
rabble rouser
Progressive coverage of Canada’s election 08
Daily online election news for the rest of us: rabble.ca/election

We don’t mean to interrupt your election, but ...

A vote for Harper 

= a vote for nothing?
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by Ben Powless

[Note: underlining indicates links online]

Obviously oblivious to the ongoing elections 
occurring and the need for patriotism there-
fore, Aboriginal groups in Canada remained 
up-in-arms over the past week.

-
ished its walk from Vancouver to Ottawa with 
a rally on Parliament Hill. Their demands? 
Justice
of missing and murdered Aboriginal women 
and their families who fall through the cracks 

 Thursday saw the (sadly predict-
able) revelation that Harperites are harbour-
ing racists [video/background]. Not that the 
Liberals have been much better, with some of 
their candidates dropping out. A sad reality 
that this is the only way Native issues get into 

the media, and a daily reminder of the rac-
ism that still manages to surface, but so what? 
How about the actual policies being pursued 
by the government? One such policy has 

-
ances of Native communities (as opposed to 

type).
 Despite assurances by top Native 
and government leadership, it has been criti-

like Caledonia (after the issue again heated 
up

that equates Aboriginal rights (and wrongs) 
to government money, as if that will resolve 
the issues.
 The government has also been push-
ing through racist and patronizing legislation 

on matrimonial property rights that have been 
roundly criticized by Native women’s groups 
among others.  Its ultimate goal seems to be 
the ability to make reserve land sellable to 
non-Natives, effectively destroying the re-
serve system.
 And Sunday night, as the Olympic 
“Spirit Train” made its debut in BC, Native 
protestors and allies effectively shut the show 
down, voicing longstanding and unmet con-
cerns about how the Olympics was taking 
over unceded Native land (ignited by the ar-
rest and subsequent passing of Native elder 
Harriet Nahanee), and causing homelessness 
throughout downtown Vancouver. Is the Spir-
it Train coming to your town?
 This brief reality check on the real 
state of Aboriginal Affairs now subsiding, we 
return you to your regularly scheduled elec-
tion programming.

By Murray Dobbin

A vote for Stephen Harper is a vote for what? 
Well, nothing, actually.
 If you haven’t noticed, Harper is 
making almost no programmatic promises of 
any kind in this election — except more tax 
breaks for strategically (and cynically) iden-

seniors). The ideology here is clear: the Con-
servatives want to form an anti-government, 
a diminished state that facilitates business 
and is committed to ensuring that there are 
no more social programs on the horizon for 
Canadians. They will continue to tax Canadi-
ans — and then give them their money back 
through targeted tax expenditures.
 But even here, of course, Harper is 

aiming at lowering taxes as much as possible 
at the high end (where the bulk of the rev-
enue comes from) so that future governments 
— whether his or some other party’s — will 
have no revenue to carry out new social pro-
grams like home care, child care, pharmacare 
or infrastructure programs.
 Harper has been repeating the same 
message daily for the past week: the other par-
ties are making all these expensive promises 
that the country can’t possibly afford. Keep-
ing those promises, says Harper, will almost 

 That he can say this with a straight 
face is a tribute to his gall. The reason we will 

got rid of $60 billion in yearly revenue (im-

cuts last fall. At the same time as they are 
— or will if re-elected — phasing in tax cuts, 
they are also implementing a multi-year plan 
massively increasing military spending. With 

Harper intends to starve the rest of govern-
ment activities of funds and begin to create 

will follow is the start of actual cuts to social 
spending and other government programs.
 How much revenue have Harper — 
and PC and Liberal governments before him 

-
ing the social role of government? Between 

have voluntarily given up over $300 billion in 
revenue.



