Why the G20 still matters
Colin Robertson
The Globe and Mail, December 3, 2018
Ten years on, the G20 still has relevance – and not just as inspiration for a clever skit in
the latest Saturday Night Live. The G20 countries are the principal shareholders in the
global economy. Together, these 19 nations and the European Union represent 85
percent of global output and two-thirds of the world’s peoples.
At its best, the G20 gets the major economies steering in the same direction – essential
if responsible globalization is to succeed. The G20 works with the heads of the key
financial, economic and trade institutions and draws advice from business, labour and
civil society.
If the G7 leadership is mostly liberal democrats, the G20 includes autocrats,
authoritarians and, apparently, authorizers of assassination. Their communiqués, like
their plenary sessions, tend to the platitudinous, aspirational and run-on.
The leaders’ declaration – Building consensus for fair and sustainable development – is
a mouthful, but its 31-point communique is the most succinct in years. Importantly, the
leaders commit to improving a “rules-based international order” capable of effectively
responding to our “rapidly changing world.”
The communiqué addresses the conference’s three main themes – the future of work,
infrastructure and food – all areas of Canadian interest. Gender mainstreaming – the
assessment of the implications of public policy on gender – is a Canadian priority and
criss-crosses the entire agenda. Reform of the World Trade Organization gets a boost. A
Canadian initiative on improving WTO dispute-settlement provisions got another airing
at Buenos Aries.
Leaders acknowledged climate change, but avoided making a choice between
renewables and fossil fuels. Instead they endorse “different possible national paths” to
achieve cleaner energy systems. The IMF and World Bank are directed to get a better
grip on cross-border financial flows as well as public and private debt obligations
between borrowers and creditors.
The communiqué reaffirmed past commitments to combat terrorism and money
laundering. It noted the threat of anti-microbial resistance. Africa and the development
agenda got a nod. It punted migration and the displaced to the next G20 summit, which
will be hosted by Japan in 2019.
While endorsing transformative technology, leaders implicitly recognize that some jobs
are never coming back. Governments need to be creative and deliberative in addressing
adjustment. Policies need to be multifaceted. This means wage subsidies, earnedincome tax credits and investments in communities.

To create an innovative economy, governments need to rethink education to encourage
cognitive, digital and entrepreneurship skills. Are we doing enough in early childhood
development? Do our schools develop STEM – science, technology, engineering and
mathematics – competencies? Do we have the right funding balance between the ivory
tower and vocational training;, between applied sciences and the liberal arts? Do we
invest enough in apprenticeships? Given the mismatch in skills seen in many countries,
should business have more of a voice in higher education? How do we facilitate lifelong
learning?
The opportunity for formal and informal face-to-face meetings between leaders is the
real value of these summits. With the principal players in one place, things can get done.
Foreign Minister Chrystia Freeland convinced her G7 counterparts to express their
“utmost concern” over Russian aggression against Ukraine. Unable to get G8 consensus
around the murder of journalist Jamal Khashoggi, Canada announced its
own sanctions on 17 Saudi nationals. The two actions were at least some riposte to the
egregious high-fiving between Vladimir Putin and Mohammed bin Salman.
Bookending this summit was the Friday-morning signing of the US-Mexico-Canada
Agreement (USMCA) and the Saturday dinner shared by presidents Donald Trump and
Xi Jinping, where the two leaders agreed to a trade truceand set a 90-day deadline for a
new pact.
The USMCA is not perfect. It’s more managed trade than free trade. Justin Trudeau
reminded President Trump that there is still unfinished business around the steel and
aluminium tariffs. Canada will probably have to settle for a cap or the kind of creative
solution – wage thresholds – that broke the impasse on the auto rules of origin.
While the USMCA is now signed, it still needs to be sealed through the implementation
of legislation in each country. The Trudeau government should await U.S. ratification.
We need to be sure that Mr. Trump’s legislation conforms to our agreement and that he
can deliver its passage through the new Congress.
Like all international institutions, the G20 has its flaws. Originally a Canadian initiative
that brought finance ministers and central bankers together, it was raised to leaders’
level at the onset of the Great Recession. A decade later, it still makes a useful
contribution to global welfare.

The Arrest of Meng Wanzhou: The Stakes for Canada-China Relations
Hug Stevens
China-US Focus, Dec 11 , 2018
When Canada Border Services Agency officers detained Huawei CFO Meng Wanzhou,

daughter of the company’s founder Ren Zhengfei, at Vancouver International Airport on
December 1 (at approximately the same time as Donald Trump was meeting with Xi
Jinping on the margins of the G20 meeting in Buenos Aires), Canada found itself smack
in the middle of the US-China trade war. Meng was detained on an extradition warrant
initiated by the US Department of Justice (DOJ) alleging that she was complicit in
Huawei evading US sanctions on Iran between 2007 and 2013. Since extradition from
Canada on the basis of US sanctions law would be problematic, the charge was framed
as criminal financial fraud. Specifically, the DOJ claims that she “defrauded” unnamed
US financial institutions by personally misrepresenting to them that a Hong Kong
company named Skycom, which was at one point a Huawei subsidiary and which the US
charges was still controlled by Huawei at the time of the alleged sanctions violations,
had no connection to Huawei (at the time of her statement, in 2013). As a result,
according to the DOJ, the US financial institutions were exposed to financial risk of
millions of dollars by unwittingly participating in trade with Iran, banned by US law.
While the facts of the alleged fraud remain to be proven in court, several things are
already clear. First, Canada has just found itself between a rock (the US) and a hard
place (China) when it comes to this case. Canada had little or no choice but to follow
through on the US request, in accordance with the extradition treaty between the two
countries. The timing of the arrest on the basis of the US warrant could not have been
worse from the perspective of lowering the temperature between the US and China over
its escalating trade tensions. Indeed, the temporary truce of 90 days that was announced
the same day, and markets initially responded enthusiastically. It was not until
December 4 that news of Meng’s arrest leaked out, as Huawei had requested a
publication ban. Fuller details emerged during her bail hearing which began in
Vancouver on Dec. 7. It appears that the process of bringing charges against Huawei had
been underway for some time, but the timing of the detention was triggered by Meng’s
travel plans. She was enroute to Mexico through Vancouver when she was arrested.
Reportedly, even though her son attends college in Boston, she has avoided travel to the
US for several years. The US laid a trap for her, and the trap happened to be sprung on
December 1.
The motivation for the US action at this time is open to speculation. There is no doubt
that the US wants to tighten enforcement of sanctions against Iran, especially after they
were restored by the Trump Administration. Another Chinese telecommunications
company, ZTE, was heavily sanctioned and paid a $900,000 fine in 2017 after admitting
that it violated US sanctions law by shipping equipment to Iran that contained US
components. The US had threatened to shut off ZTE’s US supply chain. In the case of
Huawei, there is another dimension because the company is one of the world’s leading
manufacturers of telecommunications equipment, including in the new area of 5G
technology. In August of this year, President Trump signed legislation banning use of
Huawei equipment by the US government on the grounds that the company could insert
“back doors” into critical infrastructure at the behest of the Chinese government. Such
back doors could, in theory, cripple this infrastructure if they were triggered. Although
there is no evidence that Huawei is engaged in such activity, the US government is also
leaning heavily on US companies like AT&T to eschew use of Huawei components in its

