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Sustainable Development Office 
200 Sacré-Cœur Boulevard, 7th floor 
Gatineau (Quebec) K1A 0H3 
 

April 2, 2019 
 

RE: Consultations on the draft Federal Sustainable Development Strategy (2019-2022) 
 

To the Sustainable Development Office: 
 

I appreciate this opportunity to contribute to the consultation on the draft FSDS strategy 

for the next three years. I would to note that I am submitting my comments on the same day 
that Canada’s Changing Climate Report was released, informing us that Canada is warming at 
twice the global rate – nearly three times the rate in Northern Canada. It bears repeating over 
and over until we truly decarbonise that there is no development on a dead planet. We have a 
very short time-frame to hold global average temperature increase to 1.5°C. My first 
observation for the draft strategy is that we must shift from indefinite to definite articles: 
climate change is not a critical global problem, it is the touchstone issue that will make or break 
our survival as a species. There can be no healthy coasts, no pristine lakes, no forests and 
ecosystems with thriving populations, no clean drinking water or sustainable food, certainly no 
healthy communities if we disturb our climate past the tipping point. The IPCC report made 
absolutely clear that this point is approaching us faster and with greater intensity than we once 
imagined.  
 

“The matter of combating climate change is Everyone’s problem, and only 
Everyone can assist in finding solutions.”  

~ Elizabeth Griffin (Victoria) 
 

*** 
 
Goal 1 – Effective Action on Climate Change 
 

Climate Action Tracker rates Canada’s climate policies as ‘highly insufficient,’ a 
commitment consistent with a 3-4°C-increase scenario. Still, we are not on track to meet our 
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inadequate, Harper-era target of reducing emissions by 30% of 2005 levels by 2030. Taking into 
account current and proposed policies, we are looking at anywhere between a 78 to 115 MtCO2 
deficit, meaning that at best we achieve 64% of our goal by 2030. This means that even with the 
credits Canada is seeking to count towards its emissions target (i.e., through the Western 
Climate Initiative and through Land Use, Land Use Change and Forestry), we still fall short. We 
can attribute this largely to the oil and gas sector. If this sector were responsible for carrying out 
the same reductions any other sector should be expected to be under our NDC (i.e., 30% by 
2030) then oil and gas emissions would fall by 47 MtCO2 from current levels. Instead, the tar 
sands alone - source of 10% of our national emissions - are sanctioned to increase their annual 
emissions by 30 MtCO2 not to mention an additional 15 from activities exempted under 
Alberta’s cap. The lack of substantive action on this front is one of the most glaring oversights in 
both this draft strategy and the Pan-Canadian Framework on Clean Growth and Climate 
Change. 
 
I am pleased that the government is now supporting the Kigali amendment, a decisive step 
towards reducing ozone-depleting hydrofluorocarbons. Some say that the Montreal Protocol 
succeeded simply because the chemicals involved were easier to phase out, but that is an 
incomplete answer. Unlike the Kyoto Protocol or Paris Accord, the Montreal Protocol has 
powerful enforcement mechanisms. Any nation that is party to the convention and violates its 
terms can be hit with trade sanctions from other parties. Within two years of signing the 
Montreal Protocol in 1987, the nations of the world realized that the danger from ozone 
depletion was worse than we had known it to be; the targets were subsequently strengthened to 
accelerate the phase-out. The threat of climate change is in a small class of human-caused 
threats to our survival on this planet. It is time to learn from the lessons of the Montreal 
Protocol and immediately increase our climate commitments.  
 
