I think it’s 
important to recognize that ‘safe’ doesn’t 
just refer to just physical safety, but also 
our psychological safety.”

Members say that when they get involved 
in clubhouse activities their recovery 
begins. After all, the organization creates 
places where members can reclaim their 
lives on their journey from patienthood 
to personhood. In this non-medical 
institution, rehabilitation – not treatment 
– is the key.  

Jamal Ali is a writer and mental health 
advocate residing in Calgary. His work 
can also be found in Schizophrenia Digest 
and Alexandra Musings.

writers!
the Post is currently 
recruiting writers 
interested in the 
social, political and 
environmental issues 
affecting Albertans. 
Enthusiasm, not 
experience, is the only 
requirement.

Regaining self-worth and 
dignity is the goal, not success 
or failure in job placements. 
The beauty of the clubhouse 

employment program is that it 
provides numerous chances for 
its members regardless of their 

success or failure.

the gate through the bush, then it is not 
illegal to do so.

It is also important to bear in mind that 
human access, particularly motorized 
access, impacts bears in a number of 
ways, not just through direct mortality. 
In the fall, grizzly bears are 100 per cent 
focused on finding food. It takes a lot of 
roots and berries to keep grizzly bears 
going, and if they can feed effectively, they 
have a good chance of building up the fat 
reserves to survive the winter. If feeding 
is curtailed, their chance of survival 
diminishes. The same applies to females 
building up sufficient resources to produce 
cubs. The fact that grizzlies in southern 
Alberta produce less cubs less often than 
anywhere else in North America is partly 
due to habitat issues - they don’t have the 
super-rich fall food sources like salmon or 
whitebark pine seeds that other grizzlies 
have. But it may also partly be a function of 
being continually disturbed, or “displaced,” 
so that they go into hibernation in less than 
optimum condition.

While stakeholders in the access 
management meetings came from a diverse 
range of sectors, there was almost universal 
agreement that what is needed more than 
anything is a legislative framework to 
enforce access regulations, as well as the 
enforcement staff to ensure compliance. 
Both are currently desperately lacking. 
As with so many recent government 
stakeholder processes, participants left 
with cautious optimism that important 
issues were finally being recognized and 
discussed, tempered with a realization that 
it is only when these discussions begin to 
translate to real, measurable landscape 
changes that wildlife will begin to see any 
benefits.

This article first appeared in the December 
issue of the Wild Lands Advocate.

Nigel Douglas is a conservation specialist 
with the Alberta Wilderness Association.
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Two institutions – government and 
business – hold the keys to the money 

vaults of the country. Most of the money 
most of us will ever have we will eventually 
hand over to one or the other. 

Governments collect their share openly 
by taxing us. We are very much aware of 
these taxes. We fill out an income tax form 
every year, pay a sales tax on most of our 
purchases, and pay property taxes to our 
municipalities. We are very much less 
aware that we are also “taxed” by business 
in order to support its social and political 
interests. Every time we buy a pair of socks 
or a box of cornflakes, we pay the cost of 
manufacturing, transporting, advertising 
and retailing that product, we pay for the 
profits involved, and we pay a “tax” – a little 
something extra for business largesse. 

Hidden in the price of everything we 
buy are all the expenses that business 
incurs, including the expense of rewarding 
its friends and favourites. Through this 
hidden “tax,” we support the Chamber of 
Commerce, the Canadian Council of Chief 
Executives, and a host of other business 
associations, lobby groups and public 
relations firms. We support the Liberal 
and Conservative Parties. And we support 
conservative think tanks such as the C.D. 
Howe and Fraser Institutes.

“Tax” in this context appears in quotation 
marks only because it isn’t usually thought 
of as a tax. In fact, buried in the cost of 
consumption, it isn’t usually thought of 
at all. The invisibility of the business tax 
is one of its most insidious features. But it 
is very real and we may quite reasonably 
think of it as a tax – a “burdensome charge,” 
a “forced contribution.” It is impossible to 
avoid. Almost all businesses contribute to 
one or more of the sorts of organizations 

mentioned above. If you consume goods 
and services, you pay the business tax, and 
you support an array of business-approved 
special interest groups.

