
6 thursday, 7 june, 2007OPINION

This baby is breaking it down, 
and Mr Raccoon respects that.

Here at the Gateway, we rock
 the joint journalism-style.
 

Drop us a line at: 
opinion@gateway.ualberta.ca 
and  show us your fresh lines

THE GATEWAY
Slam-dunking the funk since 1910

• One LRT stop from the U of A and one LRT stop from 
   Grant MacEwan College. 
• Two blocks from major grocery store and over a dozen restaurants 
   within a 10 minute walk.
• A block and a half north of the North Saskatchewan River 
   and a block and a half south of Jasper Avenue.

• Free laundry facilities
• Each floor has a TV room and a study room
• Internet access (wireless and cable)
• Recreation/Games Room
• Dining room (microwave ovens & vending machines)
• Food services possible depending on demand.
• Limited parking available at extra cost.

St.Vital A Unique Student Dormitory 
in the Heart of Edmonton
9916 110 Street (viewing by appointment only)

Three storey historical building
Furnished rooms from $200.00 to $450.00 per month

For information and viewing appointments call 
Ray at 499-7424 or e-mail ray.rozycki@gmail.com
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JESSICA 
WAREN

O n 7 July, 2005, the leaders 
of the world’s eight richest 
nations gathered in Gleneagles, 

Scotland and reached an historic agree-
ment to significantly reduce world pov-
erty by the year 2015. 

These Millenium Development 
Goals (MDGs) were brought about in 
part due to the promise of each nation 
to dedicate 0.7 per cent of their respec-
tive Gross National Incomes (GNIs) 
to poverty alleviation in the form of 
aid. In 2005-2006, Canada dedicated 
a mere 0.33 per cent of its GNI to for-
eign aid—short of the 0.51 per cent 
that would put us on track to realizing 
our commitments.

Canada has one of the most robust 
economies in the G8; however, we 
still aren’t on track to fulfilling our 
promises to the rest of the world. 

While all of Canada’s major politi-
cal parties have pledged to reach the 
0.7 per cent target in aid by 2015, the 
Canadian government has still refused 
to create a valid timeline for reaching 
its stated goals. 

Thus far, individual Canadians have 
sent emails numbering in the tens 
of thousands to the Prime Minister’s 
office demanding that the govern-
ment increase its contributions to poor 

countries—yet even the demands of 
Canadian citizens are going unheeded 
by our political leaders.

It’s becoming redundant to hear 
government officials deriding mon-
etary aid to developing countries as 
useless because of the “corruption” of 
the receiving governments. 

Developing countries are receiving 
around $50 billion per year in aid from 
the West, but are simultaneously losing 
$100 billion dollars a year due to unfair 
trade laws. But the fact that for every 
dollar in Canadian aid given, Canada 
itself receives two dollars back indi-
cates that there is as much government  
corruption at home as there is abroad.

This supports the idea that what-
ever corruption exists in the Southern 
hemisphere, it’s being supported by 
the North’s unwillingness to work 
with developing countries by forgiv-
ing their debts and establishing more 
balanced international trade laws. 

Since the modification of trade rules 
is a slow process, the best short-term 
solution would be the forgiving of 
debts and the realization of the 0.7 per 
cent promise in aid.

The MDGs aren’t simply best-case-
scenario results, they’re the proven 
result of more aid given to develop-
ing countries. Zambia, for instance, 
has been able to begin providing free 
health care to people in rural areas as 
a result of the cancellation of its debt 
and aid increases. 

Real money means real solutions to 
developing countries, yet the Canadian 
government continues to lag behind 
other G8 nations in its commitment to 

improving the quality of life of people 
living in the nations that supply us 
with our cheap coffee, bananas, cloth-
ing, and other products essential to the 
North American way of life.

Canada’s continuing refusal to live up 
to its aid promises proves three things. 
First, it shows that the Canadian gov-
ernment doesn’t consider its obligations 
to developing countries to be worthy of 
respect. 

Second, it demonstrates that Canada 
is willing to use developing countries to 
its own advantage by both using their 
plight as a way of gaining temporary 
international credibility at meetings 
like the G8 summit, and by profiting 
from willfully unfair trade laws. 

Third, it proves that the Canadian 
government, simply put, thinks less of 
the lives of people living in the develop-
ing world than it does the lives of those 
living in the West—a curious conclu-
sion given Canada’s love of painting 
itself as the world’s peace-keeper and 
harbinger of human rights to all.

The realization of these MDGs 
would see a world where antiretrovi-
rals are provided to all AIDS sufferers, 
primary education is a right rather 
than a privilege, and adequate housing 
and food are available for all. 