networks. While the US has taken this action, it is also pushing for its allies to take
similar action. To date, Canada (one of the so-called “five eyes” intelligence sharing
partners, which includes the US, UK, Canada, Australia and New Zealand) has not done
so, nor has the UK, although both Australia and New Zealand have followed the US lead.
From a Chinese perspective Meng’s arrest and its ban on Huawei is more about the US
trying to curtail China’s technological rise than anything to do with financial fraud or 5G
security. The US does not like China’s avowed policy of seeking to achieve dominance in
high tech by 2025, and is fighting back. Chinese companies are still dependent on US
technology to some extent (particularly microchips) but the lesson of ZTE has not been
lost on China. To reduce vulnerability to US pressure, Chinese companies will develop
independent sources of technology.
What does all this mean for Canada, which risks becoming collateral damage in the USChina trade war? Already the new NAFTA, known as the USMCA in the US and CUSMA
in Canada, incorporates a “poison pill”, Article 32.10, that effectively prevents any of the
three North American countries from concluding a free trade agreement with a “nonmarket economy” (namely China) on pain of being expelled from the USMCA. This was
inserted at US insistence and, given the extent of Canadian reliance on trade with its
North American neighbour, constitutes a de facto veto over a Canada-China FTA.
Canada has continued however to explore other forms of a closer economic relationship
with China, possibly on a sectoral basis. The arrest of Meng in Vancouver will put this
initiative in the freezer.
Already the Chinese have summoned the Canadian ambassador in Beijing to demand
Meng’s immediate release, warning that Canada must take “full responsibility” for what
will be “severe consequences” if the Canadian courts don’t roll over and accede to the
Chinese request. This is not going to happen. Canada has a fine line to walk between its
two leading trade partners, and maintaining a hands-off attitude by the government
toward the judicial process is extremely important. If, in the end, Meng’s extradition is
refused (any final decision by the courts must be reaffirmed by the Canadian Minister of
Justice), Canada will need to demonstrate to the US that the legal decision was free of
any taint of political interference. The same applies if she is extradited, although China
will refuse to accept the argument that the judicial process is immune from government
interference, given its own record of politically directing the courts. Under either
scenario, Canada has little recourse but to stick meticulously to a transparent legal
process.
China, in the meantime, needs to consider its options. It will probably take some action
against Canada, such as suspending high-level visits and scheduled bilateral dialogues,
but it needs to consider whether browbeating Canada is in its own interests, particularly
since Canada to date has not joined the US efforts to ban Huawei from participation in
its 5G networks. China would be better placed to put its focus on the US, which
instigated this issue in the first place. Whether they will do so during the period when
the Trump-Xi “trade truce” is being worked out remains to be seen, but if they come
down hard on Canada while sparing the US, this will be seen as highly hypocritical in
Canada and will damage Canada-China relations.

In the meantime, Meng’s bail hearing will continue in Vancouver. She has ties to the
city, having lived there for three years and owning two homes, so if she is released on
bail while the extradition process is played out, she will have familiar surroundings. The
extradition process itself could take years. In the meantime, not only is Meng Wanzhou
a hostage in the US-China trade confrontation, but so is Canada and Canada-China
political and trade relations.

Canada must resist Chinese pressure over Huawei arrest
Phil Calvert
Nikkei Asian Review, December 11, 2018
Ottawa’s response will be widely watched in other countries with close ties with Beijing
Being caught between two superpowers is an uncomfortable place to be. But that is
where Canada finds itself with its arrest in Vancouver of Meng Wanzhou, chief financial
officer of China's telecoms giant Huawei and daughter of the company's founder. Meng
was arrested at the request of the United States, which is seeking her extradition to face
charges of fraud linked to information she provided to U.S. companies about Huawei's
sales to Iran, now under U.S. sanctions.
In arresting Meng, Canada was fulfilling its legal obligations under the terms of its
extradition agreement with the U.S. China, of course, does not see it this way. Reacting
with predictable anger, China has accused Canada of violating Meng's human rights and
serving as an instrument of U.S. President Donald Trump's confrontational policy
toward China. Beijing has demanded Meng's immediate release, and has made ominous
but vague threats about Canada facing "consequences" if it does not comply.
There is no doubt that China will respond strongly to what it sees as an attack on
Huawei, a flagship company that symbolizes China's innovation, global reach and
international prestige. China's reaction will not only be aimed at putting pressure on
Canada to release Meng, but also retaliating against what it sees as Canada's support for
the U.S. agenda on Huawei and on China.
Retaliatory measures could include canceling bilateral meetings and high-level visits,
sudden regulatory "problems" with Canadian exports (especially agricultural products),
and pressing Chinese businesses to cancel orders with Canadian companies. Any
informal discussions on a possible free trade agreement will probably be suspended.
China might also try to use Canada's bid for election to the United Nations Security
Council in 2021 and desire to join the East Asia Summit as leverage.
These pressure tactics will be familiar to most countries in Asia and elsewhere that deal
with China. Many have felt the impact of China's power to exert coordinated pressure --

particularly economic pressure -- to achieve political ends. Canada's ability to resist such
pressure may be seen as an indicator of the limits of China's strength.
Pressure from China may prove to be futile in Meng's case. Canada is in no position to
interfere with an independent judicial process and release her, just as it could not deny
the U.S. request under its extradition agreement.
Since either China or the U.S. will be unhappy with the final decision on Meng's
extradition, Canada's best defense is to scrupulously follow an objective legal process
that is divorced from political influence. It is called the rule of law and China could do
with more of it.
Once the extradition decision is made, Canada's relations with China are likely to
improve again because the case will either have become another Sino-American problem
or because Meng is back in China.
As a price for returning to positive relations, China may demand that Canada allow
Huawei to participate in Canada's future 5G market. It would be in Canada's best
interests not to succumb to such pressure. Ottawa should seriously consider the security
concerns about Huawei expressed by its closest intelligence partners -- the U.S., the
U.K, Australia and New Zealand -- in the so-called Five Eyes alliance. If anything, this
case could further undermine Huawei's 5G chances in Canada.
The Meng case has implications that go beyond Canada's relations with both China and
the U.S. The Sino-American trade conflict is continuing along with Washington's
aggressive pursuit of Huawei or other Chinese companies suspected of illegal or
unsavory practices. Given the strong and growing presence of both Huawei and China in
the Asia-Pacific region, other Asian countries could well find themselves facing similar
cases.
Canada's ability to navigate the Meng case and resist pressure from China rests on the
strength, independence and transparency of its legal system. Countries with weaker
institutions, faced with similar challenges, may find it harder to resist this kind of
pressure. In such circumstances, whatever the strength of the legal case, China wins and
the rule of law loses.

Canada’s dilemma over Meng Wanzhou and Huawei
With the detention of two Canadians in China, Canada is squarely caught in a China-US
trade dispute. Is there much it can do?
Hugh Stephens, Open Canada.org, December 13, 2018

Now that Huawei CFO Meng Wanzhou has been released on bail in Vancouver — a
common sense decision that reflects her health concerns and bona fides — attention will
turn to next steps in the case involving US allegations against her.
The United States alleges that Meng was personally complicit in giving untrue
assurances to US financial institutions that Huawei was not involved in evading US
sanctions on Iran.
There has been much speculation on what actions China would take ever since word of
Meng’s detention was reported in the media, three days after her recent arrest in
Vancouver International Airport (she was detained on the basis of a provisional warrant
issued by the US Department of Justice).
China threatened “grave consequences” if Meng was not immediately released, in a
strong message delivered to Canadian Ambassador John McCallum when he was called
into the Chinese Foreign Ministry last weekend to receive Chinese protests.
Now it would appear that, by detaining former Canadian diplomat Michael Kovrig, as
well as a second Canadian, Michael Spavor, China has moved by putting a counter on
the chessboard, in a “like for like” escalation. This will only stiffen Canada’s resolve to
follow through with its legal process, untainted by political interference.
Many details of the two cases remain unclear but the timing appears to be more than
coincidental. Back in 2014 China detained two Canadian missionaries, Kevin and Julia
Garratt, who had spent more than 30 years in China, on charges of espionage. It was
more than coincidental that a few weeks earlier Canada had arrested and subsequently
extradited to the US a Chinese national and Canadian permanent resident, Su Bin, who
was accused of conspiracy to steal US military secrets by hacking into protected
websites. Su pleaded guilty and was sentenced to almost four years in prison. China of
course denied any connection between the Su and Garratt cases, as it no doubt will with
regard to the detention of Kovrig and now Spavor.
What can Canada do? There is no question that we are caught in a difficult situation
between two economic superpowers that are waging both a trade war and a race to
dominate the next generation of technology. On the technology issue, the question of
whether Canada will block Huawei’s participation in this country’s 5G networks is also
at stake, with the US and some former members of Canada’s security establishment
piling on the pressure to follow the lead of the US, Australia and New Zealand and bar a
role for Huawei. To date, Huawei has been a good corporate citizen and made
considerable investment in R&D in Canada. The arrest of Meng is an unwelcome
complication.
“There is no question that we are caught in a difficult situation between two economic
superpowers that are waging both a trade war and a race to dominate the next
generation of technology.”

