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READY THEY ARE
In early May your Observer travelled to
Wainright to visit the Canadian Manoeuvre
Training Centre (CMTC) during Exercise
Maple Guardian. This exercise is the final step
in the preparation of our Valcartier and
Secteur du Québec soldiers before they move
to the Afghan theatre in July and August.
The Group is composed of the main elements
of 5ième Groupe brigade in Valcartier,
reinforced by members of the reserve units of
Secteur du Québec. Fully 25% of the Group is
made of reservists. This is not specific to
Québec, it’s a Canada wide situation. General
Leslie pointed out during the meeting that the
Canadian Forces would not be able to
accomplish its missions without the reserves.
CMTC is a most remarkable organisation. It is
a state of the art facility staffed with topnotch
trainers and equipment. Its strength resides
with the original training tools and methods
used to prepare the soldiers for their mission
in theatre.
The training scenarios replicate the situations
the soldiers will face in Afghanistan. From a
Task Force Forward Operating Base to an
Afghan farm complex, a village located on a
mountain, a village located on a plain and
caves (particularly popular with the Taliban)
the soldiers are trained to deal with those
typical Afghan locations.
The soldiers are also trained to deal with the
civilians in the battle space (CIB). Actors
playing the roles of Village Leaders, Religious
Leaders, Police, Interpreters and NGO/
Government Representatives interact with
soldiers recreating the type of situations
soldiers and their leaders face on a daily basis
while in theatre.
Live firing exercises are included in the
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training program. Small arms, vehicle
mounted weapons and simulators are used to
acquaint the soldiers with what will most
likely be daily events in theatre.
Mentoring is an important training tool at
CMTC. The mentor shadows and acts as
trusted advisor to his assigned leader. He
provides advice and expertise based on his
own theatre experience and assists the leader
in the accomplishment of the tasks within the
training scenarios. He provides additional
perspectives to complement and enhance the
training scenarios. The mentors also provide
advice and feed back to the Commander
CMTC on the conduct of training scenarios
with a view to making the experience more
realistic or challenging.
While in Wainright we were able to meet the
troops and speak with them for several hours.
They come out as bright, articulated, strong,
well trained and highly motivated soldiers.
They are ready. And, I must add, it is
impossible to distinguish between the Regular
and the Reservist. They are perfectly
integrated at all levels.
We can be proud.
Your Observer, Sheldrake
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A Word from the President/Le Mot du Président
The activities for the year 2006/2007 are
drawing to a close and I would like to report
that it was a very successful year. Our main
concerns were that after a very hectic and
emotional year celebrating the 150th
anniversary in 2005/2006, that your board
would fall back into a mood of complacency
and sit back and relax after such a great
event. Well I am happy to report that the
opposite took place and the Association used
that built up energy to forge ahead to greater
heights. Our hospital visits are more frequent
and regular than before, our First Friday of
the Month Luncheons are more popular than
ever and attracting more and more gunners
from the area including from as far as Quebec
city, Valcartier and Ottawa. The Association
will be hosting a fund raising event in
September that should be most interesting to
all our gunner members, their families and
friends, that should enable us to surpass the
financial success of any other fund raising
event ever held by your Association. Our
Sheldrake issues are very appreciated and
sought after by our members and the members
of the other Gunner Associations of Quebec.

L’année 2006-2007 tire à sa fin et j’aimerais
vous rapporter qu’elle fut fructueuse. Après
une année mouvementée et émotive de
célébration du 150e anniversaire en 20052006, notre principale crainte a été que votre
conseil d’administration, trop content de soi,
s’assoie sur ses lauriers. Il me plaît de vous
rapporter que le contraire s’est produit:
l’Association a utilisé cette nouvelle énergie
pour gravir de nouveaux sommets. Les visites
aux anciens combattants sont plus régulières
et fréquentes qu’avant ; les Déjeuners du
premier vendredi du mois sont plus populaires
que jamais et attirent de plus en plus
d’artilleurs, aussi loin que Québec, Valcartier
et Ottawa. L’Association organisera en
septembre prochain une journée champêtre
«collecte de fonds », qui intéressera les
artilleurs, leurs familles et amis et dont
l’objectif est de surpasser le succès financier
de toutes les autres campagne de financement
jamais tenues par l’Association. Les éditions
du Sheldrake’s Log sont de plus en plus
appréciées et recherchées par nos membres et
ceux des autres associations d’artilleurs du
Québec.

Our Monthly Luncheon has reached its
majority. It has became a reference point, an
RV where different groups and individuals can
meet the gunners of the area and address
them on any subject. As an example LGen
Michael Jeffery and Col Doug Briscoe came to
address us on the Artillery Heritage Fund. At
the same occasion the representatives of
Quebec Gunners units/associations met to
create the Quebec Artillery Network that will
be proposed to other areas through the Royal
Canadian Artillery Association.

