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August 6, 2009

An Open Letter To Prime Minister Stephen Harper
Re: North American Leaders Summit

Dear Prime Minister Harper,

On behalf of Canadian civil society organizatioreswge you to take North American
relations in a new direction when you meet PregglBarack Obama and Felipe
Calderon on August 9 and 10 in Guadalajara, MexXidoile this meeting is no longer
described as a continuation of the Security angpgenaty Partnership initiated by
President George W. Bush, President Vicente FoxPaimde Minister Paul Martin, we
have yet to see any evidence concerning how itdiffier from the secretive SPP
process.

While campaigning in February of 2008, Presidenai®a wrote in ®allas Morning
News op-ed, that if he were President, North Amerieaders’ summits would “be
conducted with a level of transparency that reprssine close ties among our three
countries.” He promised to “seek the active anchapeolvement of citizens, labor, the
private sector and non-governmental organizatinrseiting the agenda and making
progress.”

Are you willing to enter into a direct dialogue litivil society organizations to revise
completely the summit format transforming it theneaway Obama suggests it?

While campaigning President Obama also promisedrtegotiate the North American
Free Trade Agreement to strengthen labour and@mwiental provisions and eliminate
the Chapter 11 dispute mechanism that allows corepan sue governments for lost
profits.

So far you haveesisted the renegotiation of NAFTA even thoughilecemmittee of the
House of Commons International Trade Committeechied for a profound revision of
NAFTA’s Chapter 11 on investment and Chapter 18heresolution of trade disputes.

Meanwhile through the secretive SPP process a dempef continental integration has
occurred without public or parliamentary involverhédumerous studies, including the
latest Canadian census data showing stagnhant masd@tg incomes for the middle class
and poor, but large increases for the rich, betvl€&&® and 2006, prove that NAFTA has
been, on balance, injurious for the majority.



Furthermore, much has changed since PresidentsdBus@alderon met with you in
New Orleans in April 2008. Crashes in the U.S.ricial and real estate markets have
sparked a global recession, leading to the loss@f seven million jobs in Canada,
Mexico and the United States since the beginningsifyear. Calls for major cuts in
greenhouse gas emissions have increased in thepeadhe international climate talks
in Copenhagen this year. The Swine Flu virus oatbreas uncovered serious flaws in
North American regulatory practises.

Prime Minister Harper, given this new economic eatitas well as worsening drug-
related violence in Mexico, your decision thatM#xicans wishing to visit Canada must
have visas is misguided and should be withdrawnedhately. Instead we urge you to
recognize how NAFTA’s failure to provide good jabsViexico has caused half a

million Mexicans to look for a better life in theniled States and Canada each year. The
removal of import restrictions on agricultural poats has been disastrous for Mexican
farmers forced off their land by the dumping of @bé@merican products. The new
Canadian visa requirement is an unwarranted olestacbenuine refugees fleeing the
recent explosion in violence and human rights abtisat are a consequence of the
militarization of the war against drug traffickers.

The Security and Prosperity Partnership dialogsefaiged to deal with the systemic
failures of the neoliberal NAFTA model that emposveapital at the expense of workers
and the environment. Under the SPP’s logic striitb@ncial controls or food safety
standards are deemed barriers to trade and predhjlais are most conditions requiring
companies to source jobs or reinvest a portiorr@its locally. Regulatory
harmonization also reduces standards to the loveesinon denominator, as in the case
of increased allowances for pesticide residue aatl a switch to industry self-
regulation.

The elimination of export controls on Canadian gpemd NAFTA’s proportionality
clause could force Canada to go on exporting naeweable oil and gas to the United
States even if those exports result in domestictapes. These provisions have tied the
continent to dependence on dirty oil from the tarxds and hampered real cooperation on
renewable energy.