Until Donald Trump’s unscripted remarks on December 10 stating that he would
intervene with the US Department of Justice if this would help resolve trade differences
with China, the US (and Canada) had maintained that the Meng case was a legal matter
being pursued separately from any other bilateral differences, including those on the
trade front. Trump’s comments undercut the statement of his own ambassador to
Canada, Kelly Craft, in this regard and convey the impression that Meng was arrested to
be held as a pawn in the US-China trade dispute. The open politicization of the process
could backfire, as Canada would be well within its rights under the extradition treaty
with the US to refuse to extradite someone accused of charges that are essentially
political rather than criminal.
Another outcome could be the dropping of charges by prosecutors, getting Canada out of
its current predicament. If this is the case, Canada will have been “played” for political
purposes and future legal cooperation between Canada and the US could suffer a
setback. Of course, Trump’s comments could be a throwaway remark and we may see
the US justice system continue to prosecute the case to its conclusion.
At the moment, Canada appears to have little choice but to pursue the legal proceedings
against Meng that are required by the extradition treaty while seeking more information
from Beijing regarding the detention of Kovrig and Spavor, making representations to
ensure that they are fairly treated. At the same time, we should explore channels to deescalate this crisis and try to prevent further retaliation and linkage with other issues.
The lesson may be that as much as we value and need our relationship with the US, the
US cannot be counted on not to take advantage of Canada. The remedy is for Canada to
look after its own interests, whether these be a “made in Canada” decision on Huawei
and 5G, the extent and nature of how trade relations are pursued with China, or a strict
application of Canadian law when it comes to making a decision about whether Meng
should be extradited if the charges against her are more political than criminal.

Michael Kovrig, and China’s reward-and-punishment diplomacy
Phil Calvert
Globe and Mail, December 1, 2018
With the detention of Michael Kovrig, a Canadian diplomat on leave and working for the
International Crisis Group, China appears to be raising the stakes on the Huawei issue.
What Beijing may not realize is that this attempt at intimidation is a dead end.

According to Chinese media, Mr. Kovrig is being accused of endangering national
security, but there are few details about his detention.This should be seen as a direct
reaction to the arrest in Vancouver of Meng Wanzhou, chief financial officer of Huawei
and daughter of the company’s founder, Ren Zhengfei. Ms. Meng was detained at the
request of the United States, which is seeking her extradition to face charges of fraud
linked to information she provided to U.S. financial institutions about her company’s
ties to a Hong Kong firm doing business in Iran, opening the banks to risk of violating
U.S. sanctions. Beijing reacted with fury to this action, threatening serious
consequences unless Canada releases her immediately.
This escalation is part of China’s typical playbook and fits in with the reward-andpunishment approach it often takes to international diplomacy. This was demonstrated
in 2014, when China arrested Kevin and Julia Garratt on charges of spying, in response
to Canada’s arrest of Su Bin, a Chinese businessman charged with stealing U.S. fighter
jet secrets. It took two years and high-level negotiations to obtain their release.
If China is trying to pressure Canada to release Ms. Meng in exchange for Mr. Kovrig, it
won’t work. Canada’s judicial system is designed to be independent and free from
political influence: More than one Canadian cabinet minister, over the years, has had to
resign for improper contact with judges on cases of concern to them. Ms. Meng’s
extradition hearing will have to run its course, regardless of the actions of the Chinese
government and despite the fallout. Chinese officials should be aware of this: They were
equally frustrated years ago when told that Canadian politicians could not overrule
Canadian courts and simply order the extradition of accused criminal Lai Changxing.
Mr. Lai was eventually returned to China only after a long and thorough judicial process
and China’s agreement to let Canada monitor his health before his trial.
China’s actions on Ms. Meng and now Mr. Kovrig reveal, once again, a blind spot in the
country’s willingness to accept the limits on power in countries where the rule of law
prevails. Its diplomats are generally sophisticated and worldly, and many of them, no
doubt, understand the realities of Canada’s justice system. Others, despite this
experience, still may believe that, when push comes to shove, power will triumph over a
system based on rule of law. Certainly, this is the perspective of China’s leadership.
Since its economic reforms were launched by Deng Xiaoping nearly 40 years ago, China
has become an increasingly powerful player on the world stage. Under President Xi
Jinping, this power has been more openly exercised, often taking the form of a brittle
nationalistic arrogance, especially in response to criticisms on issues such as its
expansion of power in the South China Sea, and when powerful elites are threatened.
China wants to be seen as a supporter of globalism and the rules-based system, yet its
response to Ms. Meng’s arrest, and particularly its detention of Mr. Kovrig, belies these
claims.
The Trudeau government came into power determined to put Canada-China relations
on a more positive footing than had existed under the Harper Conservatives, to the
point of being accused by some of naiveté. Mr. Kovrig’s detention has exposed the

darker side of China’s international behaviour and the lengths it is willing to go to
achieve its goals. Although Canada is heading into a difficult period for the relationship,
this doesn’t reduce its importance to Canadian interests.
If anything, Canada will need to ensure it maintains strong lines of communication with
China, while at the same time ensuring that its approach is based on a realistic
understanding of the stark realities of the Chinese system.

Washington sparks a space spat at the United Nations
Paul Meyer,
Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, December 11, 2018
At the United Nations, outer space used to be a realm of relative peace and cooperation.
Every fall, virtually all the world’s nations are represented at the UN General Assembly’s
First Committee meeting, which considers matters related to disarmament and
international security, including in outer space. There, many space-related resolutions
were typically so uncontroversial as to be adopted without a vote. The high level of
cooperation allowed for broad international agreement on space policy, and generated
some practical recommendations. For example, in 2013, a UN Group of Governmental
Experts agreed on a set of “Transparency and Confidence Building Measures” on outer
space, which the General Assembly has encouraged member states to implement.
Among other things, the measures promote the exchange of information on space
policies and activities, risk reduction efforts (like keeping spacecraft far enough apart to
avoid collision), and visits to space launch facilities.
The diplomatic atmosphere, however, was dramatically different at this year’s First
Committee session in October. The Committee adopted four resolutions dealing with
outer space security—and the United States voted “no” on all four. These resolutions are
not legally binding, but do set out policy positions and hence can be viewed as
statements of political intent. By rejecting all four, Washington signaled, in effect, that
whatever the international community sought to do on space concerns, it opposed. This
was in stark contrast to previous years, when the United States did join the consensus
on Transparency and Confidence Building Measures, and merely abstained on a
resolution seeking to prevent an arms race in outer space.

The change in approach comes as senior US officials have started referring to outer
space as “a warfighting domain,” and in a year that US President Donald Trump has
declared it his goal to achieve American dominance in space and establish a Space Force
that is “separate but equal” to other branches of the US armed services. It is not clear
that he will succeed in the face of Congress or military leaders who don’t support a
stand-alone service, but he is quite serious: Last week, Politico revealed a draft
presidential directive outlining proposed details of the new force.
What America said “no” to. So how, specifically, did Washington signal its new
disinclination to cooperate? Below is a brief recap of the resolutions that were under
consideration and the rationales the United States put forward for rejecting them.
The international community has long feared an arms race in outer space that could
turn this global commons into a battleground. To ward off the threat, Egypt and Sri
Lanka regularly submit the resolution “Prevention of an arms race in outer space,”
which sets out basic policy on how to achieve this goal. For 30-plus years, the resolution
has had overwhelming support. This year, of the United Nation’s 193 voting members,
181 voted yes. The United States has never been part of that majority support, but in
recent years was content to register its view with an abstention. This year, though there
was no textual change to the resolution, the United States decided to cast a “no” vote.
The UN General Assembly frequently establishes Groups of Governmental Experts
comprised of subsets of states (15 to 25) to study specific issues and make
recommendations on how they should be managed. Such groups normally operate over
a two-year period and only issue a report if all participating states agree. At the 2017
General Assembly, Russia led a successful initiative to create a Group of Governmental
Experts to consider “substantial elements of an international legally binding instrument
on the prevention of an arms race in outer space.” The group had its initial meeting in
August and is not due to report back until 2019. So this year, sponsor states submitted
the resolution “Further practical measures for the prevention of an arms race in outer
space,” essentially a place-holder to maintain a slot on the Committee’s agenda.
Washington had opposed creation of this Group of Governmental Experts, but is still
participating in it. Nonetheless, this year, the United States was one of only three states
(along with Ukraine and Israel) to cast a negative vote.
UN members have long been concerned over keeping outer space a weapons-free zone.
While the foundational Outer Space Treaty of 1967 prohibits weapons of mass
destruction in space, it is silent on other types of weaponry. Capitalizing on this concern,
since 2014 Russia has annually submitted a resolution on “No first placement of
weapons in outer space.” It encourages states to uphold “a political commitment not to
be the first to place weapons in space.” Several countries have criticized this resolution
for its failure to define a “space weapon,” and because—as some interpret it—it could
prompt states to develop space weapons in order to respond if another country crosses
the threshold first. The United States and 11 other countries rejected this resolution this
year, with 40 states abstaining.

