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 I was just reading an article about Stephen Harper promising to “build trust”—

that he will be working continually to do so. I’m thinking to myself (which one can do: 

Louis Armstrong sang about it in “What a Wonderful World”—at least, it’s still allowed 

so far, anyway…) how far can one trust Stephen Harper to “build trust”? 

 When the Tory government fell due to their contempt of Parliament, and the 

election was called, the Tories were almost laughing. 

<http://www.vancouversun.com/news/canada/Conservatives+grin+opposition
+topples+government/4508642/story.html> http://bit.ly/loEAyP  
 

 In the first article mentioned, Harper is quoted: “We got that mandate [a majority 

government] because of the way we have governed. Because of our record.” 

<http://www.vancouversun.com/news/decision-canada/Victorious+Harper+ 
promises+build+trust/4723328/story.html> http://bit.ly/kQYwkg 
 

 In 2004, Harper said, “We can create a country built on solid Conservative values, 

not on expensive Liberal promises, a country the Liberals wouldn’t even recognize, the 

kind of country I want to lead.” Does a person who promises to change Canada into 

something unrecognizable sound like someone who can be trusted? 

<http://canadaandtheworld.com/politiciansnottrusted.html> http://bit.ly/ijs8ZI  
 

 As for Harper et al. deserving their mandate because of their governing record, 

let’s examine a few instances of that record. 

“Yes, I’m ready to support women’s human rights and I agree that Canada 
has more to do to meet its international obligations to women’s equality. If 
elected, I will take concrete and immediate measures, as recommended by the 



United Nations, to ensure that Canada fully upholds its commitments to 
women in Canada.” 
—Stephen Harper, January 18, 2006, The Harper Record (pdf, Canadian 
Centre for Policy Alternatives (CCPA)), p. 327 
 

 This was a promise Harper made before he and his party were first elected as the 

governing party of Canada. Here’s what happened next: 

After three decades of (admittedly uneven) progress towards full human 
rights, women must now contend with the agenda of Stephen Harper. The 
Prime Minister’s disdain for women’s equality is one of the most dramatic 
examples of his wider assault on democracy…. In the very first year that 
Stephen Harper was prime minister he moved in many ways to halt the course 
of progress for women. His government summarily cancelled the multi-
billion national child care program that the previous Liberal government had 
spent years negotiating with the provinces (and women’s groups had fought 
for, for decades). It also had the support of the vast majority of Canadians…. 
According to Sharon Gregson of the Coalition of Childcare Advocates of 
B.C.: “Other countries are able to provide child care for up to 100 per cent of 
children between the age of three and six. Other countries, like Belgium, 
Denmark, Italy, Sweden, even England and the United States, invest more per 
capita in early childhood development services than Canada does.”…. Other 
cuts were part of a one billion dollar assault on things that the Harper 
government didn’t like, and were implemented in spite of the fact that his 
government had inherited a $13 billion surplus. Amongst the programs 
eliminated was the Court Challenges Program (CCP), one of the most 
effective and innovative programs in the world promoting and facilitating 
human rights. The CCP had, since 1978, provided funding for individuals 
challenging government legislation that was discriminatory. In short, it made 
constitutional rights, and rights under the Charter, accessible to ordinary 
people. Amongst its major beneficiaries were women. (my italics) To ensure 
that it would not have to accept any outside, citizens-based advice on 
changing the law, Harper also eliminated the $4 million in funding for the 
Law Commission of Canada, formerly the Law Reform Commission. The 
government also closed 12 out of 16 regional offices of the Status of Women 
Canada across the country as well as eliminating the $1 million Status of 
Women Independent Research Fund. Changes were imposed to the criteria 
for funding the Status of Women Canada’s Women’s program which 
precluded support for advocacy or lobbying for law reform. That meant that 
dozens of women-run NGOs would no longer receive funding because 
virtually all of them combined advocacy with the provision of services -- such 
as women’s shelters advocating for an end to violence against women. One of 
the most cynical efforts by the Harper government to turn back the clock was 
its decision -- again, with no reference to Parliament and no consultation with 
women or women’s organizations -- to simply refuse to take the issue of pay 



equity any further than the law already allowed. Harper, breaking a promise 
made in the 2006 election, (my italics) simply rejected recommendations 
from a federal task force to move toward a “proactive pay-equity system.” 
Shelagh Day, one of Canada’s foremost feminists and a human rights scholar, 
told a Vancouver forum in December 2006: “The Harper government has 
come forward a few months ago and simply said they’re not going to do 
anything on pay equity. The law will stay the way it is.” In 2009 the Harper 
government took pay equity backwards when it introduced the Public Sector 
Equitable Compensation Act. According to human rights advocates the bill 
emptied “the right to pay equity of its meaning. The new legislated criteria for 
evaluating ‘equitable compensation’ will reintroduce sex discrimination into 
pay practices, rather than eliminate it.” The law (passed by stealth by placing 
it in the 2009 budget where it could not be voted down) introduced additional 
criteria that would allow public sector employers to consider “market 
demand” in determining compensation -- in effect ensuring higher pay for 
men even if work was of equal value. (italics mine) 
—rabble.ca, “Harper runs roughshod over women’s rights,” Murray Dobbin, 
February 8, 2010 
 

 And today? I just read an article that stated, “Canada is No. 20 place to be a 

mom.” 

