
 

   
 

 

 
 

 

 

NRTEE Official Reports Copyright and Reproduction Notice  

 

All NRTEE Official Reports (“Works”), provided on this USB memory key and identified in 

the NRTEE Official Reports List folder, contain their individual copyright and reproduction 

notice. The notice in each of these Works is replaced and superseded by the following 

copyright and reproduction notice, effective February 22, 2013:  

© This Work is protected by copyright and made available for personal or public 

non-commercial use and may be reproduced, in part or in whole, and by any 

means, and may be further distributed for non-commercial use, without charge or 

further permission. All users are required to indicate that the reproduction, 

whether in part or in whole, is a copy of a Work of the National Round Table on 

the Environment and the Economy (NRTEE). Reproduction, in whole or in part, 

of this Work for the purpose of commercial redistribution is strictly prohibited. 

Furthermore, no right to modify or alter in any manner the Work is hereby 

granted.  

 
Consultant Reports Copyright and Reproduction Notice  

All Consultant Reports (“Works”), provided on this USB memory key and identified in the 

Consultant Reports List folder, were prepared for, or commissioned by, the National Round 

Table on the Environment and the Economy (“NRTEE”) in support of its research efforts, and 

may or may not reflect the views of the NRTEE. Such Works may not contain a copyright 

notice as they were not intended for public release when they were so prepared or 

commissioned. In the absence of a copyright notice, and where a copyright notice may in fact 

appear, the following notice shall be read together with the Work and, where applicable, 

replace and supersede any existing copyright notice, effective February 22, 2013:  

© This Work is protected by copyright and made available for personal or public 

non-commercial use and may be reproduced, in part or in whole, and by any 

means, and may be further distributed for non-commercial use, without charge or 

further permission. All users are required to indicate that the reproduction, in 

part or in whole, is a copy of a Work of the National Round Table on the 

Environment and the Economy (NRTEE). Reproduction, in whole or in part, of 

this Work for the purpose of commercial redistribution is strictly prohibited. 

Furthermore, no right to modify or alter in any manner the Work is hereby 

granted. 



Report of Proceedings 

of a Meetipg of the 

Projet de Societe 
(National Stakeholders) 

June 3 and 4, 1993 

IDRC Headquarters, 250 Albert Street, 14th Floor, Ottawa, Ontario 

Chair: National Round Table on Environment and Economy 

June 3: Susan Holtz, June 4: Dr. George Connell 

Prepared by 

Lynn Broughton 

NKT~ (}'13DI~ 
,? 7 (~1(.) 



Summary 

The Projet de Societe (also known as the National Stakeholders) held their second assembly on 
June 3 and 4, 1993 in Ottawa to review the Progress Report prepared by the National 
Stakeholders Working Group; to decide whether the Projet should continue for an additional six 
months (Phase II) with a third assembly in December 1993; to review the recommendations for 
Phase II activities outlined within the Progress Report; and to provide advice and generate new 
ideas for activities, resources and structuring of the proposed Phase II. Approximately forty 
stakeholde!"S and forty observers participated at the meeting. 

Following a presentation of the Progress Report, the stakeho*ers endorsed the continuation of 
the Projet through Phase II, ahd the proposed framework for alnational Sustainability Plan. The 
stakeholders also approved the recommendations outlined withiri the Progress Report, including 
the completion of the assessment of Canada's commitments at, and response to, UNCED; the 
enhancement and maintenance of the liS D's database; the substantiating and promoting of the 
framework and process of the Sustainability Plan; broadening outreach to other sustainability 
stakeholders and the public at large; revisiting the current infrastructure and resources of the 
Projet; and ensuring the Projet process continue to be flexible, inclusive and adaptive. 

The stakeholders were then asked to participate in one of six working groups focussing on 
possible foci for Phase II, including a Canadian research agenda on sustainable development; a 
sustainability tool kit(s); streamlining the inter-jurisdictional patchwork; increasing public 
awareness and participation; developing capacities to take advantage of economic opportunities 
stemming from the transition to sustainability; and identifying and promoting high-priority 
issues. 

A variety of excellent concrete ideas above and beyond those recommended in the Progress 
Report were developed through the six working groups, including: 

encourage and support the development of a Canadian research agenda. 
develop a creative popularized "how to" kit for the Sustainability Plan . 
develop a mentor programme through a "sustainable creativity team". 
establish a task group to explore streamlining the inter-jurisdictional patchwork, and in 
particular to focus on compiling effective attempts to integrate environmental and economic 
responsibilities within government departments; examining CCME's efforts to promote 
federal-provincial-territorial harmonization an consider how other stakeholders can 
contribute; and examining one particular industry and identify problems created by 
fragmented jurisdiction. 
establish an outreach task group focussing on public awareness, education, communication 
and participation. Specific ideas included the development of a communications strategy, 
including the support and endorsement of existing sustainability initiatives as well as the 
development of a media campaign; and explore the feasibility of a "Youth Service for a 
Sustainable Future". 
develop a focussed pilot project identifying the economic opportunities stemming from the 
transition to sustainability related to the field of CFC reduction. 
focus during Phase II on the oceans and indigenous issues; 

It was agreed that, during Phase II: 
the tasks initiated during Phase I be completed (i.e. the assessment document, the IISD 
database, and substantiating the framework for preparing sustainability plans). 
the ideas and input developed through the six working groups be explored providing 
resources (human, financial, in kind contributions, interest etc.) is found. 
if only limited resources and interest is available, a steering committee (perhaps the National 
Stakeholder Working Group) will need to prioritize and choose from amongst the ideas 
presented. · 

It was also agreed that the Projet should be a facilitator for, a catalyst for, and a link between 
existing work and initiatives within Canada. 
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Introduction 

Susan Holtz warmly welcomed participants and observers to the meeting, and noted that the 
original national stakeholders group has been expanded to include 10 new stakeholders 
representing new sectors/organizations. These new representatives include: Canadian Arctic 
Resource Committee, Canadian Environmental Industries Association, Canadian Federation 
of Agriculture, Canadian Healthy Communities Network, Canadian Nature Federation, 
Canadian Seniors for Social Responsibility, National Anti-Poverty Organization, Oceans 
Institute of Canada, Toronto Board of Efjucation, and the United Church· of Canada. 