Finally, one promising avenue states have espoused, at least in their public statements,
is the adoption of cooperative measures to promote transparency and confidence
concerning outer space activity. As it has done since 2005, this year Russia submitted a
resolution on “Transparency and confidence-building measures in outer space.” The
resolution essentially supports the measures agreed by the Group of Governmental
Experts in 2013, and encourages states to exchange information on implementation.
Ever since it was first introduced, this resolution has been adopted without a vote, as
transparency and confidence-building are ideas that enjoy consensus support. The
United States in particular has stressed its support for them, which it prefers to legallybinding measures. Although 176 states supported the resolution this year, this display of
common purpose and comity among nations was apparently too much for the Grinch
advisors to the US delegation, and the United States and sidekick Israel cast “no” votes.
A threat to the collective interest. UN delegates may offer statements when they
cast their votes, and these “explanations of vote” illuminate the political currents
underlying Washington’s rejectionist stance. In her November 6thexplanation of vote,
US representative Cynthia Plath said that American support for transparency and
confidence-building measures “ends when such efforts are tied to proposals for legallybinding arms control constraints and limitations.” In American eyes, the culprits here
are “fundamentally flawed arms control proposals” put forward by Russia and China.
Moscow and Beijing first proposed their draft treaty on preventing placement of
weapons in outer space at the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva in 2008;
Washington has characterized it as a “hollow and hypocritical effort.” In her explanation
of vote, the US delegate quoted US Vice President Mike Pence when she accused Russia
and China of “aggressively developing and deploying technologies that have
transformed space into a warfighting domain.” This echoes what the White House said
in the National Space Strategy revealed in March, which blamed “competitors and
adversaries” for turning space into a “warfighting domain.” Given its own rhetoric and
actions, though, it would appear to be the Trump Administration that wants space to be
seen this way.
The Russian delegation, for its part, not surprisingly attributed the worsening climate
for space security to American action. In an October 24 statement, the Russian Deputy
Head of Delegation Andrey Belousov drew attention to the fact “that US operational
documents regulating space operations and special military directives in this regard
have been for a long time providing for the use of preemptive and anticipatory measures
in outer space on the basis of subjective assessments.” He went on to stress that
“Continuing the policy towards ensuring … US ‘space dominance’ does not contribute to
a constructive dialogue on strategic stability at all.” The Russian delegate also criticized
US development of space-based ballistic missile interceptors, concluding, “If this trend
continues, the work at all the negotiation tracks pertaining to outer space will end up
with no results and return to zero level.”
This open and strident US-Russian dispute, and its wrecking-ball effect on prospects for
space cooperation, was certainly a matter of concern for other delegations, although
their statements were circumspect. Several US partners signaled their distance from the
hostile stance towards legally-binding measures for space security that has increasingly

marked Washington’s statements. Japan’s delegate said, “The importance of enhancing
the rule of law in outer space needs to be reaffirmed.” Australia’s statement, while
sharing a critical assessment of the Sino-Russian draft treaty, said, “Australia is
committed to a rules-based global order, which extends to space.” The EU delegate said,
“we believe that the 1967 Outer Space Treaty and other international space law as
developed in the UN framework will remain the cornerstone of global governance of
outer space.”
Other states, less closely allied with Washington, were even more explicit in their
support of new international legal instruments. The Egyptian delegate said, “there is a
clear need for a legally binding instrument that would complement the existing
international legal framework by preventing an arms race in outer space and filling the
existing legal gaps in this area, especially taking into consideration the alarming
announcements by some States in relation to their plans of weaponizing outer space, in
addition to the continued development of military capabilities devoted to attack[ing]
outer space assets.” The South African delegate said, “we believe that a Treaty on the
Prevention of an arms race in outer space would complement and reaffirm the
importance of the 1967 Outer Space Treaty, which aims to preserve space for peaceful
uses by prohibiting the use of space weapons and the development of space-weapon
technology.”
It is not clear why the United States decided to take such a negative stance on space
security at this fall’s First Committee. Beyond the animus the Trump Administration has
displayed towards multilateralism in general and arms control agreements in particular,
space is an environment on which the United States and the West are disproportionately
dependent—as they own the vast majority of satellites—and where the preservation of a
non-weaponized status would seem to be in the national interest. While Washington
purports to support the adoption of non-legally-binding transparency and confidencebuilding measures, its gratuitous rejection of relatively anodyne UN resolutions simply
because they refer to proposals it doesn’t like will not foster the kind of cooperation with
other states required to advance its agenda. The escalating rhetoric and threat
perception, coupled with aggressive-sounding “space dominance” policies, are hardly
conducive to sustaining a cooperative international effort to prevent a destructive space
conflict. US allies should caution Washington against engaging in such a counterproductive strategy that threatens the collective interest.
A link to another Paul Meyer article
ICT for Peace Foundation
December 3, 2018
Global Cyber Security Norms: A Proliferation Problem?

Former Ontario Lieutenant Governor James Bartleman’s Indigenous
Summer Reading Camps program continues to grow
Steven Beattie, Industry News, Quill and Quire, December 13, 2018

“It’s the biggest story [that’s] never been told.” That’s how former Lieutenant Governor
of Ontario James Bartleman describes the annual Indigenous Summer Reading Camps
program that has been in operation in the province since 2005 and now stretches across
the country each year. Run in partnership with the charitable organization Frontier
College, and funded by monetary and in-kind contributions from TD Bank, the Ontario
Ministry of Education, the Ontario Teachers’ Federation, and various educational,
governmental, and private businesses across the country (including Scholastic Canada,
Kids Can Press, Coach House Books, and Orca Book Publishers), the Summer Reading
Camps initiative provides opportunities for remote Indigenous communities to take part
in summer programs focused on promoting literacy, STEM learning, and cultural
activities.
The camps grew out of Bartleman’s experience as Ontario’s first Indigenous Lieutenant
Governor, during which time he would visit remote fly-over communities in the
northern part of the province. “What shocked me was the fact that the schools were in
such terrible shape,” he says. “And secondly, that they didn’t have libraries. In many
cases they had bookshelves, but there were no books.” During his tenure as Lieutenant
Governor (which ran from 2002 through 2007), Bartleman became passionately
involved in attempts to bring books and literacy to these remote Indigenous
communities – a passion that resulted in the inauguration of the Indigenous Summer
Reading Camps.
In his efforts to get the camps off the ground, Bartleman raised $8 million dollars and
came up with a model that would cost $32,600 per camp. “I wanted a bootstrap
operation,” he says. This bare-bones model incorporates involvement from the
participating communities, including having each community provide accommodation
for camp counsellors. This, Bartleman says, is something the various communities are
more than happy to do. “It’s just a prejudice to say that Native people are not interested
in the education of their kids. They are very keen. I think the success [of the camps] is
based to a huge extent on the support of the communities.” Bartleman also approached
various universities to chip in and solicited funding from private companies such as De
Boers, which contributed money for three camps over a five-year period.
Bartleman didn’t want the money to flow through the Lieutenant Governor’s office,
preferring to employ an arm’s length foundation with a proven track record in literacy