I will end this section by pointing out the questionable claim on page nineteen that a price on 
carbon pollution is “the most efficient way to reduce greenhouse gases and support innovation 
and clean growth.” I cannot see how the government can say this with a straight face when it 
continues to subsidize the fossil fuel industry by the billions. In 2009, Canada signed on 
alongside the other G20 nations to “phase out and rationalize over the medium term inefficient 
fossil fuel subsidies,” because these inefficiencies “encourage wasteful consumption, reduce our 
energy security, impede investment in clean energy sources and undermine efforts to deal with 
the threat of climate change.” Ten years later, the Environment Commissioner’s spring audit 
demonstrates that the government’s tackling of this issue is not just negligible but unmotivated, 
insufficient and poorly substantiated. Neither ECCC nor Finance Canada have established clear 
definitions for ‘inefficient,’ muddying the identification of those subsidies we must eliminate. It 
boggles the mind that we are only now seeking to define what ‘subsidy’ and ‘inefficient’ mean 
when we have just six years left to accomplish the phase-out by 2025.   

 
“This document should have been produced about 10 years ago. We Are WAY past these 
generalities now. We, at Empire Hydrogen, are looking for solid programs that lay out 

precise money amounts for specific GHG reduction projects. For example the chapter on 
‘Effective Action on Climate Change’ is just full of generalities that everybody in the 
green business has known for at least a decade. We now want something like ‘We will 

provide a $7000 grant for any truck that reduces GHG by 25 tCO2e per year.’ It’s time 
to move past generalities into specific actions.” 

~ Andrew Evans (Empire Hydrogen, business in Saanich-Gulf Islands) 

https://www.nationalobserver.com/2019/01/30/analysis/canadas-climate-gap-widens-yet-again
https://www.nationalobserver.com/2019/01/30/analysis/canadas-climate-gap-widens-yet-again
http://www.oag-bvg.gc.ca/internet/English/parl_cesd_201904_03_e_43309.html
http://www.oag-bvg.gc.ca/internet/English/parl_cesd_201904_03_e_43309.html
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Goal 3 – Clean Growth 
 

It troubles me that this government seems incapable of addressing decarbonisation 
without anxiously mentioning ‘economic growth’ in the same breath. This fixation on growth 
sends the message that action on climate must kowtow to the economy in spite of the fact that 
we cannot build, grow, extract, sell, or power any sector independently of the planet’s natural 
cycles. Moreover, too often we deploy the term ‘growth’ to obscure the reality of who benefits 
from those gains. We know that income inequality exists in Canada. From 1982-2010, total 
market income (all income minus transfers and capital gains) grew about 13.5%, but the growth 
in income for the bottom 90% of earners was just 2%, compared to a 75% increase for the top 
10%, and 160% more for the top 0.01%. Any serious engagement with sustainable development 
requires a more holistic understanding of economic gains, ones that are equitably distributed.  
 
British economist Kate Raworth offers one solution through the model of a doughnut: two 
concentric circles between which lies the “ecologically safe and socially just space.” The inner 
circle marks a strong social foundation, consisting of conditions that align closely with the UN 
Sustainable Development Goals, like food security, clean water, peace and political 
representation. The outer circle circumscribes the ecological thresholds (e.g., for carbon 
emissions, chemical pollution, nitrogen and phosophorous leaching, etc.) below which we can 
safely sustain our societies. From a global perspective, billions live below the social foundation 
–in the “doughnut hole,” – while just a few political-economies are responsible for breaking 
through the ecological ceiling. Raworth’s model is notable for moving away from an idea of 
limitless ‘growth’ in the abstract to conceptualizing the physical and material necessities for 
living well. As she says, the aim of economic activity is “meeting the needs of all within the 
means of the planet,” and that we need economies that “make us thrive, whether or not they 
grow.”  

 
“I would like to state that I have a 25 year old son. If we don’t act *now* to start actually 
reversing the damage humans are doing, he will not have a functional planet to finish his 
life on. We’ve lost 40 years to blaming other countries and pretending we can’t fix things 

because it ‘isn’t economic’. Well I’ve read a few books on ‘Economics’ and if that’s the 
only thing that matters, the planet won’t be livable for humans much longer! A healthy, 

functioning environment is far more important for sustainability that some Multi-
national’s bottom line.” 