For groups on the left side of the 
philosophical spectrum, raising cash 
means slogging from door to door, or 
from mail-out to mail-out, accumulating 
small contributions, and facing a huge 
disadvantage in public debate and political 
influence.

The media present a special case of the 
business tax. We rely on the mass media 
to provide us with information and to 
conduct public discussion and debate - to 
be our public forums. But media speech 
is not free speech. Owning TV networks 
and daily newspapers requires hundreds 
of millions of dollars, a privilege reserved 
for the plutocracy. The life blood of the 
mass media is advertising, providing 
seventy to eighty per cent of the revenues 
of the daily press and a hundred per cent 
of the revenue of network television. Via 
consumption, i.e. via the business tax, 
we all pay for it, even if we never pick 
up a daily paper or turn on a TV set. If 
we consume, we support the corporate 
media.

Producers and editors are servants 
of their bosses and their bosses are a 
tiny special interest group within the 
corporate sector. Owned by an oligarchy, 
controlled by its servants – but paid for 
by all of us – the mass media are not 
democratic forums, they are plutocratic 
forums. The only independent, and the 
only democratic, national mass medium 
is the CBC.

We all very much aware that part of 
our tax dollar goes to support the CBC. 
We are very much less aware that part of 

our consumption dollar goes to support 
the corporate media. In fact, we pay five 
times as much per capita via the business 
tax to support commercial broadcasting 
as we pay via income taxes to support 
the CBC. Added to that is advertising’s 
funneling of our consumption dollars to 
the daily press.

The distortion of public debate and 
political influence by the business tax 
is one of democracy’s most intractable 
problems. The tax allows the business 
community to propagandize us and 
influence our leaders, all with our own 
money, and often in ways that are difficult 
to discover and understand. We pay, in 
effect, to undermine democracy.

Dealing with this problem is difficult 
because it involves freedoms of association 
and speech. We do not want to infringe 
on these freedoms, yet we want to give 
every voice a roughly equal opportunity 
to be heard. Freedom untempered by 
equality becomes a tool for the wealthy, 
and democracy is mocked.

The problem is not, however, without 
remedy.  For example,  the federal 
government, Manitoba and Quebec have 
banned political contributions from 
corporations, a move other jurisdictions 
would do well to emulate. 

Nonetheless, there is strength in numbers. 
As James Winter suggested in Democracy’s 
Oxygen, a dues checkoff of a dollar a 
month from members of labour unions 
and other progressive organizations could 
raise as much as $60 million per year for 
a “progressive, national daily newspaper.” 
Run along co-operative lines, such a 
paper would offer both a philosophical 
balance and a democratic alternative to 
the corporate monopoly. In other words, 
a real choice.

Nationalists defend the CBC on the 
bases of national unity and a vigorous 
Canadian culture, both worthy goals. 
An even more important reason is the 
democratic imperative to provide a full 
range of vigorous and equitable discussion. 
The marketplace media will not do this. 
The choices they offer the public, whether 
news, opinion, or entertainment, will 
always be constrained by what is good for 
business. If that coincides with the public 
good, everyone wins – if it doesn’t, the 
public good loses.

Unfortunately, among Western countries, 
Canada is at the very low end of per capita 
expenditures on public broadcasting - only 
one-quarter that spent in the UK. 

In addition to a strong, publicly owned 
media, we might also do a great deal more 
in the way of tax incentives or grants to 
assist in developing greater media diversity. 
Liberty costs more than eternal vigilance.

In dictatorships, government is the 
enemy of a free press. In democracies, 
wealth is the enemy. Through its media 
arm, wealth decides what the issues are, 
provides the information on these issues 
and frames the debates. When a small 
group, or even one man such as a Conrad 
Black or a Leonard Asper, can affect the 
way we perceive ourselves, in effect change 
our culture, not through the force of his 
ideas but through his money, we are less a 
democracy than a plutocracy.

 
Bill Longstaff is a Calgary writer and 
activist. His books include No Free 
Lunch and Other Myths, Confessions 
of a Matriarchist: Rebuilding Society on 
Feminine Principles and the definitive 
work on Canadian self-governance, 
Democracy Undone: The Practice 
and the Promise of Self-governance in 
Canada. He blogs at blongstaff.blogspot.
com.