advocacy and fundraising. He chose to partner with Frontier College. “Frontier College
did such a good job that even though I’d raised enough money for five years, they made
it stretch to six,” says Bartleman of the Summer Reading Camps’ early days in northern
Ontario. The Ontario project was so successful, in fact, that Indigenous communities in
other provinces began to take notice. Today there are Indigenous Summer Reading
Camps in 133 communities across eight provinces and three territories. Frontier College
reports that 24 communities held summer literacy camps for the first time in 2018. “The
model is in Ontario,” says Bartleman, “but the real action is elsewhere.”
Frontier College president and CEO Stephen Faul is enthusiastic about the success of
the Summer Reading Camps. According to the 2018 annual report, the camps reached
2,211 children in Ontario alone. The report goes on to state that 97 per cent of parents
and caregivers said the camps encouraged children to enjoy reading for pleasure and 77
per cent agreed that the camps prepared their children to return to school. They also
hand out books to Indigenous child readers each year: Faul estimates that in 2018 they
distributed close to 100,000 books nationwide and 4,000 within Ontario.
The function of the camps in stemming summer learning loss is one aspect of the
program that Faul is most pleased with. “If you don’t have a lot of books or things to
read from the end of one school year to the beginning of the next, your reading ability
can slip appreciably,” he says. “We create this love of reading and we prevent summer
learning loss. It’s also an opportunity for us to build partnerships with Indigenous
communities.” This approval is echoed by Indigenous leaders, who praise the program
and its commitment to Indigenous culture and learning. “The integration of
Secewepemc culture into the camp is [an] essential element that contributes to the
success of the program,” writes Robert Matthew, director of education for the B.C.
Adams Lake Indian Band. “The flexibility and the training and programming by Frontier
College allows our staff to individualize the camp to suit the needs of our community.”
Perhaps even more encouraging is the fact that as of this past year, “legacy” camps had
sprung up in nine Ontario communities running their own programs independently of
Frontier College’s involvement. “Our goal ultimately is that people won’t need our
services,” says Faul. “We work in close partnership with communities to help build their
own capacity.”
This involves recruiting counsellors to travel to remote parts of northern Ontario and
other regions of the country. Recruiting in Ontario begins with a call for applications in
January and interviews start as early as February. All of the programs across the country
have Indigenous community members on staff; in some of the prairies programs, the
entire staff is Indigenous. The Ontario program, by contrast, is a blended staff of
Indigenous and non-Indigenous counsellors. “It was designed that way from the
beginning,” says Cathy Mehagan, Frontier College’s regional director for northern
Ontario. “Mr. Bartleman and some of our other Indigenous leadership advisors at the
time felt that it wasn’t just about the kids learning. It was about the young people that
we hire from the communities learning from the people that are coming in from
southern Ontario and Thunder Bay area colleges and universities.”

Sarah Almeida has a degree in child and youth care from Ryerson University and is
currently in her final year of the bachelor of education program at Trent University; she
was a counsellor at the Fort Albany First Nation summer camp in 2018. “This was a
whole new experience for me,” Almeida says. She speaks about the benefits that accrued
to her – feeling accepted by the Fort Albany community and learning first-hand about
Cree culture – as well as teaching challenges that allowed her to adapt skills she learned
in her practicum work. “I discovered a large percentage of children there struggled to
articulate certain words,” she says. “I began camp with activities that helped students
learn and practice pronunciations through feeling sounds in their mouth.”
As for the future of the program, it appears poised to continue its growth in 2019. “We’re
very dedicated and committed to this program,” says Faul. “We always want to do more.
I think we’ll continue to grow and I think we’ll see more and more communities take up
the challenge on their own.” Certainly this appears true for the counsellors who find
placements in these camps: Mehagan says that many come away from a teaching
experience up north only to change their majors and dedicate themselves to further
work with the communities. “Every year, there’s at least two or three who come back
after spending their summer up north and they look at you and you can see it in their
eyes, they say, ‘This changed me.’”
Almeida would appear to be one of those people. “Learning about Indigenous peoples,
their lands, history, language, and culture has been the greatest Canadian educational
experience of my life,” she says. “It was an incredible experience seeing Fort Albany’s
young people fall in love with reading.”

The following articles by RHOMA members appeared in JUST OTTAWA,
An occasional web newsletter.
The Many Joys of Newfoundland
John Graham
My first visit to Newfoundland was dramatic. It was late May 1953 and our frigate,
HMCS La Hulloise, stuffed with seasick officer cadets, sailed through the Narrows into
St. John’s harbor. The Narrows are rightly named. 61 meters across and flanked by
limestone cliffs. The entrance is tricky in fog, and depending on the season, fog is a
regular feature.

Aerial View of St. John's
Once snug in the harbour, the first task was an inspection of the ship’s condensers –a
system for extracting fresh water from salt water. La Hulloise was a WWII warship and
some of its parts were brittle. The explosion of depth charges, rolled off the stern during
an anti- submarine exercise, damaged several condensers, filleted unsuspecting fish,
and confronted the captain with a dilemma: turn back to Halifax for repairs or carry on
to England where the ship was to be part of the Canadian naval participation in Queen
Elizabeth’s ‘Review of the Fleet’ following her coronation. Besides La Hulloise, the
Canadian squadron comprised the aircraft carrier, HMCS Magnificent, two cruisers Quebec and Ontario, Sioux, a Tribal Class destroyer, and d’Iberville, an ice breaker.

(Canada had a serious navy in those days.) For any sailor with a sense of naval history
this was a once in a lifetime event. Converging at Spithead, off Portsmouth, were the
navies of the world - over 300 ships including one battleship, at least 15 submarines, a
frigate from Thailand, a destroyer from Brazil, a cruiser from the Soviet Union and
about thirty other foreign warships. Although option 2 would mean draconian rationing
of fresh water, including that usually available for hygienic needs, the Captain’s choice
was a foregone conclusion. On June 12, La Hulloise took station for Her Majesty’s
review enveloped (as I recall) in a pungent green mist.
My next visit to St. John’s was this past September and was completed without hygienic
incident. The occasion was a reunion celebrating the 75th anniversary of the founding of
the UNTD, ‘University Naval Training Divisions’, the same RCN Reserve force that had
placed me on board La Hulloise 65 years earlier – and nicknamed “the Untidies”.
The reunion was a great success. Beautifully organized and well lubricated, it was an
opportunity for my wife, Judy, and I who didn’t know St. John’, to experience one of our
country’s best located and most fascinating cities. Built around the harbour the old town
climbs steeply up the flank of Signal Hill. Fortified in the mid 1600s against the French
and pirates, it was the site of the reception in 1901 of the first transatlantic wireless
transmission by Guglielmo Marconi.
For much of its long history, the residential area comprised small workman’s houses drab grey as their wooden exteriors weathered. Despite the nightly sounds of revelry
from the bars and seamen’s brothels of Water Street , and especially wreathed in fog, it
must have been a cheerless sight. But then two things happened: much of the town,
especially the hillside rows of wooden houses, burned in the terrible fire of 1892, the
houses were rebuilt and eventually some bright sods on the city council, joined with
equally bright residents, decided that a little paint would change everything. The result
is the Jelly Bean Rows of houses which have lifted the appearance and mood of St.
John’s. As now ordained by City regulations, no house in the designated areas can have
the same colour as its neighbour on either side. They are amazingly cheery and the
fashion has been copied in other parts of the island,
Water Street too has changed for the better. Much of the old architecture is preserved,
but inside are restaurants, bars, boutiques, a mussels emporium, an oyster bar and
other distractions which compete favourably in ambience and pizzazz with Queen St. W
in Toronto or Granville Island in Vancouver.
Another highly beneficent influence has been home pride. From previous visits to the
island’s North and East, my wife and I remember this pride of ownership. Even the most
modest homes seemed to have been freshly painted – or clad with untarnished vnyll.
Lawns were clear of debris and trimmed. That sense of home pride was very much alive

in St. John’s – and so was a wry appreciation of the ridiculous, this and a sense of
humour inherited from their forefathers who had an unusual gift for place names. A few
samples will suffice: Blow Me Down, Come by Chance, Chimney Tickle, Cupids, Dildo,
Heart’s Desire, Naked Man and Witless Bay. We found that humour bubbles to the
surface easily in Newfoundlanders.
Seated with a group at a reunion lunch, we were told that our companions were all
Newfoundlanders. I remarked in that case we would need an interpreter. Some (polite)
laughter, but it was followed by an explanation that radio and TV had flattened out the
traditional dialect. This was corrected to ‘dialects’ with the further explanation that in
their grandparents day isolation in a fishing community meant that the dialect in one
village might be almost unintelligible to villagers twenty kms away. In isolated fishing
communities, virtually deprived of land communication, the mix of vocabulary and
accents from Ireland, Wales, Cornwall, Devon, Somerset, Brittany, and France imparted
an unusual and sometimes incomprehensible variety and richness to the spoken word.
My cousin in Corner Brook has a Newfoundland Dictionary. Compiled by Story, Kirwin
and Widdowson in 1982, it has 625 pages.
Following the reunion our plan was to travel to Corner Brook to visit the cousin and his
wife. When we told Eileen, the delightful landlady of our B&B, that we going by bus to
Corner Brook, she broke into laughter – telling us in effect that we were totally mad, but
it might be all right “as long as you don’t mind sharing with a moose.”
The trip by bus took 10 hours with 15 stops. In fact, the scenery was lovely (most of it).
Our fellow passengers were friendly and did not include a moose. We did see a road sign
with a silhouette of the beast. It said “Watch for Moose” and had an authentic bullet hole
through the head. The day closed with local Iceberg beer, brewed with glacial water over
25,000 years old (that’s what the label says.) The beer is very good –despite or because
of its primordial plankton.

