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Hi Jody, 

Here are my answers. I apologize for the delay, but they really are very good questions. 

Thank you for asking, 

Dan Meades

Water
What are your thoughts on protecting Canada's supply of potable water? How would you protect our water? 

This question must be answered in 3 steps: The right to water, commercialization of water, and 
water management on Canadian Territory 

 

1.      The right to water. Following the adoption of Resolution (64/292) on last July 28th 
of the General Assembly of the United Nations recognizing the right to drinking water and 
to water sanitation as an fundamental right, the Human Rights Council adopted a similar 
resolution on September 24th of this year. In spite of this, the government of Canada has 
refused to recognize that the right to water and sanitation is a fundamental human right.   

The failure to recognize water as a human right by Canada allows one to believe that the 
Canadian government fears that the adoption of such a principle could eventually infringe 
on commercialization of this natural resource. This position is unacceptable. Recognizing 
the right to water would protect us by facilitating its exclusion from free trade agreements, 
privatization and commercialization of water.    

 
2.       The commercialization of water. Water is the source of all life, of all ecosystems. It is not 
a product, and must not be submitted to ordinary laws of commerce. In 2007, a motion 
demanding that water be excluded from NAFTA was adopted in the House of Commons, but 
nothing has been done to implement it. As long as water is not excluded from NAFTA, any of our 
laws prohibiting its exportation could be challenged or even overturned.

3.       Management of water on Canadian territory.

The management of municipal infrastructure such as water sanitation and aqueducts are of 
provincial jurisdiction. Any environmental initiative by the federal government needs to 
take this into account, in order to avoid waste and duplication. 



The problem is that the federal government can try to impose norms and regimentation, but 
if the provinces and cities do not have enough funds to implement them, citizens are no 
better off. 

Many small municipalities still do not have the means to fund a system of sewers, filtration 
and used water treatment systems. Imposing norms on these municipalities without any 
consideration for providing the means of implementing them, or for the current state of 
their infrastructure, is irresponsible.  

It is clear that each investment from each level of government needs to be reviewed and 
corrected in order to reflect the capacity of each.  

 

Food Safety
Canada's food safety inspection protocols are being challenged by the XL Foods beef recall. What action would you like to see 
taken to reassure Canadians about food safety (for example, would you be willing to mandate new labelling on tenderized steaks
so Canadians will know how to properly cook their beef for improved safety)?

On April 1st 2008, multiple newspaper articles were published to the effect that "the CFIA 
inspects barely 2% of food merchandise, but that that low percentage represents 98% of the 
risks." These affirmations at least serve to open the debate on the deficiencies in the tracking 
system of the CFIA and on the regimentation of labelling and food inspection. These events, 
linked to multiple cases of listeriosis, are extremely worrisome, as they are a part of a 
governmental pilot-project on industry self-regulation.

The Globe and Mail revealed on August 27 of last year that the CFIA had already endeavoured to 
allow the industry to do its own testing as of March 31st 2008. Not only did the government lack 
transparency in its way of bringing the deregulation project to term, but it endangered the health 
of the population, by neglecting to assume responsibility during the crisis. And the government 
has apparently learned nothing from the listeriosis outbreak….  
 
Not only is this self-regulation project still alive, but what is more, the government has slashed 
the budget of the CFIA in its effort to cut public finances. The 2012 budget contained the 
following statement: "The CFIA will introduce a web-based label verification tool that 
encourages consumers to bring validated concerns directly to companies and associations for 
resolution."

New Democrats have been demanding for a long time that Stephen Harper stop not only using 
CFIA as a target, but also provide more financing so that Canadians can feed their families 
without fear. Unfortunately, the government does not seem to be listening. 