Democracy Undone (Trade Publishing, 
2001) offers a comprehensive analysis 
of Canadian self-governance, covering 
not only politics and government but 
the workplace, the economy, the media 
and education. It also discusses how 
technological change and globalization are 
affecting democracy. 

The “Business Tax”
Behind your purchases lurk hidden ‘taxes’ 
that support far more than production costs

BILL LONGSTAFF

The following is a chapter from Democracy Undone, an 
analysis of Canadian self-governance by Alberta writer 
Bill Longstaff

Money, however, is a fluid commodity. 
To ensure corporations don’t simply shift 
their spending to amenable third parties 
such as the Fraser Institute or the National 
Citizens Coalition, all organizations that 
engage in political activity must be barred 
from accepting corporate funding. Only 
donations from individuals can be allowed 
and those strictly limited.

Discussing such measures is not easy 
when our “public” forums are owned and 
controlled by vested interests who would 
rather not debate challenges to their power. 
We need, therefore, truly public forums - 
owned, controlled by and accountable to 
the public.

The CBC is a start, but only a start. We 
need a similarly strong public presence 
in the daily press, i.e. a national, publicly 
owned newspaper. A left-wing national 
daily to balance the two corporate national 
dailies would be even better, but no one on 
the left has the deep pockets it takes to buy 
television networks and major daily papers. 

The life blood of the mass media 
is advertising, providing seventy to 

eighty per cent of the revenues of the 
daily press and a hundred per cent 

of the revenue of network television. 
Via consumption, i.e. via the 

business tax, we all pay for it, even 
if we never pick up a daily paper or 
turn on a TV set. If we consume, we 

support the corporate media.
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about the Parkland

In addition to reports and books, Parkland’s staff, speakers and research 
associates write numerous op-eds, articles and presentations. Here is 
the list of what has been posted on our website www.ualberta.ca/
parkland since the last Post. These items can be downloaded for free. 
Many have been emailed to our list-serve. If you do not have access 
to these electronic resources, please contact the Edmonton office for 
copies of articles you are interested in.

Democracy

The Return of the Trojan Horse - Alberta and the New World (Dis)Order      
By: Trevor Harrison, 2005        $28.26

From Rhetoric to Reality - Protecting Whistleblowers in Alberta     
By:Keith Archer, 2005*+        $5.00

Trouble in Paradise? - Citizen’s Views on Democracy in Alberta      
By:Trevor Harrison, Johnston and Harvey Krahn, 2003*+     $10.00

Shredding the Public Interest - Ralph Klein and 25 Years of One-Party Government     
By: Kevin Taft, 1997        $5.00

Trojan Horse - Alberta and the Future of Canada        
By: Gordon Laxer and Trevor Harrison, 2005      $5.00

Economy

Saving for the Future: Fiscal Responsibility and Budget Discipline in Alberta    
By: Thompson, David, 2008*+           $10.00

The Spoils of the Boom - Incomes, profits and poverty in Alberta      
By: Diana Gibson, 2007*+        $5.00

Taming the Tempest - An Alternate Development Strategy for Alberta      
By: Diana Gibson, 2007*+         $10.00

Fiscal Surplus, Democratic Deficit - Budgeting and Government Finance in Alberta     
By: Parkland’s Standing Budget Committee, 2006*+      $5.00

A Time for Vision - A Sustainable & Equitable Economy       
By: Parkland’s Standing Budget Committee, 2005*+      $5.00

A Time to Reap - Re-investing in Alberta’s Public Services       
By: Parkland’s Standing Budget Committee, 2004*+      $5.00

Alberta’s Good Enough Approach - Alberta’s “good enough” approach to fiscal management    
By: Parkland’s Standing Budget Committee, 2003*+      $5.00

Making it Work: Kyoto, Trade and Politics        
By: Ian Urquart, 2002*+        $8.00

Advantaged No More - How Low Taxes Flattened Alberta’s Future      
By: Parkland’s Standing Budget Committee, 2002*+      $4.00

Advantage for Whom? - Declining family incomes in a growing Alberta economy     
By: Patricia Lawrence, 2001*+       $5.00