~ J. Pashley (Saanich-Gulf Islands) 

 
The potential consequences of pursuing business as usual is spelled out for us in a 2018 paper 
by researchers at Radboud University and the Cambridge Centre for Environment, Energy and 
Natural Resource Governance. There the researchers model losses from stranded fossil fuel 
assets in the trillions of dollars, a loss comparable to the 2007 financial crisis. The paper 
underscores the risks of Canada and other high-cost fossil fuel-producing countries continuing 
to invest in oil and gas at a time when the cost of renewables is plummeting and demand for 
fossil fuels is weakening. It is not these two factors alone but how they increase the likelihood 
that low-cost-producers in the Middle East will flood the market in the face of rapidly 
diminishing returns. The tar sands simply cannot compete under these circumstances.  

http://irpp.org/research-studies/income-inequality-in-canada/
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2017/apr/12/doughnut-growth-economics-book-economic-model
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41558-018-0182-1
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We need to be honest about our prospects. The good news is that we can deflate the carbon 
bubble of stranded assets by shifting investments towards renewables. I see on page 32 of the 
draft that between 2007 and 2016, the value of Canada’s clean technology increased by an 
astounding 43%; left out of this picture is the fact that the value of oil exports fell by 55.45% over 
the same period. Even by the standards of a non-“doughnut” model of economic activity, it 
should be clear where Canada’s priorities should be. 
 
I would like to advocate strongly in favour of recommendations put forward by the BC Clean 
Tech CEO Alliance. The alliance is a bright group of technology entrepreneurs and investors 
from British Columbia. In many respects their recommendations serve to amplify measures 
already in the draft FSDS. For instance, they recommend providing $1.25 billion to Sustainable 
Development Technology Canada, up from the $400 million the government promised over five 
years in Budget 2017. The alliance also speaks favourably of putting up $500 million in clean 
technology venture capital, as it will serve to accelerate the R & D that can lead to innovative 
solutions as well jobs to support the implementation of these ideas. Finally, I believe it is 
essential that the federal government create loan guarantees for the early stages of clean tech 
projects, small, medium and large. In doing so, banks will be more amenable to issuing loans 
while projects run a lower risk of incurring debt.  
 

“As for moving to renewable energy resources – much more needs to be done. Please keep 
the bitumen in the ground and put our resources to electricity, wind and soloar.” 

~ Joan Wenman (Saanich-Gulf Islands) 
 
 
Goal 4 - Modern and Resilient Infrastructure 
 

Federal programmes to assist homeowners in becoming more energy self-sufficient help 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions and create greater energy security. The Budget 2005 Eco-
Energy retrofit programmes were popular and effective in helping home owners cut the energy 
waste and GHG emissions from their homes. It is critical to note that as household debt is a 
significant concern, any spending to enhance household energy efficiency assists homeowners 
to reduce their debt load. The pay-back time on eco-energy investments is generally a few years. 
These investments reduce the carrying cost of the home and allow the homeowner to more 
effectively pay down mortgage and debt. In other words, programmes to encourage energy 
efficiency are part of the solution to high debt levels.  

 
Similar to the threat of climate change, seismically active areas of Canada need programmes to 
enhance resilience in our built infrastructure. I have previously presented the detailed proposals 
for pilot programmes in North Vancouver and Victoria. The Building Resistance in Canada 
(BRIC) proposal is a solid, well-researched and well-supported by multiple levels of 
government. I would be pleased to provide the SDO with copies at your request.  

“Sustainability means taking measures to live in equilibrium with the local environment 
to the [fullest] extent possible.” 
~ Jim Kingham (North Saanich) 
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Goal 5 - Clean Energy 
 

The environment and the economy are not going hand in hand when we build new 
fossil fuel infrastructure and incentivize more greenhouse gases at a moment when a moral 
responsibility should be on all political leadership to redouble efforts. The Powering Past Coal 
Alliance is a laudable campaign, but it must not distract us from the threat of natural gas filling 
the void. Such a transition would be incompatible with our SDS target to achieve 90% non-
emitting and renewable energy by 2030. Moreover, hydraulic fracturing is dangerous to the 
local water supply, requiring the use of chemicals unknown to Environment Canada and hence 
unregulated.  
 