From the selection of review comments provided by the author/cartoonist (John
Graham), one might conclude that in his humility, Graham is not interested in receiving
plaudits (e.g. “Peaches, my Afghan house, enjoyed it” – a remarked attributed to me – or
“There is none of me. That’s a plus” from Joe Clark). Indeed, he might well prefer a
series of barbed cracks because they are funnier than judgements of conventional
critics. But in my case, a more careful than usual scrutiny of Potholes and Politics had
the effect of moving me from carping critic to champion.
How did this happen? Well, because almost from the first page I was struck by two
overriding qualities. First most of the cartoons reflect the day-to-day reactions of
community members to life in Manor Park: dog walking; the tyranny of the snow plough
and garbage collection, and of course, the seasonal blight of potholes. The cartoon of a
giant pothole on St. Patrick St. on the cover is an example of the best.
Secondly, the images reveal a socio-political dimension – the cartoonist’s battle with
local, federal and international powers of darkness. Over several years the bridge to
Kettle Island case, a long shadow over the community, inspiring volleys of cartoons,
some more serious than comical, but each skewering the dreaded project. Other themes
are the non-stop roadwork, protection of green space and the presence of pet and feral
wildlife. Of course, there are the joys and hassles of the multiple-user roadways with the
slalom-pole pathways for cyclists. Pace! Tobi Nussbaum.
Heeding an admonition from the author to avoid over-the-top adulation in this review, I
conclude by saying that I found some cartoons fitted my category of ‘inscrutable’ as in
the New Yorker and some others failed to find my funny bone. Now that both of my
barrels are empty, I feel I can justifiably place the wreath of “political cartoonist” on
Graham’s brow – an accolade supported by his well-documented essay A Short History
of Editorial Cartoons, a welcome adjunct to Potholes and Politics illustrated with
cartoons by the masters: John Wilson Bergough on John A. MacDonald (Canada), Terry
Mosher (Aislin) on Jean Drapeau (Canada) Bruce MacKinnon on Trump (Canada) all
led by James Gillray, a founding father of editorial cartoons. This one below, from the
author’s collection, is dated 1798 and mischievously lampoons both the French
Revolution and Napoleon Bonaparte. This remarkable cartoon is fixed in the book as a
Playboy-like centre fold.

Voyage en Europe Central
Paul Desbiens

L’Europe Centrale est le nouveau terme utilisé par les agences de voyage par contraste
avec l’Europe de l’Est, lorsque cette dernière était isolée des pays de l’Ouest par le
fameux rideau de fer. L’époque soviétique n’est plus et les pays comme la Hongrie, la
Slovénie et la République Tchèque sont devenues des hauts lieux du tourisme mondial.
Bien entendu, l’Autriche était juste à la porte de l’Europe de l’Est et elle avait survécu à
l’avance des soviets. Cette région du monde est l’une des plus magnifiques à visiter pour
ceux que l’histoire intéresse. Mon récit n’entreras pas dans tous les détails historiques
trop nombreux mais se voudra un aperçu des beautés à découvrir dans cette région.

Nous avons expérimenté la version voyage organisé en autocar pour cette visite qui
s’étala du 6 au 17 septembre 2018. La température était idéale variant entre 25C et 30C.
Le voyagiste fournissait un accompagnateur très expérimenté qui faisait la coordination
avec les guides locaux dans chacune des villes visitées. Les hôtels avaient été
méticuleusement choisis pour le rapport qualité/prix et localisés centralement, de façon
à permettre de belles sorties par temps libres. Le départ du Canada s’effectuait par Air
Canada Toronto-Budapest à l’aller et Prague-Toronto pour le retour. Donc un minimum
d’escales.
La première ville visitée fut Budapest de laquelle nous n’avions pas beaucoup d’attente.
À notre grande surprise, cette ville regorge de magnifiques édifices en bordure du beau
Danube bleu! Il y a plusieurs rues piétonnière avec de nombreux touristes et clients
locaux. Anciennement il y avait la ville de Buda d’un côté du Danube et Pest de l’autre.
Elles sont maintenant réunies en une seule ville qui est également le siège du
Gouvernement hongrois avec son parlement, l’un des plus beaux édifices d’Europe.
Nous avons fait une mini croisière sur la Danube en soirée pour voir l’illumination de
tous les beaux édifices de Budapest.

Flying with Airmiles - Mission Impossible?
Brian Northgrave
5pm, November 5th and it is cool, rainy and windy in Ottawa, but I arrived here in Montevideo
yesterday and am soaking in the sun in T-shirt weather, under clear blue skies. But can it be possible that
I travelled with Airmiles?
I have always had lots of Airmiles, and occasionally, I call their FLD (Front Line Defence) and try to use
them. I don’t get far as FLD quickly discourages me with brutal travel arrangements like red-eye flights,
out-of-the-way routes, huge connection times. I tried again a few months ago, for travel to Montevideo
and nothing had changed. FLD could get me there but it would involve twice the normal number of
connections, a 6am departure, a hotel because one connection would involve arriving in the evening and
catching the next flight the following noon. About two and a half days of travel.
Normally that would be the end of it and I would shrug my shoulders and boot up Expedia. But there was
another possibility this time. My brother Paul and sister-in-law Ann in Toronto had been taking COPA to
Montevideo, leaving at 7:30am and arriving at midnight the same day. I knew COPA was a member of the