The Canadian government and 
people owe developing countries a lot 
more than debt cancellation and aid 
money. Trade laws are the root of the 
problem, but for now, money is the 
best short-term answer to the great 
injustices occurring daily in the name 
of Western development and the  
continuance of our way of life.

Canada dropping ball, not aid 

JACALYN 
AMBLER

I don’t happen to remember what 
date Victoria Day was held on this 
year, but I do know that it was a 

Monday. Also, as it’s one of Canada’s 
nine annual statutory holidays, I’m 
pretty sure I spent a lot of it in bed.

Apparently, I’m not alone. In a 
recent Canada Speaks poll conducted 
by Ipsos-Reid, nearly half of all 
Canadians said that the best way to 
spend the May Long Weekend is “at 
home relaxing,” and nearly 80 per 
cent said that the day was a time for 
relaxation rather than one to honour 
the holiday’s namesake.

 This situation is symbolic of Canada’s 
larger relationship with the monar-
chy—a rapport that should long ago 
have been called into question.

This relationship was characterized 
by the Westminster Statute of 1931, 
which granted the “True North” legis-
lative status equal to that of the United 
Kingdom, along with all of the other 
Commonwealth territories. 

But unlike our neighbours to the 
south, we haven’t yet managed to 
emerge from the shadow of the anti-
quated empire. Instead, we have opted 
for a system of “constitutional mon-
archy,” which, as far as I’ve been able 
to discern, involves no tangible benefit 
whatsoever. 

Rather, it consists of a great deal 
of ceremonial back-patting, most of 
which revolves around a theme of 
historical continuity. Our type of gov-
ernment is apparently needed to serve 
as a constant reminder that we haven’t 
forgotten our roots. 

In this way, we’ve opted for a  
“sort-of, but not really” indepen-
dence—much like the child who moves 
away to the big city but keeps a room in 
her parents basement just in case.

Despite contrary sentiments, Canada 
no longer really has a significant cultural 
or political exchange with Britain—at 
least not compared to the relationship 
that we have with the US. The real con-
sequence of our constitutional limbo 
is therefore not interference from the 
Crown, but merely the creation of 
several symbolic offices—those of the 
Governor General, and the provincial 
Lieutenant Governors—each of whom 
acts as a representative of the monarchy 
in Canada.

Since the Queen is apparently 
unconcerned with our own affairs—
she’s not even publicly vociferous 
when it comes to those of her own 
country—her representatives busy 
themselves with many lovely yet 
purely symbolic tasks such as the 
giving of royal assent and the reading 
of the Throne Speech.

This absence of any real contribution 
to the Canadian political process has 
long raised the eyebrows of those who 
see the Governor General as a bearer of 
an expired stamp of approval, and this 
criticism would be valid even if these 
offices were volunteer positions, good 
for the resumé and perhaps the self-
esteem, but of small financial stature. 
They’re, however, salaried roles that 
include the freedom to dispense with 
millions of taxpayer dollars, seldom 
for any foreseeable reason. 

In 2003, the budget of the Governor 
General actually increased to  
$41 million—and yet, Michaëlle Jean’s 
official website is unable to provide any 
example of worthwhile programs that 
have been supported with this money.

The usual justification for this gov-
ernmental indulgence is typically 
the same one used for the title: the 

number-one reason that Canadians 
are in favour of keeping the monar-
chy behind the constitution is that it 
supports and preserves “tradition.” 

Others argue that it gives us a sense of 
cultural recognition—the official web-
site even states one of the office’s main 
functions as “Representing Canadians 
and promoting our sovereignty.”

These are all important goals. So 
important, in fact, that one might 
wonder why we’re not actually invest-
ing this money in programs that 
might achieve them. It’s important to 
keep sight of our past, but in keeping 
our gaze so firmly fixed on what rep-
resents the gilded hallways and shiny 
crowns of the old world in hopes that 
it will give us some sort of vicarious 
cultural glow, we’re shooting our cul-
tural future in the foot.

As we creep up on the second decade 
of a new century, we find ourselves 
faced with real problems—those relat-
ing to the environment, global and 
national health concerns, energy, and 
infrastructure development. Spending 
our tax money in pursuit of solutions 
for them holds the potential to foster a 
true sense of our national pride.

Advocates of the monarchy may 
argue that cultural development and 
unification in the coming decades 
will be a concern just as great as any 
of these, and I agree. However, I fail 
to see how they expect an associa-
tion with Britain to assist in solving 
this problem, especially when they’re 
clearly showing the marks of their 
own struggle with it.

As we leave Victoria Day and move 
towards our own celebration of 
sovereignty on the first of July, let’s 
develop a cultural foundation for the 
21st-century Canadian, but let’s do 
it ourselves. Our estranged mother-
country has enough to deal with 
without her 130-something children 
hanging onto her skirt.

Time to cut out the constitutional malarky