Energy Policy

Over a Barrel: Exiting from NAFTA’s Proportionality Clause      
By: Gordon Laxer and John Dillon, 2008*+                                                               $10.00 

Freezing in the Dark: Why Canada Needs Strategic Petroleum Reserves      
By: Gordon Laxer, 2008*+        $10.00

Selling Albertans Short - Alberta’s Royalty Review Panel Fails the Public Interest     
By: Diana Gibson, 2007*+        $5.00

Greening the Fleet - National Trends and Opportunities for the City of Edmonton     
By: Allan Bolstad, 2007*+        $5.00

Fuelling Fortress America         
By: Hugh McCullum, 2006+       $10.00

Selling the Family Silver - Oil and Gas Royalties, Corporate Profits, and the Disregarded Public    
By: John W. Warnock, 2006*+       $10.00

Back to Hewers of Wood and Drawers of Water - Energy, Trade and the Demise of Petrochemicals in Alberta  
By: Terisa Turner and Diana Gibson, 2005*+      $10.00

Toward an Energy Security Strategy for Canada - A Discussion Paper      
By: Dave Thompson, Gordon Laxer and Diana Gibson, 2005+     $4.00

BC Advantage - Lessons from AB on the De-regulation of the  Electricity Industry     
By: Rick Wallace, 2001*+        $5.00

Energy: Free Trade & the Price We Paid        
By: Larry Pratt, 2001*+        $5.00

Change and Opportunity - EPCOR in a De-regulated Electricity Industry      
By: Kevin Taft and David Cooper, 2000*+      $5.00

Giving Away the Alberta Advantage - Are Albertans receiving maximum revenue from our oil and gas?   
By: Josee Johnston, 1999+        $10.00

Health Care Policy

Sustainable Healthcare for Seniors - Keeping it Public      
By: Greg Flanagan, 2008* +       $10.00

Public Remedies, Not Private Payments - Quality Health Care in Alberta      
By: Tammy Horne and Susan Abels, 2004*+      $5.00

Reclaiming Medicare - A response to the Mazankowski misdiagnosis      
By: Gillian Steward, Tammy Horne and Trevor Harrison, 2002*+     $10.00

Public Bodies, Private Parts - Surgical Contracts and Conflicts of Interest at the Calgary Regional Health   
By: Gillian Steward, 2001*+       $5.00

Clear Answers - The Economics and Politics of For-Profit Medicine      
By: Kevin Taft, 2000        $10.00

Other Issues

Youth Crime and Justice in Alberta - Rhetoric and Reality       
By: Timothy Hartnagel, 2002*+       $5.00

Privatization

EPCOR: A Study of Ownership, Accountability and the Public Interest      
By: Diana Gibson, 2005*+        $5.00

Sobering Result - The AB Liquor Retailing Industry Ten Years after Privatization     
By: Flanagan, Greg, 2003*+       $5.00

Un-accountable - The Case of Highway Maintenance Privatization in AB.      
By: Lisa Prescott, 2003*+        $5.00

* this report can be downloaded free as a pdf on our website at www.ualberta.ca/parkland
+ this report is free upon request for sponsoring members (who donate more than $120/year)

Publications I would like to order:
_________________________________________________________________              $ _______

_________________________________________________________________              $ _______

_________________________________________________________________              $ _______

Shipping: $2 X # of publications ordered______                                                                  = $ _______

My donation / membership:  
One time contribution: ___$500  ___$120  ___$40   Other:$ ______
OR Monthly Sponsor: ____$100 ____$50____$20     Other:$ ______
(Please include a cheque marked “VOID” or a VISA / Master Card # AnD provide a signature below) 
Charitable tax receipts will be issued for all contributions 

Donors who contribute a minimum of $20/year will be mailed a board elections ballot as either an academic 
or general member when there are multiple candidates for a position. Are you a professor, sessional, graduate 
student, college instructor, or alumni at Albertan university or college. ___ Yes (Default is nO, general member)
Please contact us for information on Organizational Memberships 

Parkland Institute Publications Available

Want to know more about Parkland Institute’s latest research?

name   

Address 

City                                                                 Prov.                           Postal code                                

Phone Fax 

E-mail  

Payment details 

      Cheque or money order         Visa          MasterCard                                                            Total: $ _______