Star Alliance, and I hoped that it had some seats with Airmiles. “Any chance of getting to Montevideo with
COPA?” I asked FLD. “Not from Ottawa” was the reply. “Why?” “That’s the way it is. For a COPA ticket
you would have to get yourself to Toronto.”
FLD probably figured that would be the end of it, and he could turn to disillusion the next caller. But I
could drive to Toronto and stay overnight at Paul and Ann’s. “If I got to Toronto, what would be the
routing?” “An early departure, two stops in North America to get to Panama (COPA headquarters). Then
Panama to Barranquilla on the coast of Colombia, then Bogota, then Montevideo. Connections not great.”
“One other thing” I said, “I have heard you can use your miles to get an upgrade.” “Yes, you have enough
Airmiles for an upgrade to Business.” “OK” I said, “I’ll take it.” FLD surprised, but couldn’t back down. He
sent me the confirming email with the details of the flights, and the calendar on my iPhone magically
showed everything.
I suppose that FLD had to call DD, Airmiles’ Deterrence Division (I assume there is one) and
shamefacedly admit that he had allowed someone to use Airmiles to get an air ticket. This would have put
DD into the game.
Being unfamiliar with Business class, the night before leaving Ottawa for Toronto I decided to check on
how much my suitcases could weigh. Talking to Air Canada and to COPA about weight allowances and
seat selection, it dawned on me that we were talking about different routings. My route Toronto to
Montevideo had been changed and I had only found out about it by accident. I was astonished. I asked the
COPA agent to email me the new ticket routing. Big improvement. Instead of having to get up at 4:30am
to get out to the airport for due time before the 7:30am departure, now I could get up at a civilized time
and leave at 9am for a noon departure. The new routing involved two less connections and was several
hours shorter.
Why the last-minute change that was not communicated to me? I thought it over and concluded that the
Deterrence Division had been at work. I could imagine them rubbing their hands and saying to each other
“Can you imagine his face when he arrives at the airport, brutalized from his 4:30am alarm, scrambling to
get here on time, only to find out he could have slept in until 8:30am?” He will be so angry at Airmiles
that he won’t even consider bothering FLD again, they will chuckle to each other. “And since he is going
anyway, we might as well save some jet fuel and give him a shorter routing” perhaps one of them would
have said.
Travelling Business Class on COPA was great. They boarded us first, so no jamming up at the gate and at
the end of the tunnel in front of the aircraft door. They always seemed to be bringing me a small dish of
smoked salmon. A good dinner and our steward, Edwin, treated the sixteen of us attentively. With the seat
controls I could bring the seat well back, and the footrest up - lots of room and a decent sleep on the
longest run, Panama to Montevideo.
But I just arrived in Montevideo yesterday and already I am starting to worry about the return trip, on
November 18. Despite itself, Airmiles spoiled me with the trip down. Is it going to allow that to stand and
permit me a comfortable return in two weeks? It would become a bad precedent, an example to encourage
more hopeful travellers to bother Front Line Defence. The Deterrence Division may go into high gear
against me on the return to Toronto - flights delayed or cancelled, missed connections, a cluster of some
of the awful problems that air travel routinely throws at us. But it is only a possibility and I won’t let it
prevent me from enjoying Montevideo - the sun, the warmth and the charm of a shirt-sleeve meal with
friends on the terrace of a restaurant when it is 8:30pm and the sun has yet to set.
November 19 and I am back in Ottawa with a new respect for Airmiles Front Line Defence and its
Deterrence Division, and their ability to dash expectations. When I booked the flights, with all the
scrambling and attention to the different possible routings, I hardly paid attention to the fact that there
was a 6 and ½ hour wait between flights in Chicago. To the extent I thought about it at all, my reaction
was that there was an opportunity to search out a present for Marie-Rose, and then relax in one of those
comfy VIP lounges. I have an app that gives me access to them, at about half price.

The day before leaving I thought I better go online to check whether somehow Airmiles had done another
last-minute change in my routing – COPA Montevideo to Panama and Panama to Chicago, and finally Air
Canada Chicago to Toronto. They hadn’t but going over the routing turned out to be a shock. For the first
time I focused on the fact that the layover in Chicago was in the middle of the night. I would arrive at
11:30pm and leave the next morning at 6:15am. I checked the VIP lounges and was surprised to learn that
they closed at midnight and only opened at 8: am. There would not be enough time to go to a hotel. I
would be stuck in the terminal, trying to doze in one of those seats with the metal arm-rests for five hours,
alone with the cleaning staff. At about 5am, I would pull my aches together and stumble to the Air Canada
desk with my luggage and check in for the 6:15am flight for Toronto. I would arrive there at about 8:45am,
get to the empty house of brother Paul and sister-in-law Ann, totally whacked. In bad shape for the 5-hour
drive home to Ottawa. It was a disaster scenario.
I called Air Canada hoping for some advice on how to pass those five hours in Chicago – perhaps learn
about some corner of the airport where I could stretch out in relative comfort. The Air Canada lady was
patient and a good listener, but after forty minutes, it was clear that once my ticket had been written by
Airmiles, no one else could change it (and clearly Airmiles Deterrence Division wouldn’t), and no, there
did not seem to be any kind of a refuge to spend mid-night to 5am in the Chicago airport - I suppose it was
an option no sane person would choose.
We arrived at the Montevideo airport at 9:30am for the 11:30am COPA flight to Panama. Arturo and I
wheeled up my big, near-empty suitcase to the lady at the COPA desk. I was desperately trying to think up
alternatives to my flight through Chicago. “Could I change my Panama to Chicago flight to a Panama
Toronto flight, and pay any difference in the two tickets?” No, my ticket could not be changed, only
Airmiles could do that. And I would have to follow my bag to Chicago. “What if I leave the bag here and
only have carry-ons.” Well, I could try calling COPA client services to see if I could buy a new ticket
Panama to Toronto, assuming there was space and enough connection time, because I would only get one
boarding pass in Montevideo, and then would have to check in again with COPA once in Panama.
“Couldn’t you just issue me both boarding passes here?” No, I would have to arrive in Panama, leave the
secure area and go to the check-in counter, get the boarding pass, then go through security again, and get
to the gate.
I knew from previous COPA flights that Paul and Ann had taken that there was only an hour to make the
connection in Panama, so that appeared unworkable. But we would try. We left the lady at the COPA
counter, and Arturo took up the challenge with COPA client services of trying to book a new economy seat
Panama to Toronto. If we could get a seat and pay for it, I would take a chance on trying to get a new
boarding pass in Panama and scramble to make the connection. Only a calm and thoughtful Arturo could
have managed it, as his phone connection kept breaking off. After it had broken off the second time, but
we thought we had paid for the ticket, we went back to the COPA counter. The COPA lady was helping
someone else, and since it was getting close to boarding my Montevideo-Panama flight, I gestured to her
to suggest we take our case to her colleague at the next counter. She nodded yes. The man looked relaxed
and sure of himself. He would check his terminal to see if our payment had gone through. The ticket
reservation had been made but the payment had not, we would have to try again to pay. Arturo put away
his fancy Samsung phone and tried his old flip top one. This time the connection was clearer, and we did
not lose the signal. We paid the $ 460 (I had decided that if the ticket was over $500, I would face up to
the seats with the metal arm rests in Chicago). Our agent nodded, the payment had gone through.
Just to try him, I asked if he could give us boarding passes both for Montevideo-Panama, and PanamaToronto. The COPA lady next to us, over-hearing the request shook her head negatively to our man. But
he spread his hands in a “why not” gesture, punched his computer and handed me the two boarding
passes.
From there on it was straight-forward. The happy Business Class to Panama – plates of smoked salmon,
constantly filling my wine glass, good meal, that wonderfully spacious, comfortable, way-back reclining
chair, then into the zoo of economy. That meant milling about in front of the gate in Panama, where they

set up a security screening right there, and where the security lady confiscated my empty water bottle. I
wasn’t going to argue, but I told her it was a first for me.
I was assigned a window seat in the crowded plane – lucky there had been any seat free. It was tight, and
the seat reclined only about ten degrees. I chose the spaghetti and chicken dinner although I never found
any chicken, and the glass of wine was offered well after the meal had been consumed. Standard stuff, but
it got me to Toronto before mid-night and I arrived at Paul and Ann’s house and a bed before 1am. A
decent sleep and in good shape for the drive to Ottawa at 9:15 the next morning.
The air travel was over, and there were good bits all related to travelling business class, but I don’t think I
will ever try travelling on Airmiles again. I realize now that I am out of my league with Airmiles Front Line
Defence and their Deterrence Division. If they ever end up issuing a ticket – and that would be with much
reluctance – they know how to make you wish you had never bought it.

Golf in Cuba

David Stockwell

Before 1960 there were a number of golf facilities in Cuba but currently there are only two golf courses in
Cuba: one in Varadero and a nine-hole course in Havana. This latter course has wonderful, tree-lined
fairways but its greens and bunkers are in poor condition.

However, with coral cliffs on its north side and the aquamarine water of the Atlantic plus more than 2
miles of pristine, white-sand beaches, sprawls the spectacular eighteen-hole Varadero Golf Club. The
course is about halfway along the 23 km. Hicacos Peninsula, 35 km. from the Varadero Airport and 140
km. from Havana. Watered Bermuda fairways and greens are complemented by golden, sand bunkers on
this beautiful and well-maintained seaside course: (5107 yards from the red tees; 5742 from the whites;
6314 from the blues; and 6858 from the gold’s). The wind is normally blowing from the east, steadily
rather than in gusts, so you are lulled into a false sense of security on the first four, downwind holes. Be
prepared to use longer clubs on the next eight holes, which are into the wind, before a five-hole respite;
then, just as fatigue is taking over, the final hole is back into the “breeze”. (Luckily you are only 400 yards
from an icy beverage!) Palms and tall euphorbia abound; salt water ponds, which connect to Cardena’s
Bay, come into play on the second nine, especially on the signature 16th hole where you must cross water
three times. The beach is out-of-bounds on the 8th and 18th holes but take your camera along because
there are a variety of migrating and indigenous water and land birds to be observed if your game goes
south or for a non-playing, golf-cart driver. (To see pictures of the course, go to the www Varadero Golf
Club site.)