At the end of March, Bloomsberg New Energy Finance reported plunging prices for solar PV, 
onshore and offshore wind, and litihium-ion batteries, to such an extent that they could out-
compete gas peaker plants - and that is without the aid of subsidies. Imagine how much further 
they could go with active government support. A study published in Energy Policy makes a 
strong case for wind projects as a source of 30-35% of the power grid here in Canada. While we 
work on that, we can also construct new transmission lines to connect hydro and non-hydro 
jurisdictions from coast to coast to coast.  
 

“Stop developing fossil fuel extraction projects. Stop expanding pipelines. Support 
putting solar panels onto our residences. Fund research to find ways to harvest algae 

from our dying lakes and turn it into either biofuel of fertilizer.” 

~ Dr. John Miller (Victoria) 

Goal 7 - Pristine Lakes and Rivers 
 
Withdrawing the Site C Dam permits are integral to any good faith arguments for this 

particular sustainable development goal. The government cannot implement UNDRIP while 
destroying Indigenous activities in the Peace River Valley protected under Treaty 8. This is the 
primary issue here, but the project is not helped any by environmental arguments. The 
construction of this dam will emit massive amounts of greenhouse gases, while decaying matter 
in the reservoir will lead to additional emissions of methane and carbon dioxide. If tied to a 
natural gas plant, as was former B.C. premier Christie Clark’s intention, the environmental case 
for the dam is furthe attenuated. Lastly, the B.C. Utilities Commission could not point to any 
energy deficit this project is supposedly there to fix.  

 
I am happy to see nation-to-nation watershed management included in this section. I would 
only add that this underscores the importance of including First Nations as parties to the 
ongoing renegotiations of the Columbia River Treaty. Bringing in the affected Nations would 
also help Canada leverage greater ecosystems protections because of entrenched Indigenous 
rights under the Constitution Act. I encourage the government to adopt the recommendations 
from the University of Victoria symposium on this subject last May, particularly those involving 
climate change.  
 

“We expect life will be different in the future no matter what plan we implement but if 
we make dramatic changes it could give us more time to innovate and make the future 

less bleak.” 
~Jackie and Brian MacDonald (Saanich-Gulf Islands) 

https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2907924
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Goal 8 - Sustainably Managed Lands and Forests 

 
To protect Canada’s vast forest heritage, particularly as climate change impacts the 

health of our trees, we must: cease exporting raw logs, focus on keeping value-added jobs here 
at home, and implement a substantial whole log export tax. These would be three excellent 
additions to the draft strategy for this goal. As Member of Parliament for riding that has seen 
tourism grow over the last decade, I can also report that the ecological pressure on marine and 
park habitats in Gulf Islands National Park Reserve has also increased. More funding is needed 
to enforce the rules to better protect this sensitive area. My constituents also indicate the need 
for a Welcome Centre to better educate and instruct visitors on proper behaviour in the park. 

 
“On Salt Spring Island we continue to remove large amounts of timber in a clear cut 
way within agricultural lands with the explanation that this has always been done to 
make way for agriculture. This could be continued if population and climate remained 

static but [not] now. Locally we are hoping to get some bylaw control of this but federally 
a system of support and incentives for leaving wetlands and forested lands stable through 
reduced taxation and reforesting unstable slopes as an ‘infrastructure’ project could help 

and be applied elsewhere as well.” 
~ Marian Hargrove (Salt Spring Island) 

 