Palin, pipelines 

and our energy future 

Everyday, rabble.ca’s election blog 
brings you campaign analysis from some 
of Canada’s leading progressive writers 
and commentators from across the coun-
try! See it all online — even add your 
comments — at rabble.ca/election

 The rabble rouser, this print 
rabble.ca, is meant to en-

able people — YOU! — to take action 
in regards to the coming election. Use 
your networks to spread the word, and 
consider making copies of this paper and 
the future weeks’ issues as they come 
out, and distribute them: do it at work, at 
school, door-to-door, on the street corner, 
or however works best for you.
 We’d like to thank the follow-
ing groups for their generous support 
of  rabble.ca/election: Public Service 
Alliance of Canada (PSAC); Steelwork-
ers Union; National Union of Public and 
General Employees (NUPGE); Hospi-
tal Employees’ Union (HEU); Canada  
Employment and Immigration Union 
(CEIU); and TekSavvy.

by Andrea Harden-Donahue, 

Council of Canadians

to sue the U.S. government over listing po-
lar bears as a threatened species, Republican 
vice-presidential nominee Sarah Palin is con-
sistently making headlines. However, Palin’s 
role in pushing forward the Alaska Pipeline 

Alaska’s north to the B.C.-Alberta border, has 
-

evidence to a Republican vision of energy se-
curity where Canadian energy resources take 
centre stage.
 It is a safe bet that this natural gas 
will end up feeding tar sands production 
(where close to three quarters of bitumen 
produced gets exported to the U.S.) Tar sands 
production continues to require large quanti-
ties of the relatively clean burning natural gas 
to produce dirty oil – and we’re running low. 
The National Energy Board predicts (based 
on this report) that Canada will be a net im-
porter of natural gas by around 2030.
 Pipelines, particularly those going 
to and from the tar sands are the plumbing 
of energy integration with the U.S. (a report 
coming from a Security and Prosperity Part-

expansion of production in the tar sands). 

and the SPP promote pro-market policies, 
giving even greater control to the U.S. market 
and big oil companies. Allowing the market 
to guide energy policy undermines Canadian 
energy security, our ability to protect the en-
vironment (refer to my earlier blog, “Missing 
piece: why trade must be part of the debate” 
for these arguments) and our capacity to com-
bat climate change.
 So where do Canadian political par-
ties stand on energy integration? The Harper 
government favours the SPP and market 
solutions for energy development. The Lib-
eral Party agreed to the SPP in 2005 but has 
since become critical of certain aspects of it; 

energy is absent from these concerns. Nei-
ther the Conservatives nor the Liberals have 
clear plans to implement a Canadian strategic 

-
move energy provisions. The Bloc Quebecois 

-
tion provisions in the SPP, but has called for 
more transparency and parliamentary input. 
They have criticized subsidies and tax breaks 
for the oil and gas industry. The NDP opposes 
the SPP and wants to stop government sub-
sidies and tax breaks directed at the big oil 
companies. They have indicated support for 
a policy of energy security in Canada and co-

-

SPP and wants to end corporate subsidies to 
the oil, gas and nuclear industries. The Greens 

visiting the energy provision and recognizes 
the need for an energy reserve, control over 
exports and prioritizing inter-provincial pro-
vision.
 The question of energy integration 
should be up for debate here in Canada as it’s 
clearly on the Republican’s election agenda.

Andrea Harden-Donahue is the Energy Cam-

paigner for the Council of Canadians.

Website helps with strategic voting

rabble.ca relaunches 

October 23! details at 

rabble.ca/relaunch

www.voteforenvironment.ca
by Murray Dobbin

The unpredictable outcomes of shifts in party 
support continue to make many people ner-

talking about some kind of strategic voting to 
ensure that the anti-Harper vote is not once 

talk — with some information about where 
the close seats were but little systematic work 
on guiding people on how to vote strategi-
cally and where.’
 But Alice Klein (editor of Toronto’s 

providing that guidance with the founding 
of a new site www.voteforenvironment.ca 

on the environment but for those also con-
cerned about other issues, this is effectively 

every other party has legitimate policies for 

hot contests — the 63 seats that it believes 
strategic voting could defeat a Conservative 
— analyzes each one and comes up with a 
recommendation on who to vote for. ...
 The creators of the site suggest 
that if the vote were taken today, this is what 
would happen:
Without “voting smart” 

 Conservatives - 147 seats; 

 Liberals - 76; NDP - 34; 

 the Bloc - 49; the Greens - 0

If we “vote smart”

 Conservatives - 97 seats;

 Liberals - 109; NDP - 46;

 the Bloc - 53; the Greens - 1

Optimistic, yes, but not impossible. Especial-