The SPP’s security agenda has been equally disastaced with U.S. pressure to
“thicken” its borders with new security measurean@da and Mexico have subordinated
independent security and, to some extent, foreadicips to align themselves with the
so-called war on terrorism and ongoing war on drigxico cannot go on being the
place where people die in a war against those vaffictdrugs to the biggest consumer —
the United States. And U.S. co-responsibility caremal with financial and technical
support for the war on trafficking (through the Mier Initiative), which closes its eyes to
human rights abuses by the Mexican army. The SBBdbsolution is quickly leading to
the militarization of crime prevention and enforeet) including efforts to contain social
protest and criminalize dissent.



We object to Canada’s pursuit of a policy of seguand military integration with the
United States that has led to a loss of Canadia@rsmnty. This has included the signing
of bilateral agreements that allow the U.S. mijiter cross the border in case of a
vaguely defined “civil emergency,” and U.S. segudfficials able to operate and make
arrests in Canadian waters and on Canadian salnidrging of terrorist risk assessment
procedures, sharing of “no-fly” lists, and creatwmfrjoint biometric forms of citizenship
identification (NEXUS, “enhanced” drivers’ licengedespite widespread concern from
privacy commissioners and civil liberties organizas, have also weakened Canadian
control over the use and abuse of personal infeoma an increasingly networked
maze of U.S. security databases.

The North American business sector has champidresitsecurity measures in return
for access to the SPP dialogue. At the 2006 suimn@ancun, you along with Presidents
Fox and Bush created a North American Competitiger@@ouncil comprised of 30
companies which were tasked to “prioritize the pties” and drive the SPP process
through changes in regulations. The exclusiorllafther voices in setting the North
American agenda is made worse by the fact that nbite priorities have been brought
before any parliament or congress for debate atel ¥the North American
Competitiveness Council should be abolished.

The most recent opinion polls in Mexico and Canad&ate that the majority do favour
renegotiating NAFTA. In Mexico, millions of peophave joined popular displays of
protest against NAFTA such as the “The Country§ida’t Take it Anymore” movement
(“El campo no aguanta mas”), which ended with ae@gent signed by then President
Vicente Fox to renegotiate NAFTA. A majority in Gata (61 per cent in September
2008, according to an Environics poll commissiobgdhe Council of Canadians), with
strong support within Quebec, favour renegotiatimd In the U.S., more than a
hundred Members of Congress support the Trade Re#ccountability, Development
and Employment Act (TRADE Act) that would delay apmal of any new free trade
agreement until the U.S. government has reviewdd, public participation, existing
trade agreements and renegotiated them.

We social organizations agree on a need to deemkemake more effective labour and
environmental agreements but this is not enough.bEst labour clause possible would
be only a piece of paper unless the economic ntbdehas been incapable of generating
sufficient jobs is completely changed. SimilarlhAIRTA’s environment protections will
remain weak as long as the agreement treats reduh®ugh it were only a source of
natural resources and private profits. Labour andgrenmental protections must take
precedence over international trade regimes. Thexgeive propose a profound
renegotiation of the whole of NAFTA and an endhe Security and Prosperity
Partnership, which simply aims to extend a failedr®mic model.

To sum up, we demand that you undertake a newglialbased on open and democratic
consultation, as promised by President Obama, sustearly supported by majorities in
all three North American countries.



Sincerely,

Common Frontiers <comfront@web.ca>
Réseau québécois sur 'intégration continentalel(RQrgic@ciso.qc.ca>

Copies
President Barack Obama,
President Felipe Calderon

Gilles Duceppe, leader, Bloc Quebecois
Jack Layton, leader, New Democr atic Party
Michael Ignatieff, leader, Liberal Party of Canada

Common Frontiers and le Réseau québécois surdtatién continentale (RQIC) are
members of the Hemispheric Social Alliance (Alliarf8ociale Continentale), a network
that has played a central role in opposing ‘fradét negotiations throughout the
Americas. We represent a range of organizatioradimgg church groups, labour, student
unions, women'’s groups, environmental organizatioriernational development
agencies, human rights and other social justicecates.