' i . 

Canada in the International Context: Arthur Campeau 

To ensure and direct domestic UNCED follow-up, many countries have established various 
mechanisms such as inter-ministerial councils, national commissions, public hearings, 
advisory cells to educate NGOs, and consultations focussed on specific issues. Canada is the 
only country known to have established a national multi-stakeholder process focussed on 
developing a broad national sustainable development strategy and, as such, is at "the forefront 
of consensus-building models with its national stakeholder meetings" (Centre for Our 
Common Future). 

The Projet de Societe Process: Barry Sadler, Director of the Projet 

The crux of sustainable development is to maintain development opportunities while linking 
the development to social, economic and environmental values. To date, unsustainable 
development has been exemplified by the current trends and rates of drawing down of national 
capital. Fundamental change is necessary, and will only be achieved through an organic 
flexible approach involving all sectors of society. As such, there is an important opportunity 
for a national, broad-based, multi-stakeholder, consensus-building process such as the Projet 
de Societe (Projet). The challenge is not to be different, but to make a difference. 

Key characteristics of the Projet include: 

a) being the national multistakeholder process for planning for a sustainable future through 
reporting on Canada's commitments at and progress since UNCED as well as providing a 
framework for future sustainability work; 

b) being based upon the conviction that the transition to a sustainable future must be through 
a multistakeholder process 

c) exemplifying a collaborative, transparent, inclusive and accountable response to problem 
solving which links shared visions and provides common purpose to individual work 

d) linking the Canadian dialogue to global sustainability 

Since the first meeting of the Projet (November 1992), the National Stakeholders Working 
Group has invented a process of working together through a tremendously high level of 
voluntary work. The Working Group developed three sub-committees to focus on specific 
tasks which are essential building blocks for developing a Canadian sustainable development 
strategy. The work accomplished to date by these sub-committees is summarized in a 
Progress Report that was distributed to participants in advance of the June 3-4 meeting. In its 
summary, the report recommends that: 

a) the Projet continue into a Phase II (June- December 1993) with a third meeting of the 
national stakeholders to be held around December 1993. 
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b) the assessment of Canada's commitments at, and response to, UNCED be completed. 
c) the ITSD's database be enhanced, maintained and updated. 
d) the framework and process of the Sustainability Plan be substantiated. 
e) outreach be broadened to include other stakeholders and the public at large. 
f) the current infrastructure and resources of the Projet be revisited to maximize the 

implementation, efficiency and effectiveness of the Projetduring the proposed Phase ll. . 
g) the process continue to be flexible, inclusive and adaptive. 

I 

Report of thi :National Stakeholders Workin2 Group 

Two of the sub-committees of the National Stakeholders Working Group-- the Document and 
Information Committee (DISC) and the Vision and Process Committee (YAP) -- each 
provided a presentation on a) the work undertaken since the first meeting of the Projet and b) 
recommendations for Phase II to complete and/or substantiate the work in progress. Both 
presentations summarized the information outlined in the Working Group's Progress Report. 
[Note: The DISC presentation concluded with ideas which were not outlined within the 
Progress Report See Appendix I.] 

During a brief discussion on the presentations and the Working Group's Progress Report, it 
was generally AGREED that: 

the Progress Report was an excellent document outlining the constructive work 
undertaken by the Working Group. 
the Progress Report lays the foundation for future work of the Projet. 
specific practical priority goals need to be detennined in order for the Projet to effectively 
move forward in Phase II. 
there needs to be continued and expanded attempts to ensure that the.Projet better reflects 
Canadian society by including other stakeholders not at the table, e.g. increased 
indigenous representation; other cultural participants; independent business; disabled etc. 
For those stakeholders who were invited, but who were unable or not intere·sted in 
participating, incentives must be provided to encourage future participation. 
outreach to other sectors, constituencies and the public are essential. 
the Projet should continue into Phase II. As such it was AGREED that the 
meeting would move into discussions through working groups to discuss specific tasks 
for the Projet in Phase ll. Both participants and observers actively participated within the 
six working groups. 

Workin& Group Reports 

Six working groups were established to discuss specific tasks recommended by the National 
Stakeholder Working Group for Phase ll of the Projet. Taking into account the limited 
resources and the current structure of the Projet, each working group was asked to answer the 
following two questions: 

1. Is it a reasonable and appropriate task for the Projet to undertake? 
2. If the task is appropriate, how would the work best be undertaken? Any specific focus? 



Workin2 Group I 

Task: To establish a Canadian research agenda on sustainability, and coordinate work on 
options and strategies within the existing sustainability research network. 

Chairperson: Theodora Carroll-Foster, Rapporteur: Gordon Clifford 

Recognizing that the development of a research agenda is a key tool in the move towards 
sustainable development, the working group noted that a Canadian research agenda must be 
multi-sectoral; practical; implementable; available; accessible; and that information must not 
only be available, but be usable in a manner consistent )'lith sustain(\-ble development. The 
~orking group felt that the role of the Pro jet was to be a catalyst, promoting research at all 
levels of society and providing links between existing research agendas. The working group 
supported the V AP's diagram on page 61 of the Progress Report. 