Les Déjeuners mensuels semblent avoir acquis
leur majorité : ils sont devenus une référence,
un lieu de rendez-vous où les autres artilleurs
et groupes peuvent nous rencontrer ou nous
entretenir de quelque sujet. Ainsi, lors du
déjeuner de février, le lgén Michael Jeffery et
col Doug Briscoe sont venus nous présenter le
plan de la Campagne du patrimoine de
l’Artillerie royale canadienne. D’autre part,
nous avons tenu la réunion de fondation du
réseau de communication de l’artillerie du
Québec (RCAQ), rassemblant le vice-président
de l’AARC et les représentants de toutes les
unités/associations du Québec.

With all these activities our Association has
carved itself a niche as the leader of the
Gunners Associations in the province. That
being the case I was approached by the RCAA
to become the Chairman of the new Finance
Committee and Col Saint-Louis to chair the
Membership Committee and to assist at the
national communication network, so
supporting the RCAA to stem the tide of
(Continued on page 3)

Par toutes ces activités, notre Association s’est
définie une niche de chef de file des
Associations de l’Artillerie de la province. Ceci
étant, j’ai été approché par l’Association de
l’Artillerie royale canadienne pour servir
comme président du comité de financement
nouvellement créé, alors que le col Saint-Louis
(Suite à la page 3)
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A Word from the President
(Continued from page 2)

dwindling funds and membership at the
national level. In this context and with our
newly assumed leadership designation, Col
Saint-louis and I will be attending the AGM of
the RCAA in September in Shilo to present a
model plan conceived by our Association's
board and approved at the AGM this past
April. By merging both national (RCAA) and
regional (AAM) membership in one annual
due this model leads the RCAA menbership
and funding into the reality of today's society.
It stems the tide of oblivion and returns the
RCAA to a state of stability
In closing, I would like to take this
opportunity to wish all our members and their
families a happy and pleasant summer.
Ubique
Maj (ret) Donald Dussault

Le Mot du Président
(Suite de la page 2)

assumera les mêmes responsabilités au comité
des cotisants individuels (membership) et au
comité des communications, utilisant ainsi
notre expertise pour endiguer la diminution
des fonds et des membres individuels au
niveau national. Le modèle du RACQ sera
aussi Dans ce contexte et sous cette nouvelle
désignation de chef de file, le col Saint-Louis
et moi assisterons à l’AGA du AARC à Shilo en
septembre prochain ; nous y présenterons le
modèle conçu par votre conseil et approuvé à
la dernière AGA en avril dernier. En
proposant qu’il n’y ait qu’une cotisation
donnant droit à la double appartenance
nationale (AARC) et régionale (AAM), le
modèle vise à amener les adhésions et le
financement de l’AARC aux réalités de la
société d’aujourd’hui. Il y aurait ainsi
endiguement de la vague érosive et retour à la
stabilité.
Avant de vous quitter, je souhaite à tous nos
membres et à leurs familles et aux autres
Associations d’artilleurs de la province un été
plaisant et heureux.
Ubique.
Le major à la retraite Donald Dussault
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Commemorating Vimy
Ridge
J.L. Granatstein
We usually mark fiftieth anniversaries, pay
attention to diamond jubilees at the sixtieth,
and celebrate the hundredth anniversary of
great events. But on April 9th this year,
Easter Monday, Canadians will mark the 90th
anniversary of the Canadian Corps’ taking of
Vimy Ridge during the Great War. The victory
was important, but just why it is being
celebrated this year rather than in 2017 likely
has more to do with the refurbishing of the
Vimy Memorial, restored to the condition it
was in when unveiled in 1936, than with the
battle.
Still, after major commemorations to mark the
fiftieth and sixtieth anniversaries of D-Day
and V-E Day, it is surely time that we
remember the Great War: 60,000 dead,
172,000 wounded, and a record in battle that
established the Canadian Corps as an elite
formation.
Vimy Ridge was the Corps’ first great victory,
a perfect set-piece battle that seized the ridge
that looked out over a large swathe of
German-occupied northern France. The four
divisions of the Corps, fighting together for
the first time, drove the Germans down the
ridge and back to their new lines to the east.
The victory was hailed in Allied capitals, and
in Canada the population saw it as an
indication that a great new nation had been
born in battle. It may even have been true,
though French Canada, unhappy with the war
and fearful of conscription, tended not to share
in the celebratory mood.
To the soldiers at the front, the victory was
hugely important. Letters home make this
very clear—everyone understood that they
had participated in a major event. The
planning had been well-nigh perfect, each
infantryman and sapper seeing the maps and
hearing the briefings, and the rolling artillery
barrage had led the advancing infantry in
measured bounds. The enemy guns had been
pounded into submission by a counter-battery
(Continued on page 4)
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Commemorating Vimy Ridge
(Continued from page 3)