<http://www.theprovince.com/health/Canada+place/4723073/story.html> 
http://bit.ly/maUVPl  
 

 In the Harper “trust” article, he is quoted: “But one thing I have learned in this 

business is that surprises are generally not well-received by the public. So, we intend to 

move forward with what Canadians understand about us and I think with what they are 

more and more comfortable with.” 

 I am assuming here that women are generally uncomfortable with governments 

that spend billions of dollars on jets and prisons, not to mention its dismantling of their 

human rights during its past time in power, especially after promising to do the opposite. 

 Women now make up 25 per cent of the MPs in Parliament. That’s the highest 

recorded percentage on record. As well, we now have one female Green Party MP, 

Elizabeth May, another first. 



<http://www.equalvoice.ca/speaks_article.cfm?id=472> http://bit.ly/ilXRZb  
 

 I’m hoping that these newly elected women will try to hold Harper to his stated 

intent to “build trust” by trying to get his government to reverse its previous 

reprehensible policies towards women, and stop it from implementing new ones. 

 Another promise that Harper’s government made has to do with the Kyoto accord. 

In April 2006, newly appointed Minister of the Environment Rona Ambrose 
stated that it was “impossible, impossible for Canada to reach its Kyoto 
target.” Other Conservative government ministers and spokespeople talked 
about the flaws and problems with the Kyoto protocol. Ambrose said they 
wouldn’t meet their commitments, but wouldn’t pull out of the Accord either. 
—The Harper Record, CCPA, pdf, p.285 
 

 In January 2007, Ambrose was replaced with John Baird. Succumbing to 

increasing pressure from the public and the world on Canada apparent lack of concern for 

the environment, Harper made the following statement: 

Harper made a larger symbolic step when he acknowledged to a business 
audience in Germany that climate change was “perhaps the biggest threat to 
confront the future of humanity today.” (June 4, 2007) 
 

 Harper seemed to have good intentions. At first, he attempted to replace Kyoto. 

Then he prorogued Parliament on September 2007, killing that legislation, and effectively 

ending all commitments to Kyoto. Kyoto was never signed by Harper. 

Two months after the Kyoto Protocol Implementation Act was passed 
through Parliament by the opposition, it compelled the federal government to 
prepare a climate change plan to describe the measures it was taking to meet 
its obligations under Kyoto. As required by law, the federal government 
produced a document, but it was filled with all the reasons why it couldn’t 
meet the Kyoto targets. Instead of facing another embarrassment with the 
rewritten bill C-30, the Clean Air and Climate Change Act, Harper made the 
decision to prorogue Parliament and start a new session in September. This 
effectively killed bill C-30 and gave Harper the opportunity to start again 
with a clean slate and a new Throne speech. The Throne speech, delivered on 
October 16, stated explicitly that Canada could not meet the reductions 
required under Kyoto. 
—The Harper Record, CCPA, pdf, p.291 



 
<http://www.pembina.org/media-release/1415>  http://bit.ly/kVyz3G  
 
<http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/story/2007/09/04/house-prorogued.html>  
http://bit.ly/m52fqA  
 
From a Facebook record: 
“This group was started on December 31st 2009 after Steven Harper 
announced the "prorogation of parliament"  
 
We request the resignation of Prime Minister Stephen Harper. 
 
Mister Harper has lost the trust of canadians and they no longer believe that 
he represents their best interest. 
 
Refusal to sign Kyoto…” 
—<http://www.facebook.com/group.php?gid=227264179193> 
http://on.fb.me/lfxdFR  
 

 I’m hoping that a strong environmentalist like newly elected federal Green Party 

leader Elizabeth May might get the Harper government to reconsider its inaction 

regarding Kyoto. 

 And the worst broken promise of all? To uphold democracy. The Tories were 

voted by the rest of the opposition parties as being in contempt of Parliament for the 

undemocratic action of refusing “to share information that opposition members said they 

needed to properly assess legislation put before them.” 

<http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/politics/harper-government-falls-in-
historic-commons-showdown/article1956416/> http://bit.ly/hpto2Z  
 

 So, in spite of Harper claiming to have obtained his mandate by the way that he 

and his party governed, the record shows that Harper et al. broke promises and defied 

democracy. 

 They certainly don’t appear—I think to myself (that’s still allowed, isn’t it?)—to 

have earned a majority, or even—in my mind—being re-elected. 



 Regarding this article’s title: I don’t think even former US President George W. 

Bush did that, except for “winning” majorities. 

 

 