The working group identified the following as mandatory preliminary steps to the Projet's role 
as catalyst of the Canadian research agenda: 

identify the roadblocks and constraints to sustainability to which research should be . 
applied. . 
identify information on what already has been done, and what is currently being done in 
Canada and abroad .and to catalogue this information. 
identify gaps and problems with what is being done, or is not being done. 
from the gaps and problems identified, extrapolate what needs to be done and set 
priorities. 
develop specific research plans into the areas which have been identified as priorities. 
formulate a means to develop an ongoing monitoring process to ensure that the results of 
research are implemented 

In addition to the Agenda 21 issues, the working group also noted the need for research in 
other sustainable development fields such as energy, ethical rules for research, and de­
militarism. The working group did not identify one or two specific issues to which the Projet 
could focus during Phase ll. The working group did feel, however, that the role of the Projet 
as a catalyst and how that role would be carried out needs to be defined. 

Plenazy Discussions: 

The plenary reiterated and expanded upon the ideas of the working group with regards to: 

the Projet should not be a research organization, but should connect, support and catalyze 
established and emerging research agendas. 
expanding on the V AP's diagram and addressing implementation mechanisms is essential. 
any supportive research agenda mechanism should be dynamic and flexible. 

Workin2 Group II 

Task: To develop a sustainability tool kit(s) 
Chairperson: Beatrice Olivastri, Rapporteur: Stephen Jewczyh 

Presentation: 

The working group initially identified the need to discuss whether a sustainability tool kit is 
macro or micro-oriented; conceptual or practical; short term or long term; what the sectoral 
needs to which the kit could be oriented are; .and what the cost considerations are. The 
working group chose to discuss what should be ongoing, and what could be accomplished in 
six months (Phase II), in the medium term, and in the long term. 



Ongoing: The first priority will be to develop and distribute a general overarching plan to 
focus, prepare and distribute sustainability tool kit(s). Factors to be incorporated into the plan 
include a financial strategy, a marketing and distribution strategy, an institutional basis for the 
work to be accomplished, and whether or not there is a clearinghouse function. Once a plan is 
in place, a public awareness programme must be developed which addresses, incorporates 
and broadens networking, partnerships, and general outreach approaches. 

Short term (six months/Phase//): The working group identified the following priorities: 

complete the Assessment initia~ed by the Pocument and Information Committee and 
publish the information. .~ 
develop and substantiate the elements of the Sustainability Plan initiated by the Vision and 
Process Committee, i.e. develop a broad road map, identify the common elements and 
develop a framework. 
develop a "how to" kit for the Sustainability Plan, i.e. how do you do it; how do you start; 
how do you implement it; who do you involve; how do you monitor; how do you 
overcome roadblocks. The kit should use existing initiatives/approaches as examples, 
and should include a monitoring-feedback process. There would be one common tool kit, 
containing basic information, which could be customized to include selective information 
for specific interests so that the package becomes a practical, not overwhelming, tool 
which communities could effectively use. In order to develop the "how to" kit, the 
following initiatives should be considered: 

undertake an information/research scan to see what is currently available 
develop a publication or catalogue of existing projects 
develop/find videos and/or reports on sustainability stories, both what was Successful 
and what was not successful 
identify gaps 
identify and develop what is needed, e.g. identify information and elements presently 
not available to substantiate the Sustainability Plan 

evaluate and appraise. 

Medium term: The working group identified the following programmes: 

develop a mentor programme through a "sustainable creativity team". This team would 
not be located in a central office, but rather be a network individuals across Canada who 
have gone through the "sustainability process". 
develop an awards programme recognizing sustainable plans within all sectors at all 
levels. 
evaluate and appraise. 

Long term: The working group identified the following programmes: 

using work to date as building blocks, broaden the base to catalyze and effect societal 
transformation to sustainable practices. 
continue and continually broaden the ongoing public awareness programme. 
develop a sensitivity and enthusiasm programme to celebrate accomplishments. 
evaluate and appraise. 

Plenary Discussions: 

It was generally AGREED that: 

the presentation outlines a comprehensive approach. It was suggested that the approach 
could be started through a selected pilot project rather than through an immediate systemic 
all-encompassing process. 
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the "how to" tool kit was a tangible goal that could stimulate a lot of progress; that has 
value to the public; that could be a fundamental thrust in an outreach programme; and that 
promotes the Projet as a catalyst for sustainability in Canada. 
the approach should not become a giant central information-collecting bureaucracy. 
marketing, mentoring and outreach is key. 
need to be selective and creative in collecting. popularizing and presenting information by 
including tools other than just paper reports which are identifiable to the public, e.g. 
skills, videos. 

Workim: Group III 

Task: Develop a short term action plan to streamline the inter-jurisdictional patchwork of 
environmental regulations, processes and institutions 

Chairperson and Rapporteur: John Dillon 

Presentation; 

The working group looked at two aspects of the issue: 

a) Furthering the integration of economic and environmental responsibilities within 
government (i.e. policies related to environment, finance, trade, energy, resources). This 
is intended to capture the broadest sense of departmental jurisdiction -- across all 
disciplines within a government, as well as between governments. 

b) Greater harmonization of environmental regulations and policies on a federal-provincial­
territorial basis. For the Projet to have influence on this issue, it is critical that a role for 
the provinces be found within the Projet. Also, the working group recognized the need 
for industry and other players to effectively coordinate their input to the policy 
development process. Alternative to regulation within this framework must also be 
considered, namely market-based instruments and voluntary pollution prevention 
programmes. 