campaign, and the German trenches had been
flattened by a long pounding from massed
artillery. It was a grand achievement, a
triumph of Canadian arms, the stuff of myth.
And myths there were and are. The first is
that Vimy was an all-Canadian show. It
wasn’t—the attack was part, a small part, of a
bigger, less successful British battle of Arras.
Then, the Canadian Corps itself was not an
independent and all-Canadian formation.
British heavy artillery played a major part in
the Vimy operation, the Canadian Corps’
leader was Lieutenant-General Sir Julian
Byng, a British officer, and almost all the
senior General Staff Officers who planned the
battle were British regulars. Canada had
almost no staff-trained officers in August 1914
when war began, and it took time to bring
civilians and militiamen to the requisite
standard.
Even more striking, a substantial majority of
the soldiers of the Canadian Corps that April
9, 1917 had been born in Britain, and those
proportions would not finally be altered until
the very end of the war when the Military
Service Act put conscripts into uniform. The
British-born had personal ties to home, to
Britain and its cause, and all those others
whose families had been in Canada for
generations required persuasion to enlist.
Francophones were hardest to persuade, but
then neither did the English-speaking
automatically have the impulse to serve. Nor,
though many were recent immigrants, did
Germans, Jews, and Ukrainians. Many had
fled Europe to escape autocracy, conscription
and war and had no desire to return.
Nonetheless, the Vimy victory had a huge
nationalizing impact at the front. The Britishborn soldiers, just as the Canadian-born,
shared in the sense of accomplishment. They
had captured the ridge that had defeated the
French and British armies; they had done it,
Canada had done it, the Canadian Corps had
triumphed. There was no great breakthrough,
however, no cavalry squadrons surging
through the hole torn in the enemy lines, and
the more than ten thousand killed and
wounded made it a costly victory. Certainly,
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Vimy did not mean that the war was won, and
the struggle went on for 19 months more.
But the Canadian Corps had become
something special in its own soldiers’ minds
and in the minds of senior Allied commanders.
It was now a corps d’élite of shock troops, and
when the enemy saw the Canadians coming
into the line, it prepared for the worst. Soon
under command of Sir Arthur Currie, this
nation’s greatest soldier, the Corps won its
battles at Hill 70 and Passchendaele. In
August 1918 and in the great campaigns of
“The Hundred Days” that brought the First
World War to its end, Currie’s men
established an imperishable record, even if it
is one that most Canadians have forgotten.
The victory at Vimy must be remembered
because it began the Canadian Corps’ months
of unending triumphs.
The great national monument atop the ridge,
once more resplendent, commemorates the
more than eleven thousand Canadians killed
in France who have no known grave. On a
site given to Canada by France, the towering
memorial forever marks the victory of ninety
years ago. Every Canadian should see it and
the war cemeteries where Canada’s sons lie. A
nation exists because its people accomplished
great deeds in the past and believe more can
be accomplished in the future. The taking of
Vimy Ridge was one of the greatest of those
deeds.
(Historian J.L. Granatstein writes on behalf of the
Council for Canadian Security in the 21st Century )

Canada's Cut-and-Run Crowd
(Continued from page 7)

There has also been an attempt to assert
Shariah law in Canada, and at least one
significant terror plot has been broken up.
None of this is unrelated to what's going on in
Afghanistan, and withdrawing from the fight
would not reduce the risks to Canada. On the
contrary, a Canadian surrender in
Afghanistan would be a victory for terrorists
and would energize jihad recruitment in
Canada. It's easy to see why ambitious
Liberals are willing to play the antiwar card
so as to return to power. It's harder to
understand why the Canadian public would go
along with it.
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The only Afghan escalation is in the rhetoric
By MIKE CAPSTICK Special to Globe and
Mail Update April 20, 2007

propelled grenade fire that covers these
positions.

Eight Canadian soldiers have died in a week at the
hands of enemy bomb-makers, renewing the calls for
withdrawal from Afghanistan. Meanwhile, the
government's decision to modernize the army's tank
fleet has brought criticism that Canada is ramping
up the conflict.

The tank provides accurate, precise and
consistent firepower. A well-trained crew can
consistently attain first-round hits on targets
as small as a square metre from as far as two
kilometres. In doing so, the tank can destroy a
precise target without killing civilians or
causing the extensive damage that is
characteristic of even the most precise air
strike. This alone should convince the critics
that Canada is doing the right thing by
employing tanks.

But in fact, the only escalation is in the rhetoric of
the critics in politics and the media.
First, let me put my cards on the table.

I recently retired from 32 years in the
Canadian Forces, including command of troops
in Cyprus, Bosnia and Afghanistan. I spent a
year in Kabul as the leader of Canada's first
Strategic Advisory Team in Afghanistan. My
team worked across the spectrum of Afghan
society, from government ministers to
construction labourers. We also worked closely
with the International Security Assistance
Force,
multilateral
donors,
official
development agencies and NGOs.
Most importantly, we worked very closely with
the brave and impressive Afghans formulating
their country's national development strategy
and delivering rural reconstruction assistance.
In short, we had an opportunity to gain
insight that many observers are denied.
During the early part of this decade, I was one
of the leading proponents of converting the
army to a medium-weight, all-wheeled
organization. Before last summer's intense
combat operations in Afghanistan, I would
have maintained the view that tanks were not
necessary
there,
and
probably
counterproductive. However, a good army is a
learning army, and ours learned some hard
lessons in Kandahar:
Armoured protection is essential. Although
there is no perfect safeguard against roadside
bombs, mines and suicide bombers, a tank can
handle all but the biggest explosions.
There are places in rural Afghanistan that
wheeled vehicles simply cannot go. Irrigation
ditches and low walls made of sun-hardened
mud are effective obstacles to wheeled
vehicles. Leopard tanks can negotiate these
and withstand the small arms and rocket-