#                                                                                                                                              Expiry: ____/____

Signature                                                                                                                    

                Account holder/Monthly Payment Authorization

Send to Parkland Institute - 11405 Saskatchewan Drive, Edmonton, AB  T6G 2E1
Phone (780) 492-8558   Fax (780) 492-8738

E-mail: parkland@ualberta.ca     Web: www.ualberta.ca/parkland

Parkland Op-Ed: 
Solution to our Economic Woes Lies in Boosting 
Wages of Workers
by Trevor Harrison
Published in The Edmonton Journal, Jan. 25, 2009

Parkland Op-Ed: 
Gold Bar Proposal Much More than Just a Harmless Transfer
by Ricardo Acuña
Published in The Edmonton Journal, Jan. 18, 2009

New Report: 
A Fair Price: Taxation, Services and Programs in
 the Northwest Territories
by David Thompson, Oct. 17, 2008
Executive Summary and Report (pdf) are available.

New Report: 
Public Statement: Parkland Institute Signs on to Statement Calling 
on Canadian Political Leaders to Stop Ducking Obama’s NAFTA 
Challenge
Sept. 30, 2008
Media Release and Full Statement (pdf) are available.

Parkland on Youtube:
March to Mordor - Ricardo Acuna
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9Lepk62w2M4
Ricardo Acuna from The Parkland Institute speaks at a rally for the 
International Day of Action on Climate Change on Dec. 7, 2008 in 
Edmonton.

Let War Resisters Stay & Anti-SPP Rally - Gordon Laxer
http://video.google.com/videosearch?q=gordon+laxer+parkland&w
ww_google_domain=www.google.com&hl=en&emb=0 #
National Day of Action to support U.S. War Resisters in Canada, and also 
combined with a rally against the Security and Prosperity Partnership. 
Sept. 13, 2008. Dr. Gordon Laxer, Parkland Institute.
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Support the Parkland Institute:
Become an ongoing, monthly sponsor
Donate annually
Put us in your will or insurance policy
Distribute the Parkland Post 
Get the organizations you are involved with 
to become Parkland supporters
Use our research
Convince others to be involved
Tell others about our research and events

What does it take for Parkland 
to make a difference in Alberta 
politics?
It takes solid, timely, relevant research. 
It takes regular communication with the media.
It takes educating people so they can articulate (and press for) 
the change they want.
It takes staff and resources to do it.

What would you give for a better Alberta?

Faculty of Arts, University of Alberta 11045 Saskatchewan Drive, Edmonton, Alberta T6G 2E1  
Phone: (780) 492-8558  Fax: (780) 492-8738  E-Mail address:  parkland@ualberta.ca
Visit our website at:  www.ualberta.ca/parkland

SAVE THE DATE
Upcoming Parkland Institute events:

Annual AGM
May 2, 2009 in Calgary

Fourth Annual Fundraising Gala
Oct. 22, 2009,

13th Annual Fall Conference
Nov. 20-22, 2009
University of Alberta Campus, in Edmonton

This year, all of our sessions were recorded.
Listen for free from our website:
www.parklandinstitute.ca

Sessions like:

Megan Boler: Reframing the Story: Media Tactics and Interventions, 
Digital Dissent and Satire

John McLachlan Gray: Distracting the guard: Getting Past the Part of 
the Brain that Thinks it Thinks

Sheila Pratt: Did Martha and Henry ever talk out loud? Dissecting the 
political narrative of the Klein revolution and it’s impact today.

Ian Mulder: Activist Art - Citizen Art - Street Art 

Maria Bakarjieva: How to Use networking Media Workshop 

Nora Young: Pop Culture and Social Change

Joe Brewer: Revealing the Great Political Blind Spot

Murray Dobbin: Framing the Medicare issue: Fighting to Win 

Tariq Ali: The Dictatorship of Capital: Its Impact on Politics and Culture

Did you miss our conference?

The Parkland Institute leading 
progressive policy and politics in Alberta
Please join us for a free Information session on the 
Parkland Institute
Friday February 27 at 12-12:45pm
University of Calgary
Faculty of Social Work (PFB RM 3208)
Light refreshments and snacks provided. For more information 
403-270-9669 or parkcalg@ualberta.ca