To deal with the two issues, the working group recommended that a multi-stakeholder 
working group be established to: 

compile the best examples of attempts to integrate economic and environmental 
responsibilities within government departments both in Canada and internationally (e.g. 
Ontario Ministry of Environment and Economy, Quebec Interdepartmental Committee on 
Sustainable Development). The group could look at how successfuVcomprehensive these 
attempts have been and what kinds of constraints there are on such integration. 
examine the efforts already underway within CCME to promote federal-provincial­
territorial harmonization, and consider how other stakeholders can contribute to that effort 
Non-government stakeholders should be encouraged to explore areas of consensus and 
determine ways to leverage their influence toward greater harmonization. 
examine one particular industry in Canada (e.g. mining, forest products etc.) and provide 
an analysis of the problems created by fragmented jurisdiction, as well as opportunities for 
better coordination. Also, a second case study should be undertaken that demonstrates a 
more successful integration in support of sustainable development 
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Plenary Discussions: 

It was generally AGREED that: 

municipal government should be included, as well as other regulatory sectors such as 
health. 
the work, while directed through a multi-stakeholder approach, will require input and 
analysis from experts. 
while harmonization of regulations is required, options to effect change other than the 
thfeat of regulations are also required. , ; 
a working group to further explore and defrne the results presented as well as to develbp a 
timeframe and workplan would be supported by the Projet · 

Workin~ Group IV 

Task: Develop a short term action plan to increase public awareness and participation to act 
in ways that further sustainability 

Chairperson: Miriam Wyman, Rapporteur: Chuck Hopkins and Shauna Sylvester 

Presentation: 

Working Group IV recommended that the Projet strike an outreach committee/task group, 
which would focus on public awareness, education and communication. The mandate of the 
outreach committee would be to promote public awareness and participation among Canadians 
towards a sustainable future; to build alliance$ with other countries vis-a-vis outreach; and to 
develop a communications strategy. The committee would operate under the following 
guiding principles: 

seek and provide synergy for both existing programmes and new proposals. 
identify needs/gaps in both the quality and quantity of sustainable development 
information, and to instigate support to fill such needs/gaps. 
focus on practical examples with a high element of transferability, bring the strategy to 
increasing numbers of people and seek ideas on how to move such examples. 
link various committees within the Projet together and improve communications between 
committees, between sectors and within sectors. 

Two activities were recommended for the Projet, through its outreach committee, to 
undertake: 

a) develop a communications strategy which advances the vision of the Projet (i.e. the 
Sustainability Plan). The strategy should be diverse, flexible and creative. 

endorse and/or support existing initiatives such as the NRTEE's proposal for a 
"participaction" campaign on sustainable development, "healthy communities", IISD's 
media roundtables educating top-level media individuals etc. 
develop a multi-media campaign to mobilize Canadians to undertake/create 
sustainability plans. The campaign should include mainstream public relations, public 
educational TV etc.; should be aimed both high and broad; should consider target 
groups and key areas where decisions are made, e.g. judges, magistrates, municipal 
labour organizations, churches, women's groups etc.; should show/find resource 
people/models that demonstrate concrete examples of sustainable livelihoods; and 
should redirect people to the community. The campaign could include workshops for 
writers, producers, media artists;. could provide or use in situ resources for town hall 
meetings; could include credible speakers going to formal educational institutions, 
local businesses etc. 



b) develop and promote a "Youth Service for a Sustainable Future" with the objectives of 
both involving youth as a catalyst for achieving sustainability, and engaging youth and 
Canadian society in intersectoral, intergenerational action for sustainability. The proposed 
youth service would be a +/- two year programme of service within communities, with 
mentoring by NGOs, seniors, business, industry, community agencies etc. and a 
reward/recognition for service. Working Group IV recommended that a working group 
be convened to develop a feasibility study and more comprehensive workplan for both a 
youth servi~e and a similar senior corps. 

Plenary Discussions: 

It was AGREED that: 

the outreach committee's mandate should include "to share and learn from the international 
community". 
attaching the name of the Projet to ex.isting initiatives such as cooperative education and 
participaction through endorsement and support could lead to the Projet developing a li.igh 
profile quality label. It was noted however, that the name of the Projet should not be the 
focus of its work, but rather to suppon and mobilize sustainable work. 
a programme such as the Youth Service for a Sustainable Future would be particularly 
effective in addressing one of the roadblocks to sustainability, i.e. the difficulty in 
thinking in inter-disciplinary ways. 
the feasibility of a Youth Service for a Sustainable Future, and how the Pro jet could either 
promote and/or initiate such a programme, should be ex.plored. 

Participants were particularly ex.cited with and ENDORSED ex.ploring the feasibilities of 
sustained action campaigns such as the participaction programme, and the Youth Service for a 
Sustainable Future. 

Workin~: Group Y 

Task: To develop short term action plans to develop Canadian capacity to take advantage of 
the economic opportunities stemming from the transition to sustainability 

Chairperson and Rapporteur: George Kowalski · 

Presentation 

The presentation first outlined why an action plan focussing on green economic opportunities 
should be of interest to the Projet, and identified the following four points: 

will demonstrate win-win situations which integrate economic and environment issues. 
Canada is in danger of missing the window of opportunity. 
opportunity to educate economic departments within all levels of government which do not 
recognize the opportunities of green economics, and persist in perceiving the two as trade­
offs. 
need to showcase the potential of green economics, i.e. job creation etc. 