The facts are clear — in southern
Afghanistan, tanks provide Canadian soldiers
with mobility, protection, and, most
importantly, the ability to destroy targets and
kill insurgents without harming innocents. It's
hard not to conclude that the critics are either
ill informed or motivated by ideology and
politics.
Even more alarming, however, are the calls to
abandon our mission and the people of
Afghanistan.
It is obvious that some have never agreed with
the argument that a stable Afghanistan is
essential to our security. They have ignored
the reality that the terror attacks of Sept. 11,
2001, were planned and financed from the safe
haven of Taliban-ruled Afghanistan. They
have also ignored the fact that an unstable
Afghanistan presents a clear danger in an
already dangerous region. Are they willing to
risk a nuclear confrontation resulting from
irreconcilable Iranian, Indian and Pakistani
interests in an unstable Afghanistan?
It's also difficult to understand how they can
ignore the Canadian-values dimension of the
Afghan mission. Although it may not be clear
in Ottawa or Toronto, it is obvious in Kabul
that Afghanistan has made remarkable
progress in the past five years. A president
and parliament have been elected and a
constitution is in effect. None of these
institutions is perfect — far from it. But every
day for a year I looked into the eyes of
Afghans who want nothing more than a basic
(Continued on page 8)
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Canada's Cut-and-Run Crowd
By MARY ANASTASIA O'GRADY
level
security
and to make their children's
DOWof
JONES
REPRINTS
lives
a
little
better
than
May 14, 2007; Page
A16their own.
Afghanistan
is
at
or
near the
bottom to
of every
The vote on a nonbinding
resolution
bring
single
United
Nations
human
development
the troops home had serious implications for
Americans. But it didn't take place on Capitol
Hill and it wasn't about Iraq. This vote, taken
last month, was held in Canada's House of
Commons. Sponsored by the Liberal Party, the
resolution called for the country to pull its
soldiers out of Afghanistan in May 2009, when
its NATO commitment expires. Though the
ayes fell short of victory (134-150), it was only
because the hard-left New Democratic Party,
which wants the troops out now, refused to
support it. Thus despite the loss, the
resolution creates a lot of uncertainty about
Canada's reliability in the struggle against
radical Islam.
Canada is a founding member of NATO and
has been the U.S.'s security partner in the
North American Aerospace Defense Command
(Norad) since 1958. Both NATO and Norad
constitute a recognition that solidarity among
Western societies plays a key role in the
defense of our shared values and way of life.
Thus, when Canadian politicians start
agitating to cut and run from the alliance in
the middle of a war, it's a worrying
development. One also has to ask whether a
wavering Canada suggests a more widespread
attitude among NATO members. Does the
West have the fortitude to go the distance
against this determined and lethal enemy?
Our neighbors to the North have been with us
in the fight against al Qaeda since the first
moments of the 9/11 attacks. On that day the
top ranking officer on duty at Norad's
command center in Colorado, which scrambled
the jets that responded, was a Canadian.
Canadian families opened their homes to
thousands of stranded air travelers. In the
weeks and months that followed there was no
doubt about support from Ottawa.
The Liberal Party, led by Prime Minister Jean
Chrétien, didn't hesitate to commit the nation
to the allied response. In 2002 Canada sent
800 troops into the Taliban stronghold of