Goal 9 - Healthy Wildlife Populations 
 

I am heartened to see renewed importance given to the Species at Risk Act (SARA) as well 
as the $1.3 billion commitment from Budget 2018 and creation of the Canada Nature Fund. But 
these efforts conflict with the government’s support of the Trans Mountain Expansion Project. 
Even the pipeline-friendly National Energy Board had to admit the project would entail 
“significant adverse environmental effects” for the Southern Resident Killer Whale, a protected 
species. A study produced by scientists at the Raincoast Conservation Foundation found that 
increased noise from the anticipated surge in tanker traffic would result in a 24% chance of 
functional extinction for the whales in the next century. Though not as certain as noise 
pollution, the added risk of spills and ship strikes brings that likelihood of extinction up to 50%. 
If the government is serious about implementing SARA - particularly in light of the 
Environment Commissioner’s fall 2018 audit on protecting marine mammals - then we would 
see an emergency order for the SRKW. Until then, I reserve judgment on the efficacy of the 
government’s strategy to maintain healthy wildlife populations. 

 
“The government continues to spend billions of taxpayer dollars on an oil industry that 
is focused on selling raw unrefined bitumen while providing minimal jobs in processing 
that material in Canada to employ struggling Albertans….Shipping oil (and coal) from 
Vancouver is not shipping on the high seas it is passing these materials through a busy 

international waterway that is a critical fishery and home to a small endangered 
population of Orca. Clearly one part of government is ignoring the other.” 

~Mark Brown (Saanich-Gulf Islands) 

 

 

https://thenarwhal.ca/trans-mountain-vs-killer-whales-the-tradeoff-canadians-need-to-be-talking-about/
http://www.oag-bvg.gc.ca/internet/English/parl_cesd_201810_02_e_43146.html
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Goal 10 - Clean Drinking Water 

 
Once an emergency order is made for the SRKW and a needless pipeline is terminated, 

let us take all that money and put it towards what is truly in the national interest: upholding 
our treaty obligations by ending the water crisis on First Nations reserves for good. I 
wholeheartedly support Pam Palmater’s recommendations in a recent article for Policy Options. 
The lack of potable water and sewer service in over 100 First Nations reserves demands 
treatment as a national emergency. With the federal government’s considerable resources, 
amplified of course by the dissolution of the Trans Mountain Corporation, there is no reason we 
cannot achieve safe, efficient, and resilient water infrastructure on every reserve within 24 
months. Closer to my own home in Saanich-Gulf Islands, I can say that not only Tsawout First 
Nation but also a number of municipalities are struggling to manage aging wastewater systems. 
Goal 10 is not just crucial but I think among the most attainable in the next three years, and I 
will lend my support in any way that I can.  
 

Goal 11 - Sustainable Food 
 
Please see Appendix A for constituent feedback on Sustainable Food. 

Aquaculture 
We must transfer responsibility for fish aquaculture from the Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans (DFO) to the Ministry of Agriculture and Agri-Food. This suggestion was among the 
recommendations put forward by Justice Bruce Cohen in his Commission report.  DFO could 
then resume its appropriate role of protecting coastal ecosystem health and wild fisheries rather 
than promoting what is essentially a marine-based agricultural sector. This is far more suited to 
regulation and oversight from Agri-Food.  
 

Supporting Family Farmers 
Farmers are our long-term partners in restoration and stewardship and should be treated as 
such. Too many concessions have been made to multinational agribusinesses like Monsanto-
Bayer, for instance the labelling rules under CUSMA. We can do right by our farmers and 
greatly improve our environmental performance standards if we focus on things like Beneficial 
Management Practices, instituting a National Perennial Cover Incentive, and matching 
landowner contributions towards the restoration of ‘Ecosystems Goods Services’ (EGS) with 
federal dollars. A biodiverse approach to food policy can provide reduced risk for farmers of 
variable yields and seasonal shortages, enabling them to better absorb the economic shocks of 
natural disasters. Simultaneously, biodiverse mixed farming systems reduce pesticide use and 
drastically increase energy efficiency compared to large, conventional farms. In that way, 
increasing biodiversity doubles as a climate change adaptation and mitigation strategy.  
 