The ·working group noted that the key sectors which need to be targeted include the natural 
resource industries, businesses where jobs are created when paying attention to the greening 
of consumer demand, and the industries which produce environmental products and services. 
The working group agreed that environmental industries be the focus for Phase II as the sector 
is well defmed, manageable, and most likely to produce measurable results. 



The working group noted that the aspects of capital, markets, technology, training and 
environmental policy should be dealt simultaneously in an integrative approach through a 
multi-sectoral participatory action plan. The working group recommended that the Projet 
develop a focussed pilot project identifying the opportunities related to CFC reduction, a high 
profile issue of interest to the public and politicians,. The pilot project could be used as a 
demonstration of the opportunities of economic-environment integration. 

Plenary Discussions 

Participants noted that the action plan needs to investigate initiatives currently underway, and 
to build on tHe areas where environmental industries require assistance (coordination with 
governments, bank financing, timely govern merit decision-making etc.). It was AGREED 
that the practical demonstration project identifying the green economic opportunities related to 
CFC reduction was an excellent initiative for the Projet to undertake during Phase II. 

Workin2 Group YI 

Task:. To identify high-priority environmental goals that are instrumental to making the 
transition to sustainability . 

Chairperson: Judith Berlyn, Rapporteur: John Lark 

The working group recommended that the Projet be a resource (a docking station) for all 
sustainable development initiatives of Canadians who come together in allegiance to work. 
Two priority issues were chosen for Phase II -- the oceans and indigenous issues. These two 
issues were Canadian priorities during UNCED; were identified at the November '92 meeting 
of the Projet as priority issues; and have relevance in current international work, with the 
upcoming UN Conference on High Seas Fisheries and with 1993 being the UN Year of 
Indigenous People. 

It was also recommended that specific measurable objectives need to be established in order to 
gauge the effectiveness of the Projet. Suggested goals include: 

make Projet meaningful to the indigenous communities (measurable by increased 
indigenous participation) 
look at B.C.'s "Rediscovery Programme" linking youth and elders through learning 
support and commit to specific objectives (ideally to be taken to the UN Conference on 
High Seas Fisheries) such as: 
- reduce land-based sources of marine pollution by 50% by the year 2005 

establish permanent moratorium on nuclear dumping in oceans 
stop the demise of the St. Lawrence beluga population 
end high seas drift netting 
establish minimum standards for high seas with regards to conservation 
apply precautionary principle in management decisions 
empower coastal communities and states 
call for clear and evident international cooperation on the high seas 

prepare a public awareness newsletter 

Plenary Discussions 

There was general support for the "docking station" approach, but there was also concern 
regarding the structural implications; maintaining synergy etc. 



It was AGREED that the indigenous and oceans issues are good priority themes for follow­
up and Phase II. A suggestion was made that the Projet encourage the release of the Canadian 
Oceans Act to which the Projet could respond. 

Plenary Discussion on Phase II of the Projet de Societe 

I 

The recommendations fdr priority work outlined in the Progress Report (see page three of 
these minutes, or page 711 or the Report) were APPROVED. 

It was AGREED that all of the ideas emerging from the six working groups were excellent, 
and should be explored by interested individuals, possibly through the establishment of 
various task-specific sub-committees. Possible committees include: 

a Steering Committee which will facilitate and coordinate the work of the various task­
oriented groups. This committee could be a re-vamped, scaled down model of the 
National Stakeholder Working Group, or a re-vamped, expanded Ways and Means 
Committee. 

the Document and Information Committee which will continue and complete its work 
started during Phase I. 

a single public awareness committee, which will focus on public awareness, educations, 
communication and participation. This committee could include exploring outreach 
strategies such as a sustainable development participaction campaign, a media campaign 
and a Youth Service for a Sustainable Future, or there could be several task-specific 
committees focussing on such strategies. 

either a single committee which will look at sustainable development priorities for the 
Projet, or separate committees to explore each of the four issues of interest identified by 
the working groups: oceans, indigenous, interjurisdictional, and green economics. 

It was AGREED that undertaking and initiating the new ideas generated by the six working 
groups will depend upon the availability of resources, both financial and human participation. 
It was suggested that the Projet needs to focus on one or two specific tasks which could 
provide an early measurable success through a multi-tasked approach. However, in 
discussing a specific task or issue to focus on, the broad range of interests and expertise of the 
stakeholders became evident. It was suggested that an inclusive pilot project which 
incorporates several of the themes discussed (e.g. oceans, indigenous, public participation, 
generations) be developed. Given the time constraints, the choice of direction(s) for Phase II 
were DEFERRED to the National Stakeholder Working Group. It was understood that 
prioritization will depend upon resources, and the interest and participation of stakeholders in 
relevant committees. 

It was AGREED that a prevalent theme that emerged from each of the working groups was 
that the Projet be a facilitator, a catalyst, an organic model which creatively stitches together 
and provides a road map allowing sectors to sign on and meet their own priorities within a 
sustainable context and that the Projet itself not undertake the work. 

There was general concern regarding how the Projet will actually undertake and accomplish 
many of the ideas and recommendations tabled, especially with regards to: how to infonnally 
institutionalize the Projet; how to structure the Projet and its committees; how to obtain and 
invest further resources, including direct fmancing, in kind contributions, human participation 
etc.; how to maximize the results; and how to promote the Projet to both the public and to 
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prospective stakeholders representing new constituencies. Given the unclear structure for 
Phase II, there was also concern that the Projet could become stymied by questions of 
direction, prioritization and bureaucracy. · 

It was AGREED that one of the strengths of the Projet which should be promoted, especially 
to ensure high level involvement from stakeholder organizations as well as to seek new sector 
involvement, was the development of partnerships. 