Kandahar and the country also made financial
commitments. Between 2001 and 2011,
Canada is slated to spend $1.2 billion in
development assistance in Afghanistan,
making it the single largest recipient of
Canadian foreign aid.
Liberal Prime Minister Paul Martin took the
reins in December 2003 and Canada remained
committed. In a Sept. 22, 2005 speech,
Defense Minster Bill Graham praised the
Canadian military's work in Afghanistan,
noting that "this is not the time for Canada or
the international community to abandon or
even reduce our commitment to a country in
which we have invested so much in human
and financial resources over the past few
years."
Despite all this, by the time Mr. Martin called
an election for January 2006, Canadians had
to face the fact that years of Liberal rule had
gutted the military, and that their country's
geopolitical relevance, once on a par with that
of Australia, had seriously diminished.
Conservative Party leader Stephen Harper
won that election in part because he made
restoring Canadian pride an issue. As if to
seal his commitment to the effort, the new
prime minister chose a visit to the troops in
Afghanistan as his first trip abroad. "Your
work," Mr. Harper told the soldiers, "is about
more than just defending Canada's interest.
It's also about demonstrating an international
leadership role for our country. Not carping
from the sidelines but taking a stand on the
big issues that matter. You can't lead from the
bleachers." Mr. Harper also led and won a
vote, despite his party's minority status, to
extend Canada's commitment in Afghanistan
by two years, out to May 2009.
There are now 2,500 Canadian troops in
Afghanistan and they are doing some of the
heaviest lifting. Unlike many other NATO
partners, which limit their troops'
participation to the more pacified north,
Canadian soldiers are fighting in the south
alongside U.S., British and Afghan units. Last
year Canada took command of NATO
(Continued on page 7)
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operations around Kandahar. Violence
escalated again this spring as allied forces
launched another offensive against the
Taliban. This has coincided with an increase
in Canadian casualties. Fifty-four Canadian
soldiers have been killed since 2002 and nine
of those died in a 10-day period in April,
commencing on Easter Sunday.
We are now into the sixth year of this war and
polls suggest the public is growing tired of it.
Public weariness is not surprising,
particularly since the enemy is tied up in the
heroin trade and is empowered by civilians
who make their living off the poppy crop and
by robust demand in Europe. Just ask the
Colombians how hard it is to fight the
organized crime networks that traffic in
prohibited -- and therefore high-value -substances.
Slow progress is not the only thing working
against public confidence. Recent charges that
Afghan police abused detainees who were
turned over to them by the Canadian military
have also played a role and the left is having a
field day, as if Canada has its very own "Abu
Ghraib."
The opposition senses a weakened Mr. Harper,
and this explains why it is now attacking the
very policy it designed -- despite the fact that
holding up Canada's NATO commitments and
helping secure and build an Afghan democracy
were once noble Liberal goals.
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The Battle of Assoro
Earlier this year, the members of the 2nd
Field Regiment were given a presentation by
Erik Vincelli-Gregory on the Battle of Assoro
that took place in Sicily from July 20 to 22,
1943.
Erik, a grade 6 student at Selwyn House
School, had interviewed Charles Hunter who
took part in the battle.
Charles Hunter enlisted in 7th Field Battery
at the Craig Street Drill Hall. He appears in
the picture of 7th Field Battery, taken in
England in 1941, that hangs in the Officers
Mess.
Bombardier Hunter was transferred to 8th
Battery of the 2nd Field Regiment prior to the
invasion of Sicily and served with 8th Field
Battery for the remainder of the war.
The 8th Field battery supported the Hastings
and Prince Edward Regiment during the
assault on Assoro. Erik’s presentation
includes a beautifully bound booklet
describing the battle and a scale model
showing Bombardier Hunter’s gun position
during the battle.

The opportunity to make Afghanistan Mr.
Harper's Iraq must be tempting to the
Liberals. But by following this line of thinking,
the party is playing right into the hands of
Islamic fundamentalists, who are eager not
only to destroy Afghan democracy but more to
the point, Canada's.
In his speech in Afghanistan, Mr. Harper
reminded the troops that two dozen Canadians
lost their lives in the World Trade Center.
"Since that time, al Qaeda has singled out
Canada as one of the countries targeted for
terror," he warned. Since then it also has
become clear that wealthy Saudis are trying to
sow radicalism among Canada's significant
Muslim
population
by
promoting
fundamentalist teaching in local mosques.
(Continued on page 4)

At the Mess Dinner on May 18, we see LCol Michel
Bourque, Charles Hunter and Stephen Gregory, the
father of Erik Vincelli-Gregory, behind the scale
model of the gun position
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The only Afghan escalation is in the
rhetoric
(continued from page 5)