Irénée Du Pont de Nemours was president of the DuPont chemical empire and in 1927 began to
accumulate land in Cuba for a winter retreat. He chose the highest point of the San Bernardino hills on

the Hicacos Peninsula to build his dream house: the Xanadú Mansion. Today, the Mansion is a small, 6bedroom hotel with a spectacular view of the ocean on one side and the golf course on the other; it’s a oneminute walk to the pro shop and the first tee. A room for a couple is 216 pesos a night (264 pesos after
December 21 and until March 31). Breakfast, dinner and golf (including green fees, the golf cart and rental
clubs) are included but not any beverages.
The original eighteen-hole course lay out adjacent to the 1300 acre DuPont estate was designed by
Herbert Strong, who also designed the spectacular Manoir Richelieu Golf Course in Quebec and many
others in the USA. However, this course was never built. A nine-hole course, redesigned by Sim Cuthrie
was started in 1931 and was completed in 1933. In 1990, well-known, Alberta-based, Canadian golf course
architect, Les Furber, was hired to redesign the nine-hole course and build a further nine holes. More than
750,000 cubic meters of fill was imported to raise the fairways more than a meter to prevent salt water,
during the annual, fall storms that pound the coast of the peninsula, from flooding into the areas of the
golf course located below the escarpment. The result is a visual delight that is both interesting and
challenging to play. There are 5 par fives, 5 par threes and 8 par fours. Following its opening in April
1998, the course was the site for European Challenge Tour events in 1999 and 2000.
Les Furber is one of Canada’s four premier golf course designers. He worked for Robert Trent Jones Sr.
from 1966 to 1980 and assisted him and a colleague, Cabell Robinson, with the operation of his overseas
office in Spain and in the creation there of the Valderrama golf course, site of the 1997 Ryder Cup
matches, and also of the world-famous Royal Dar-es-Salam course in Rabat, Morocco.
In 1980 he and partner Jim Eremko formed Golf Design Services (GDS) with its headquarters in
Canmore, Alberta. Since then, his work has been both abroad and in Canada. His courses in Canada
include Silver Tip in Alberta, Glasgow Hills in PEI and more than 30 courses in BC, among them Predator
Ridge in Vernon.
Most of the popular, good-value, all-inclusive packages (including drinks— the modified Canadian plan!!)
for holidays in Varadero (e.g., Sunwing, Air Canada Vacations, Westjet, etc.) include a number of free
rounds of golf, up to an unlimited number, in the package if you stay at certain hotels near the Varadero
Golf Club for 7 nights or longer. If your stay is shorter, some packages now include 3 rounds of golf. Free
electric golf carts are not included and the number of free games may sometimes vary with the price. Eight
hotels, including the Xanadú Mansion and the Meliá Las Americas, are located within the boundaries of
the golf course. I prefer the adults-only Meliá Las Americas— free golf is included in the package, excellent
rooms, staff, food and the beach. The pro shop and the first tee are a short, five-minute walk from the
hotel.
Because it’s light until about 6 PM, an “after 4 PM nine” is possible for 70 pesos per person, including the
cart and rental clubs. You can’t walk the course and electric carts cost 30 pesos per person but given the
heat and the distances between some greens and the following tee you would probably want to ride in any
event. If you are staying (all inclusive including golf) at the Las Americas or another hotel with free golf
rounds and going to play only one or two rounds, men’s and women’s, left and right-handed rental clubs
(Taylor Made), are available for 50 pesos (including the 30-peso cart fee from the pro shop. Otherwise
take your own ‘sticks’. There is a practice range—a small bucket of practice balls costs 3 pesos—as well as a
practice putting green and a chipping green with two practice bunkers. A 50-minute golf lesson for 1 is 30
pesos; and for 2, is 40 pesos; club storage and lockers are available for 5 pesos. (To all pro-shop prices,
except the playing package detailed below, add 10% for a tax/service charge).New golf balls are available
for sale in the pro shop, but even the cheapest are 4 pesos each, so take a supply with you. Alternatively,
“experienced” balls can be purchased from maintenance staff on the course. Take your ball
retriever...you’ll need it.
It is wise to have a tee-time reservation especially before noon, but the course is often quiet in the heat of
the early afternoon. If you are a single player, you can play alone or you can ask the friendly pro shop staff
to arrange a game for you. Refreshment carts with the usual variety of snacks and beverages ply the course
but taking bottled water from your hotel is also a useful choice.

Staying at a hotel without free golf in the package? The cost for a single, golf green-fee, if purchased at the
pro shop, is 100 pesos but there are golf, cart and club rental packages (October 1 – April 30) beginning at
130 pesos per person for one round with discounts for each subsequent round so the average round, if you
purchase the 7-round package, is 63 pesos.
On the upper level of the pro-shop building there is the 19th-hole bar. You can have a sundowner there or
at a table on the adjoining grass and watch the sun go down over the beach. As an alternative to eating at
the Las Americas you can have lunch or supper at the Xanadú Mansion but it won’t be included in your
package. The view from the third-floor bar in the Xanadú is fabulous so plan at least one drink there (a
mohito is THE drink in Varadero).
All purchases by foreigners must be made using convertible pesos (CUCS). The exchange rate (November
8, 2018) was 1 peso = CAD $1.365 but buying pesos with Canadian dollars cash is still much better than
buying them with US dollars. (If you use a Canadian credit card, the pesos charges will be converted to US
dollars and then converted back to Canadian dollars on your credit card bill thus incurring a double
charge). (No American credit cards are accepted.)

Post Career Projects – Squiring the Educators
Gardiner Wilson
After being the High Commissioner to the Sultanate of Brunei Darussalam (and it
doesn't get any more exotic than that), I retired to my home town Vancouver and a job
at the Canadian Education Centre Network a private non profit company supported by
DFAIT and mandated to promote Canada as an education destination to international
students...an activity near and dear to my heart. When the CECN began to lose it's way I
left...it went out of business about a year later. Almost immediately I began to be
contacted by former CECN overseas managers who asked me to put together education
familiarization tours. Over the past 9 years my wife Suchitra and I have traveled to all 10
provinces with groups of educators, education agents, media reps all of whom are
interested in learning more about Canada's education system both K-12 and post
secondary. We have had small groups from India, Malaysia, Indonesia, Nigeria,
Vietnam, Libya and larger group tours I organize on behalf of the Canadian Accredited
Indpendent Schools (CAIS). I do the promotion of the tours to prospective participating
school here, organize all the logistics (including meals - see below) and assisted by my
wife Suchitra, lead the tours throughout Canada. It is quite tiring but great fun.
In organizing incoming tours from India dietary observances are fundamental. Indians
are vegetarian and non vegetarian but it does not end there. Amongst the nonvegetarians ie meat eaters...most would not eat beef except the odd Christian. And most
would not eat pork in partial deference to their muslim neighbours in India but also
because, as was explained to me, "we can't get good pork in India". And Muslims
delegates would obviously not eat pork. So we are usually OK with chicken (and it
should be halal for the observant Muslims) and fish (no halal requirement).

It gets trickier when it comes to vegetarians...obviously no meat that is clear. But what
about dairy (usually OK except for the vegans) and what about eggs? Many vegetarians
will not eat fried, scrambled (on the breakfast menu of every hotel we visit), or poached
as they are precursors to meat. But if eggs are, for example, used as an ingredient in
cakes that is OK. And if you have a Jain participant that is a bit trickier...they are strict
vegetarians but also avoid any vegetable which grows beneath the ground ie potato,
onion, radish etc. Only above ground vegetables are OK.
On my last tour vegetarianism was taken to a new level...one of the participants would
not eat grains ie rice, flour, pasta, bread - this was an observance of a particular Hindu
holiday widely celebrated in India. So lots of salads, nuts, cheese and fruit for this
participant.
I did have a chuckle several years ago when I threw caution to the winds and took a
group, vegetarians included, to a Montana's steak and rib house...I knew there were lots
of salads and pastas on the menu. But it seemed the delicious aroma of racks of ribs
passing turned the taste buds and a number of vegetarians fell off the wagon at least for
this one dinner. I am sure they had to do penance at some point in the future.