It W'\S AGREED that the NGO-indigenous seat on the Ways and Means Committee be split 
into \w~ separate seats, one for indigenous representation and on~ for NGOs.~ 

In conclusion, notes of appreciation were given to the NRTEE for their logistical support 
during Phase I and the meeting, and to George Connell for chairing. 

Broughton 
93-06-28 



APPENDIX I 

Information Included in the 
Document and Information Committee (DISC)'s Presentation 

to the National Stakeholders 
Which Was Not Included in the June '93 Progress Report 

The DISC presentation concluded with ideas which were not outlined within the Progress 
Report. This additional information outlined possible windows of opportunity for using the 
DISCs assessment document to move from "paper to action". The ideas presented included 
using the document: 

as input into the Projet framework for a Sustainbility Plan of Action 
as a qualitative benchmark for identifying and moving forward a Sustainbility Plan of 
Action 
to identify key constructive, practical research and action areas, both what is happening 
and what is needed 
to identify roadblocks and constraints that equal opportunity 
to identify lessons learned and best practices 
to provide linkages between Agenda 21, local communities, sectors etc. and feedback 
loops 
as input into inter-departmental meetings on and into the Commission for Sustainable 
Development (CSD), the Earth Council, Round Tables and other sustainable 
development processes 
provide examples of what disparate people and sectors are doing to affect change and 
move beyond "conflict resolution" to models of consensus-building for new directions 
and paradigm shifts 
as input into international fora, e.g. population, desertification, women, small island 
states etc. 
to brief new and existing MPs, MPPs, local politicians and decision-makers, possibly 
with the goal of influencing the November elections 

The DISC presentation also outlined a sample timeframe for completing the document and 
information analysis by December 1993. It was felt that such a goal would be reachable if 
appropriate, adequate and timely resources were provided. Such resources would include 
more writers, editors, visioners, translaters, reviewers etc.; more funds from different 
sources; in kind contributions etc. 



SECOND NATIONAL STAKEHOLDERS ASSEMBLY 

AGENDA 
Thursday, June 3, 1993. 

1 :30 Welcome and Introduction 

1:40 

1:50 

2:00 

2:45 

3:30 

Canada in the International Context 

Introduction of Progress Rep9rt 

Documentation and Information Report 

Vision and Process Report 

Review of Consolidated Recommendations 
Set out tasks for Work Groups(* See below) 

3:45 Work Group Discussions 

6:00 Reception 

Friday, June 4, 1993. 

9:00 Work Groups reconvene to review draft rapporteur report. 

10:15 Break 

· 1 0:30 Plenary consideration of Work Group reports 

12:15 Lunch 

(Holtz) 

(Campeau) 

(Sadler) 

(Oiivastri, Carroll-Foster) 

(Tanner, Padbury, Dillon, Kowalski) 

(Doering) 

(Connell) 

1:15 Plenary reconvenes for consideration of group reports and other 
organizational issues. · 

3:00 Concluding Considerations. 

WORKGROUPS 

1) RESEARCH AGENDA 2) COMPILE SUSTAINABIUTY TOOL KIT 

• establish a Canadian research agenda on sustain- • develop a sustainability tool kit ofbest practices, includ-
ability to identify key needs and gaps, and coordi- ing leading examples of conservation strategies, sector 
nate work on options and strategies within the and community plans, sustainability indicators, consen-
existing sustainability research network. sus decision-making, etc. 

', 

' 

3) DEMONSTRATE THE POTENTIAL OF THE PROJET BY CONVENING AN IMMEDIATE 
FORUM TO DEVELOP SHORT TERM ACTION PLANS ON THE FOLLOWING ISSUES: 

(a) streamline the inter-jurisdictional patchwork of environmental regulations, processes and institutions; 

(b) increase public awareness and participation. particularly among Canadian youth and their parents, to act in 
ways that further sustalnabiUty; 

(c)deoelop Canadian capacity to take adoontage of the economic opportunitjp stemming fro~ the transition to 
sustainability, including environmental industries, greening of consumer demand, and educatio-n. and trainlng needs 
to enable the Canadian workforce to participate in new sustainable jobs and industries. 
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Mr. Gary Gallon, 
Canadian Environmental Industry 
Association 
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Deputy Minister, 
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Personal Representative 
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ottawa, Ontario. 
KlG 3H9 (S) (613)236-6163 

Mr. Jack MacLeod, 
cfo Shell Canada Ltd., 
400 - 4th Ave. Southwest, 
Calgary, Alberta. 
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(403) 264-7487 fax 
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President and Executive Direc­
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· Quebec. 
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{418)829-1276 

Mr. Tim Draimin, 
Director Development Policy, 
Canadian Council for Interna­
tional 

Cooperation, 
1 Nicholas Street, Suite 300, 
Ottawa, ontario. 
K1N 7B7 {S) (613) 236-4547 
Fax (613) 236-2188 

Ms. Judith Berlyn, 
Canadian Peace Alliance, 
381 Elm Ave., 
Montreal, Quebec. 
H3Z 1Z4 (S) (514) 933-8134 
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Developmental Working Group, 
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Vancouver, B.C. 
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President, 
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Association, 
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Mr. Jerry Beausoleil, 
Chief, Environment Section, 
Environment, Energy Resource 
Division, 
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140 O'Connor street, 
East Tower, 12th Floor, 
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Mr. Bob Blackburn, 
Assistant Deputy Minister, 
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C.D. Howe Building, 
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Mr. Brian Emmett, 
A/Assistant Deputy Minister, 
Policy, 
Environment Canada, 
Les Terrasses de la Chaudiere, 
10 Wellington, 23rd Floor, 
Hull, Quebec. 
K1A OH3 (0) (613} 997-4882 