indicator. Canada is at or near the top. I'm not
sure how those who style themselves as
progressives can advocate abandoning
Afghans to the criminals, warlords, drug
mafias and religious zealots who destroyed the
country in the 1990s and would consign them
to remaining one of the poorest peoples in the
world.
Master Corporal Christopher Paul Raymond
Stannix, killed in action west of Kandahar on
April 8, understood what most of the critics
refuse to see — that the Afghan people need
our help. His obituary quotes him as having
stating that "I would like to think if I was in
the same position there ..... somebody would
be willing to step in and help me."
That contention is not articulated in the
language of think tanks, columnists or
political rhetoric. But it is a clear, concise
statement of what the mission is about:
helping people who need it. I would like
nothing better than to see 90 per cent of
Canada's Afghan expenditures devoted to
governance and development. The reality is
that until the south of the country is
stabilized, this will remain a pipe dream.
Afghans and those of us with experience on
the ground know that "rebalancing" the
mission is impossible without security.
Canadians have paid a high human price in
Afghanistan — a price that renders the
escalation of rhetoric surrounding the
government's tank deal petty, even craven.
Canadian troops, diplomats and aid workers
have all proven the strength of our
commitment on the ground. It's time to honour
that commitment by scaling back the
overheated debate surrounding this mission
and concentrating on how to assure the future
of Afghanistan and a people whom the
international community has abandoned
before, at horrific cost.
Colonel Mike Capstick, a gunner, retired from the
Canadian Armed Forces in late 2006 and is now an
associate of the Centre for Military and Strategic
Studies at the University of Calgary.
© Copyright 2006 Bell Globemedia
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Candid Canadian
RUFFLING FEATHERS Lawyer Norine
MacDonald is challenging our military’s
role in Afghanistan
BRIAN HUTCHINSON CANWEST NEWS
SERVICE ANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN —
She strides into a dingy hotel restaurant, a
diminutive Canadian lawyer with hired guns
following behind. One of her men is a burly
Australian who packs an automatic rifle.
He installs himself at the hotel’s entrance, his
weapon hidden but at the ready. It’s not
unusual for civilians in this dangerous city to
protect themselves with private security. But
rarely does a woman move about in such a
manner – commanding an armed guard and
eschewing a burqa, or even a shawl, for male
Afghan clothes.
Norine MacDonald is anything but typical.
The 50-year old Saskatchewan native and
Vancouver resident is one of the few Western
relief workers left in Kandahar, and the only
one not affiliated in some way with NATO and
Afghan coalition forces.
MacDonald is founder and president of the
Senlis Council, a controversial think tank. For
the past two years, she has lived in Kandahar
and in neighbouring Helmand province,
conducting drug policy research and writing
lengthy, contentious reports that advocate the
legalization and regulation of poppy farming
in Afghanistan.
Her reports also condemn U.S.-led efforts to
eradicate poppy crops, claiming this merely
drives desperate farmers into the arms – and
control – of Taliban extremists.
In the process, MacDonald has annoyed
Afghanistan’s interior minister. In October,
his department wrote the Senlis Council a
letter, demanding it not engage in activities
deemed “contrary to the constitution.”
She has also infuriated members of the
Canadian military, especially those stationed
here. MacDonald is sharply critical of how the
Canadian military mission in Afghanistan is
being conducted.
“I’m all for the military going after the bad
(Continued on page 9)
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guys,” she told CanWest News Service. “I’m
not for what we’re doing to ordinary Afghans.
Canadian troops are calling in (American)
bombers, and villages are being destroyed.
Civilians are buried in rubble. When did we
have the conversation in Canada that this is
an acceptable strategy?”
One high ranking Canadian officer, posted at
Kandahar Air Field, dismisses MacDonald as
“a nutty dilettante” who “should just get out of
here.”
MacDonald says the Senlis Council receives
all of its funding from a Swiss philanthropist
named Stephan Schmidheiny. Described by
Forbes magazine as the world’s 221st richest
person, with a personal fortune of $3.1 billion
U.S., Schmidheiny was an early investor in
the Swiss watchmaker Swatch.
MacDonald will not disclose her council’s
annual budget, but it must be considerable.
The Senlis Council has well-staffed offices in
London, Paris, Brussels and Kabul, where it
employs 50 Afghans.
A litigation and tax lawyer who practiced in
Vancouver, MacDonald established the Senlis
Council in 2002, after meeting Schmidheiny.
MacDonald insists that legalizing and
regulating the harvest of poppies would allow
Afghan farmers a badly need source of income,
and would prevent their sons of fighting age
from joining Taliban militias. Such notions are
completely at odds with current policies in
Afghanistan. The national government under
President Harmid Karzai wants the
cultivation of opium-producing poppies to stop;
so do Karzai’s Western allies.
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MacDonald exaggerates the situation in
southern Afghanistan. One official accused
her of “making it all up.”
This week, CanWest News Service visited one
of the refugee camps described by MacDonald
in her December report, and found her
account of conditions there to be mostly
accurate.
The Boldak Ada camp lies just south of
Kandahar city limits. It is, as MacDonald
writes, a miserable place, where children
dressed in rags crawl on the ground and their
mothers huddle inside ramshackle mud huts,
trying to keep warm.
But contrary to MacDonald’s claims, the camp
has received material assistance from NATO
troops. Indeed, Western soldiers have
delivered food to the Boldak Ada camp twice
in recent months.
“The foreigners were very good, very friendly,”
said a refugee named Daud. “They provided
cooking oil, rice, bread, tea, and matches. We
are still using these things.”
The Taliban are not recruiting inside the
camp, he added. “We don’t need them. We’re
poor people and we just think about our
stomachs.”

She accuses the Canadian military of
participating in a wide-scale slaughter of
innocent Afghans, and of ignoring the pleas of
survivors and others displaced by NATO-led
bombing campaigns.
In the latest Senlis Council report, released in
mid-December, MacDonald alleges that as
many as 80,000 Afghans have been left
homeless thanks to the war against the
Taliban.
“The situation in southern Afghanistan is an
unparalleled humanitarian crisis,” she writes.
Canadian military sources counter that

MWO Laurent Guyon chats with Lcol Jack Day at the
Mess Dinner on May 18
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The Feminist/Left and Afghanistan
J.L. Granatstein