Food Security 
The staggering results of Dr. Valery Tarasuk’s study on food insecurity in Canada makes 
evident how integrated and intersectional our approach must be to fix the situation. Structural 
inequalities like the gender pay gap entrench food insecurity and are entrenched by them in 
turn, for instance through poorer health outcomes and higher healthcare costs. I am strongly in 
favour of locavorism as it works not only for making healthier communities, but happier and 
more interconnected ones. The inspiring thing is that there is no shortage of transformative 

http://policyoptions.irpp.org/magazines/february-2019/first-nations-water-problems-crisis-canadas-making/
https://proof.utoronto.ca/food-insecurity/
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programs and community leaders already dedicated to these issues on the ground. Describing 
the deeply grass-rooted urban greening project underway in Detroit - perhaps the city in 
America hardest hit by abject racism and deindustrialization - Rebecca Solnit writes, “The 
future, at least the sustainable one, the one in which we will survive, isn’t going to be invented 
by people who are happily surrendering selective bits and bites of environmentally unsound 
privilege. It’s going to be made by those who had all that taken away from them or never had it 
in the first place.” The best thing we can do as a federal government is to give our communities 
sufficient and consistent funding so that they can flourish on their own terms.  
 
Goal 13 - Safe and Healthy Communities 

 
As a Member representing rural areas on Vancouver Island, I must insist on the necessity of 
funding to enhance wildfire prevention and mitigation as well as post-fire reconstruction 
services. Local fire departments are too small and under-resourced to manage this job on their 
own, particularly as climate change intensifies the fires. 
 

*** 
 

Thank you in advance for your consideration. In closing I would like to take this opportunity to 
acknowledge the thoughtful comments provided to me by my wonderful constituents across 
Saanich-Gulf Islands. The work they do every day to protect the Salish Sea ecology, whether 
through conservation non-profits, local environmental advocacy groups, or as individuals, 
exemplifies what it means to not just live but thrive sustainably.  

Best regards, 

 

Elizabeth May, O.C. 
Member of Parliament 
Saanich-Gulf Islands 
Leader of the Green Party of Canada   
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APPENDIX A – Constituent Feedback on Sustainable Food 
 

Farmlands Trust (Greater Victoria) Society 

March 30, 2019 

Elizabeth May, MP - Saanich-Gulf Islands 

Re: Feedback on draft Federal Sustainable Development Strategy for Canada 

Our thanks to you and your staff for the opportunity to provide feedback on the draft 
Federal Sustainable Development Strategy for Canada. Based on the mandate and scope 
of work for The Farmlands Trust (Greater Victoria) Society, we are providing comments 
on the Sustainable Food section with respect to agriculture: 

• Focus of plan is on sustainable growth and on further research and reliance on 
innovative technologies and practices to produce food while reducing impacts on 
climate, water, soil and biodiversity (i.e., integrated pest management and reduced 
tilling). Other than saying they will track quality of water, soil, air and biodiversity, 
their specific response is that they will help farmers and food processors to adapt to 
changing conditions. No mention is made as to how. 

• Methane from decomposing food is mentioned as the source of green house gas 
emissions from this sector. Reference to sustainable agricultural practices to increase 
carbon sequestration in soils was the only agricultural method for climate action. No 
mention is made of the methane generated from concentrated animal feeding 
operations from manure and how to deal with same. 

• No reference is made of a number of problems and how to solve them: 

-the need to shift away from commercial fertilizers and pesticides to organic farming in 
order to have sustainable soils and natural predators. Kitchen scraps, which should be 
composted to increase the sustainability of the soil, go to facilities outside of the Capital 
Regional District (CRD) and may or may not be composted for soil amendment. Some is 
used for methane production for energy generation, rather than prioritizing food. 