Mr. Jag Maini, 
Assistant Deputy Minister, 
Policy, 
Forestr¥ Canada, 
Place V~ncent Massey, 
351 St. Joseph Boulevard, 21st 
Floor, 
Hull, Quebec. 
K1A 1G5 (0) (819) 997-1107 

Mr. Ron Edwards, 
Director, 
Environment, Energy and 
Resource Division, 
Finance Canada, 
L'Esplanade Laurier, 
140 O'Connor St., East Tower, 
12th Floor, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 
K1A OG5 (0) ( 613) 992-0782 



Mr. John G.I. Lark, 
Director, 
Sustainable Development, 
Pacific and Freshwater Fish­
eries, 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada, 
200 Kent Street, 11th Floor, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 
K1A OE6 (?0) (613) 990-0011 

Mr. Hugues Lacombe, 
Directeur general communica­
tions, 
Environment Canada, 
Les Terrasses de la Chaudiere, 
10 Wellington Street, 27th 
Floor, 
Hull, Quebec. 
K1A OH3 (0) (819) 997-6820 

Mr. Dan seekings, 
Senior Advisor, 
Minister of Energy, Mines and 
Resources, 
580 Booth Street, 21st Floor, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 
K1A OSS (0) (613) 996-2007 

Ms. Marie Josee Bissonnette, 
Special Advisor, 
Environment Canada, 
10 Wellington Street, 
Hull, Quebec. 
K1A OH3 (0) (819) 953-6266 

i 
Mr. Brian Casey, 
Special Assistant, 
Office of the Minister of 
Industry, 
Science and Technology and Min­
ister for 

International Trade, 
Lester B. Pearson Building, 
125 Sussex Dr., Tower B-5, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 
K1A OG2 (0) (613) 995-9001 

Ms. Shelly Vandermay, 
Actin<;i Director, 
Susta~nable Development Branch, 
Environment, 
Government of Saskatchewan, 
3085 Albert Street, Suite 218, 
Regina, Saskatchewan. 
S4S OB1 (0) (306) 787-0393 
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Dr. Eva Rosinger, 
Director General, 
CCME Secretariat, 
326 Broadway, Suite 400, 
Winnipeg, Manitoba. 
R3C OSS (0) ( 204) 948-2090 
FAX (204) 948-2125 

Mr. Stefan Ochman, 
Caucus Coordinator, 
canadian Environmental Network, 
P.o.- Box 1289, station B, 
ottawa, Ontario. 
K1P SR3 (S) (613) 563-2078 

Prof. Judith swan, 
Executive Director, 
Oceans Institute of Canada, 
1236 Henry Street, 5th Floor, 
Halifax, Nova Scotia. 
B3H 3J5 (S) (902) 494-6552 
(902) 494-1334 

Mr. John Dillon, 
Senior Associate, 
Business Council on National 
Issues, 
Royal Bank Centre, 
90 Sparks Street, Suite 806, 
ottawa, Ontario. 
K1P 5H4 ( S) ( 613) 238-3277 
(613) 236-8679 

Dr. Keith Bezanson, 
President, 
IDRC, 
P.O. Box 8500, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 
K1G 3H9 (S) (613) 236-6163 
(613) 567-7749 

Dr. Arthur Hanson, 
President and CEO, 
IISD, 
161 Portage Ave. East, 6th 
Floor, 
Winnipeg, Manitoba. 
R3B OY4 (S) (204) 958-7700 
(204) 958-7710 



Ms. Janine Ferretti, 
Director, 
International Programme, 
Pollution Probe, 
12 Madison Ave., 
Toronto, ontario. 
M5R 2S1 (S) (416) 926-1907 
(416) 926-1601 

M~. Zonny Woods, 
canada World Youth, 
cjo IISD 
161 Portage . Ave East, 6th 
Floor, 
Winnipeg, Manitoba. 
R3B OY4 (S) (204) 958-7732 
FAX (204) 958-7710 

Ms. susan Tanner, 
Executive Director, 
Friends of the Earth, 
251 Laurier Ave West, 7th 
Floor, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 
K1P 5J6 (S) (613) 230-3352 
(613) 132-4354 

Ms. Miriam Wyman, 
Women and Environment, Educa­
tion and 

Development (WEED) Founda­
tion, 
11 Model Ave., 
North York, Ontario. 
M3H 1V9(S) (416) 633-6837 
FAX (416) 633-6825 

Ms. Jean Arnold, 
Fallsbrook Centre, 
N.B. Environment and Develop­
ment 
Working Group, 
R.R. #1, 
Hartland, New Brunswick 
EOJ 1NO (S) (506) 375-8143 
FAX (506) 375-4221 

Mr. Peter Padbury, 
Environment Coordinator, 
canadian Council for Interna­
tional 

Cooperation, · 
1 Nicholas Street, Suite 300, 
ottawa, Ontario. 
K1N 7B7 (S) (613) 236-4547 
FAX (613) 236-2188 
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Mr. Harry Bombay, 
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875 Bank Street, 
Ottawa, Ontario 
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(613) 233-4329 

Mr. Lee Clark, M.P. 
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130 Albert S.treet, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 
K1P 5G4 (S) (613) 233-8423 

Mr. Richard Remillard, 
Vice-President, 
Canadian Bankers Association, 
90 Sparks Street, 
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H3J 1J8 (514) 932-8008 