No one doubts that the Taliban in Afghanistan
were and are Islamic fundamentalists. To the
mullahs who control the movement, the duty
of women is to serve their husbands and
fathers, to be covered at all times except in the
home, and not to hold a job outside the
family’s confines. Violators can be punished
severely, even killed. Similar draconian rules
apply to female children who are best left
uneducated. Their schools, their teachers, and
occasionally the girls themselves can be
destroyed or executed for violating such rules.
This is monstrous policy by any standard,
utter medieval lunacy in the guise of religious
faith. It offends Western values deeply, and it
has much to do with the reasons that the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization has troops
in Afghanistan fighting the Taliban and trying
to bolster the more moderate Karzai
government in Kabul.
But to judge by the silence of Canada’s left
and its feminists, there are worse sins
occurring out there than the repression of
Afghan women and children. What could be
worse? The whole War on Terror, the
American and NATO interventions in
Afghanistan, and Canadian complicity in
Washington’s many and varied sins. In other
words, the silence of the Canadian feminist
lambs suggests strongly that this is a classic
case where anti-Americanism and anti-Bush
sentiment, combined with anger at Stephen
Harper’s Conservative government and its
policies, easily outweigh the harm done to
Afghan females by a fundamentalist cabal.
Not that the feminists and the left have been
completely silent on Muslim outrages against
women. Consider the case of Darfur where
New Democrat leader Jack Layton, his female
colleagues in his caucus, and many Canadian
feminists have been demanding that Canada
act to stop the killings and rapes by Muslim
militias, aided by the Sudanese government.
The brutality in Darfur is horrid, no doubt of
this, and the world community has been slow
to act, not least because Khartoum has until
recently refused to permit the intervention of
United Nations forces within Sudan’s borders.

But why is a Darfur intervention a good and
necessary response while the war in
Afghanistan is not? There are a variety of
pathologies at work here. One is that Darfur is
now to be a UN peace enforcement mission,
and the United Nations and peacekeeping of
any variety are, by definition, good.
Afghanistan, by contrast, is seen on the left as
a U.S. war, aided and abetted by NATO. It
doesn’t appear to matter that after the
terrorist attacks of 9/11 the UN Security
Council passed resolutions authorizing
intervention in Afghanistan. For the feminists
and the left, if the Americans are involved, at
root it must be about oil, about President
Bush’s failed policies, or about American
obsession with the War on Terror.
Another factor is that in Darfur, the United
States, along with Canada and most Western
nations, was loathe to intervene. It was not so
much that the democracies condoned the
brutality of the militias; they didn’t. It was
that the Darfur deserts were inhospitable, to
say the least, that the logistics involved in
supporting Western forces there were a
nightmare, and that troops were in short
supply. Moreover, the presence of white,
largely Christian soldiers would not
necessarily have a calming effect when the
Muslim government in Khartoum was
pledging a jihad if infidels dared to intervene
in their affairs. In other words, until the
Sudanese
government
accepted
UN
intervention, any Western help in Darfur
could only be offered after an invasion. To the
West and its governments, it seemed better,
safer, and smarter to try to bolster the
Organization of African Unity’s small
peacekeeping forces in Darfur.
But to the feminists and the left, it was easy
to portray these sensible and practical
concerns as if Washington and its friends were
deliberately shirking their responsibilities to
the women of Darfur. American intervention
in Afghanistan was a bad thing by definition;
America’s refusal to intervene in Darfur was
an evil, a deliberate abandonment of Sudanese
(Continued on page 20)

PRINTEMPS / SPRING 2007

SHELDRAKE'S LOG

PAGE 11

The Canadian Forces Funding Crisis
J.L. Granatstein

This should be good times at National Defence
Headquarters in Ottawa. The Conservative
government has followed through on many of
its pledges for new equipment, and the
lengthy procurement process to acquire longrange air transports, new Hercules C-130J
medium-range transports, medium-lift
helicopters, and trucks is in train. The
announced cost for such programmes is some
$17 billion, a huge sum by any calculation,
and one that holds out the promise of
transforming the obsolescent, money-starved
Canadian Forces.
So why is no one cheering? There are three
major problems, all complicated to explain, but
all absolutely critical for the future survival of
Canada’s military.
The first is something called the accrual
system of accounting. In the past, Canadian
governments bought a truck for $25,000 and
charged that sum to a department’s budget.
The costs of gas, oil, and maintenance five,
ten, and twenty years down the road were
charged to future budgets. In accrual
accounting, perhaps more reasonably, the
costs of operating the truck twenty years into
the future are charged to today’s budget. That
$25,000 truck now becomes a $125,000 charge
on this year’s budget funding.
This matters. Consider the four C-17s the
Harper government has agreed to purchase. In
rough terms, each of the huge transport
aircraft costs $250 million. The accrual cost,
again in round numbers, is $4 billion. Many
observers and citizens remain unaware of the
change in accounting methodology, and
government rules (or practice) do not appear
to permit explanation. So a $1 billion dollar
purchase of necessary equipment appears to
much of the public as a $4 billion dollar
boondoggle. It’s not, but it’s a hard sell for all
of us whose eyes glaze over at the mention of
accountants’ rules. The answer, of course, is to
explain defence purchases (and purchases in
every other department of government as well)
by making clear that the total lifetime
package is included in the announced sum.