As far back as last January, the New Democratic critic for health and food safety, Malcolm Allen 
(Welland), warned that the compressive measures which were announced by the CFIA in its 
Report on plans and priorities in 2011-2012 would have significant negative consequences, and 
would increase risks for Canadian families.
(http://www.ndp.ca/news/conservatives-continue-to-fail-canadians-on-food-safety-ndp) 

One of the most important concerns raised on food regulation and safety is that of the 
independence, objectivity and transparency of science with regards to the appraisal of 
technologies.
Therefore, we the industry should never be allowed to regulate itself completely, the Canadian 
Food Inspection Agency should never have the mandate to ensure full hygiene, and should 
always possess the funds to do its job properly.  

Democracy
What is your opinion of the First-Past-The-Post system of voting? And would you consider looking at some form of proportional 
representation?

During the last leadership campaign, all candidates came out in favour of a serious debate on 
electoral system reform. Thomas Mulcair publicly stated that he subscribed to democratic 
principles which uphold the right to register votes of equal value; the right to be represented in 
Parliament without discrimination of political affiliation or place of residence; the right to be 
governed by a parliament whose members have been fairly elected and whose parties occupy a 
number of seats which closely reflect their popular vote, and; the right to be subjected to 
legitimate laws adopted by a majority of parliamentarians representing a majority of voters.  

Taking into account the constant reduction in voter participation and the substantial power held 
by a majority government, (despite the fact that one can be leader of a country with only 40% of 
the vote), it is important to hold public consultations  on the most efficient electoral system, and 
the most appropriate one for our parliamentary system. 
 

Energy
Do you support the creation of a National Energy Strategy, including alternative energy sources (such as wind and solar) in the 
mix? And what are your timelines for doing this?

The NDP has been calling for a National Energy strategy to protect the environment and ensure 
that our communities and businesses are able to profit from future energy prospects.  

We believe that Canada must diversify its approach and take diverse energy sources into account, 
to develop a broader strategy which can be phased with a 21st century economy. In the long run, 

http://www.ndp.ca/news/conservatives-continue-to-fail-canadians-on-food-safety-ndp


continuing to bet only on the development of gas and oil will challenge the environment and the 
economy.  
 
Adequate environmental evaluations and a strict regulation must, in my opinion, be a part of an 
efficient energy policy in order to protect our resources and our communities. The reduction of 
environmental protections and inspections pose significant risks,  risks that we have the power 
and responsibility to minimize. 

We need an energy strategy which will put the interests of Canadians first, and will help us make 
the transition towards clean and renewable energy.  

Economy
Canada's economy has been hailed around the world, but there are indications of concern around the levels of household debt and 
housing prices. Moody's is reviewing six Canadian banks for downgrade and the provinces like Alberta are not helping build 
confidence by operating under huge deficits. What are your ideas to preserve our economic integrity going forward?

A few weeks ago, Thomas Mulcair gave a speech before the Canadian Club of Toronto "Building 
a balanced 21st century economy." during which he highlighted the need for a better distribution 
of wealth in our society.  

Over the course of the last 10 years. Canada has lost over 500 000 jobs - good jobs - in the 
manufacturing sector, and the balance deficit is at 50B$ per year. The country is losing; its jobs, 
its rich natural resources, its businesses and its expertise. Yet the government continues to refuse 
to clarify and strengthen the Canada Investment Act, which would send a clear message to 
foreign investors. 

As Mr Mulcair said, "Our great challenge in Canada is not a lack of expertise. It is a lack of 
leadership." The problem with the Canadian economy is the lack of productivity, and the fact that 
the Conservative government has failed to take real action. The government brags about its 
innovation tax credit being the most generous in the world, but in the course of the last 10 years, 
productivity has gone up only 1%. The government's policy is purely short term: it does not 
encourage retention of the workforce, workplace training, or mentoring. It helps start businesses 
but doesn't follow the process through, same goes for innovation and RS&D. The help stops at 
the most important part of the process. Why? It makes no sense.   

We need a longer term vision and more transparency so that people, as well as families and 
businesses, know where they're going and can plan for the future. 