M. Christian Simard, 
Directeur general, 
Union qu~becoise pour la con­
servation de la nature, 
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Mr. Gordon Clifford, 
CAC, 
112 Kent Street, 
Ottawa, Ontario (0) 
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APPENDIX W 

Key to Acronyms 

Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment CCME 
CIDA 
CSD 
EMR 
GATI 
IDRC 
DSD 
IMF 
NGO 
NRTEE 
OOA 
SONAR 
UN 
UNCED 

Canadian International Development Ageocy (federal department) 
United Nations Commission for Sustainable Development 
Energy. Mines and Resources (federal department) 
General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade 
International Development Research Centre 
International Institute for Sustainable Development 
International Monetary Fund 
Non-Governmental Organizations 
National Round Table on Environment and Economy 
Overseas Development Assistance 
Save Our Northwest Atlantic Resources 
United Nations 
United Nations Conference on Environment and Development (popularly 
known as the Earth Summit) which was held in June 1992 at Rio de Janieor, 
Brazil . 

UNGA United Nations General Assembly 

APPENDIX IV 

National Stakeholder Advisory Working Group 

The following individuals were involved in the infonnal ad hoc National Stakeholder Advisory 
Working Group which developed the agenda for the National Stakeholder Meeting (see 
Appendix m and prepared a background discussion paper (see next page). 

Name and Organization 

Lesley Beckman, Environment Canada 
Victor Buxton, National UNCED Secretariat, Environment Canada 
Theodora Carroll-Foster, International Development Research Centre 
John Dillon, Business Council on National Issues 
Ron Doering, National Round Table on Environment & Economy 
Tim Draimin, Canadian Council for International Cooperation 
Janine Ferretti, Pollution Probe 
Erin Hannah, Youth '92 
Arthur Hanson, lntemationallnstitute for Sustainable Development 
Tllll Leah, National UNCED Secretariat, Environment Canada 
Elizabeth May, Q>CU Transition Committee 
Sheldon MacLeod, Canadian Council of Ministers of the Envin;>nment 
Eva Rosinger, Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment 
Lucien Royer, Alberta Federation of Labour 
Mary Simon, Inuit Circumpolar Conference 
Bob Slater, Environment Canada 
Miriam Wyman. WEED Foundation 

Constituency 

Government 
Government 
IDRC 
Business 
NRlEE 
NGO (Development) 
NGO (Environment) 
NGO(Youth) 
IISD 
Government 
NGO 
CCME 
CCME 
Labour 
Indigenous 
Government 
NGO(Women) 



CANADA, CANADIANS AND RIO 
NATIONAL STAKEHOLDERS' MEEmG 

DISCUSSION PAPER 

Background: · 
n June 1992 the Earth Summl set out a framework for sustai"lable development action. 1 is a trarnewonc 
meant not on~ for global action but also for guldi'lg the relationsh~ between envlrOM18nt and eeoc r:trrf 
withil nations. Canada was among the leaders n the UNCEO negotiations, and we aspire to be an 
exemplaly nation n adopting sustahable development pradlces. n thts post-Rio perfod the task we face 
is to translate Agenda 21. the principles of the Conventions and other concepts arisilg from both UNCCD 
and the Global Forum into actions which make sense withil the daily 8ves of Canadians, and i1 the 
porteles which govem private and pubiJc sector initiatives. mprled In this task Is action at a1 Jeve6 • 
municipal, provincial, territorial and nationaJ, i'lvofving the various sectors, peoples and stakehok1er 
groups, and individual Canadians. We need to explore the means to ~e these actions. to assist n 
their collaboration. and to define appropriate mechanisms for reporting progress to· ~nces wihil 
Canada • and to the Wortd. · 

Further to Minister Charest's request, an informal Working Group came together to prepare this note and 
our agenda. Some preliminary directions and questions emerged: 

o n what way should Canadians work together to devise a work plan for post-Rio action? 

o As a first step, it may be useful to produce a •catalogue•, or compendium of sector specmc 
activ~ies for follow-up on Agenda 21 {under-way or planned) which could be used for reporthg 
in June 1993 on the first anniversary of the Earth Summit. Is there a consensus that this 
should be done? How could it be done? 

o As a second step, it has been suggested that we must monitor and report on our progress 
or lack thereof at all levels of our society and that such analysis be added to tfJe catabgue 
described above. Is there a consensus that this should be done? How could it be done? 

Posslb!B Outcomes of Stakeholders' Meeting: 
There is fJttle precedent for this kind of consensus building at the national level. The process at Rio and 
the multi-stakeholder experience of Canadian Round Tables provide some guidance: the process must 
be as consensus-based, open, Inclusive and transparent as possible. But serious obstacles reman. 
Participation and accountability were two difficult issues leading into this meeting and will have to be 
carefully considered in any process that emerges from it. 

While other directions might emerge during the course of the day, the Working Group has identified four 
possible outcomes of the meeting: 

1. Agree to meet again. At best. a partial set of reports on Rio foJJow-up is provided with some 
understanding of a process to try to make fimited progress on some issues. 

2. Agree to create a factual compendium as comprehensive as possible of all actfvHies of all 
stakeholders. This option could also include some outfine of a strategy for working together to 
keep some process intact. This could be tabled in June 1993. 

3. Agree to create a compendium that Includes an analysis of progress towards sustainable 
development. Stakeholders would agree to a process to create an additional chapter that inctJdes 
"gap analysis• and critique, setting out recommendations for priority actions and areas for 
cooperation. · 

4. Agree to a compendium with analysis and make a commitment to develop a coherent set of 
actions plans to act on the analysis and recommendations. 
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