-the degradation in pollination sources – bees and other pollinating insects and 
the impact on agriculture. 

-generational transfer, given most of the current farmers are nearing retirement, 
and the cost of transfer to younger farmers. Mechanisms such as lease to grow 
need to be developed to provide a land base for others wanting to get 
established. 

-how to produce the food we need locally, given Vancouver Island has a three 
day food supply, in the event of emergencies, and places like California which 
supply much of our produce are increasingly experiencing drought or flooding. 
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-the pressure on farmland under production both in area and cost as a result of 
urban development and other uses such as large mansions and fill dumping. 
Restrictions under recent BC Agricultural Land Reserve changes provide 
guidance on same. 

-the overall climate change impacts on agricultural land with respect to 
temperature, water availability (i.e., declining snow pack), weather pattern 
changes (swinging from drought to floods) and what changes would need to be 
made in what is grown in traditional agricultural areas as crops that used to 
grow in these areas no longer grow as well in the changing climate. 

In closing, should you have any questions about this communique, please feel free to 
contact us at farmlandstrust@gmail.com. 

Respectfully, 

Board of Directors - The Farmlands Trust (Greater Victoria) Society 

PO Box 9 Saanichton, BC V8M-2C3 

Email: farmlandstrust@gmail.com 

Website: www.farmlandstrust.org 

 

*** 

Bob Maxwell, Farmer in Saanich-Gulf Islands 

Dear Honorable Elizabeth May 

Sustainable Soils-Agriculture and Nature:  

- We do not have updated inventories on where we are at, and reporting out;  
- what is the status of our streams, beaches and estuaries as to water quality and biology data; 

each resident should see all of that on a WEB site. 
- What is the status of our pollinators, types and number estimates and their relationships to 

habitat how much of that do we have and is it stable or declining; the Federal government has 
entomologists and ecologists who could help.  This could help local groups working on bee 
projects as to where to focus our activities. 

- We need more data on our forests and edges and hedgerows as to migratory bird use (a federal 
area), how much do we have its condition and status, and the insect composition in those 
habitats.  Bring all of this closer to the public. 

- We need more information on the fertility status of our soils, is the organic matter content 
declining, are there better winter cover crops to plant, is there a chance a composting site could 
be investigated at the federal quarantine station properties for small scale farmers who are 
willing to pay for organic matter. 

http://www.farmlandstrust.org/
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- We need future projections or models of ecology or species changes due to warmer and drier 
soils and higher winds, what should the residents be looking to, where is the guidance.  I am 
sure the province would share this initiative. 

- Is there more to be learned with plastic high tunnels for crop production, are their other 
materials or better plastics, could the federal quarantine station do some research on this. 

- Could the same station try and demonstrate electric tractors and other farm equipment, so far 
there seems to be none on the peninsula. 

- Could there be more nutrition research on the plants we grow as related to the Canada Food 
Guide, could there be kiosks in the malls demonstrating nutritious food and teaching more of 
the public, federal officials might team up with local organic growers.  Healthy eating saves the 
Canada Health System billions. 

- Could we investigate what a small farmer pension fund would look like; where many young 
farmers work so hard, without owning any land assets and give so much to the community in 
terms of nutrition and growing research and information.  There should be some compensation 
for this ‘service’ to Canada. 

- Tar oil pipelines and their leaks and spills will kill a lot.  What research is being done on the 
potential of a very large earth quake and subsequent tidal wave which would wipe out our 
regional coastline and facilities – and likely contribute to a tar oil spill if a pipe is built, and when 
a few ships are in Haro and Juan de Fuca Straits, and at dockside.  One only has to look on line at 
the experience of the Japan tidal waves. No one will be around and have access to clean up. 

- We need significant help with the resident Canada Geese problem, they eat $100 000’s of crops 
and really hurt the ocean foreshore vegetation composition – this situation is unsustainable. 

 

Respectfully 

Bob Maxwell   local farmer. 

 