The second problem is that the $17 billion in
promised equipment purchases naturally
enough makes Canadians believe that the
money is flowing in a torrent to Canada’s
military. So it is, but only after a fashion.
Equipment purchases are never final until
they are contracted, built, and put into the
hands of soldiers, sailors, and airmen and
women. Governments can change and, with
them, priorities can alter. The Navy needed
helicopters to replace the aged SeaKings back
in the 1980s, and the contract for those
machines was carved in stone—until Jean
Chrétien came to power in 1993 and killed the
deal. In other words, it ain’t over until it’s
over; in Canada, that means until the military
actually begins operating the equipment. A
minority government situation does not
provide much certainty that today’s
equipment promises will fare any better than
the promised helicopters of 1993.
The third and final problem has to do with the
Afghan War and its impact on the budgets of
the Canadian Forces. No one can say with
confidence what extra costs the Kandahar
operation is imposing on the military, but they
are very substantial and certainly well above
a billion dollars a year. Most of this money
seems to be coming from the existing budgets
of the Department of National Defence, and
the difficulty is that the Army, Navy, and Air
Force are being forced to scramble to keep
themselves operating as funds (and personnel)
are pared away to support the mission. The
Navy made the front pages a few weeks ago
when it tied up ships in Halifax and
Esquimalt because it had run out of operating
funds in Fiscal Year 2006-2007 and would not
have any more until FY 2007-2008 began.
That was an unwise, partly political, ploy by
the Navy’s commanders, to be sure, but the
problem is all too real. The Operations and
Maintenance budgets of all three service
environments are stretched to the breaking
point now, and every discussion at NDHQ has
to do with what core capabilities can be
slashed today to keep the machine going
(Continued on page 20)
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Why No Outcry Against IEDs?
J. L. Granatstein

Improvised Explosive Devices have killed
hundreds of NATO soldiers—including many
Canadians—in Afghanistan. IEDs have also
been employed with devastating effect against
American and Coalition forces in Iraq. As
IEDs are, for all practical purposes, antipersonnel land mines, banned by most nations
since the Ottawa Convention of 1997, how is it
that there has been no outcry from the NonGovernmental
Organizations
that
spearheaded the 1997 Convention against
their recent use?
Landmines are a traditional military weapon
designed to deny the use of ground to the
enemy or to harass soldiers by forcing them to
engage in mine clearance exercises which are
by definition dangerous, slow, and labour
intensive. In Western armies, landmines
traditionally (and sometimes theoretically)
were carefully mapped and removed once the
battle had passed them by and their
usefulness had ended, but non-western armies
have not been so careful. In Afghanistan, for
example, after the decade-long war against the
Soviet Union, estimates are that from nine to
ten million mines remained in the ground,
almost all laid by Soviet forces and of Warsaw
Pact manufacture. Other more modern
varieties of anti-personnel mines include some
that are dispersed as bomblets that can
saturate an area and remain hazardous to
civilians (and children) for long periods. (Some
of these devices are designed to look like toys.)
The Israelis reportedly used anti-personnel
bomblets in their war with Hamas in South
Lebanon in the summer of 2006.
Improvised Explosive Devices can be
fashioned from virtually any explosive,
ranging from old (or new) anti-tank and antipersonnel mines to artillery shells. They are
ordinarily buried on or alongside a road or
path and they can be “victim-activated” by an
individual or a vehicle putting pressure on the
IED’s detonator. As a minimum, the resulting
explosion will blow off a foot or a leg. They can
also be “command-activated,” exploded by an
electric charge, a radio signal, or some other

means by a guerilla hidden nearby.
Frequently such command-activated IEDs are
supplemented by small arms fire and rocketpropelled grenades, taking advantage of the
shock effect of the explosion to increase
casualties among disoriented troops or those
trying to assist the wounded. IEDs can also be
coupled together, magnifying their killing
zone, or they can be stacked, again increasing
their explosive force.
But IEDs, particularly victim-activated
devices, can be exploded by anyone—a child, a
pregnant women, a donkey, or a soldier. They
do not discriminate, and many of the
estimated 26,000 civilians killed worldwide
each year by mine strikes are in fact killed by
IEDs.
So where are the Non-Governmental
Organizations now? It was the NGOs, notably
the International Campaign to Ban
Landmines, that mobilized public support for
the Ottawa Convention. It was politicians like
Canada’s foreign minister under Jean
Chrétien, Lloyd Axworthy, who used the
pressure created by a very large coalition of
NGOs to secure the ban on anti-personnel
mines. This was a major achievement, one
that has bound 155 nations not to employ,
stockpile, produce, or transfer landmines and,
indeed, to destroy their stockpiles. When
Pakistan suggested earlier this year that it
might mine its border with Afghanistan to
prevent (or slow) infiltration of Taliban
insurgents into Afghanistan, there were quick
protests from NGOs and from nations like
Canada. That these border measures could
have taken some pressure off Canadian troops
in Kandahar did not appear to matter—to the
Department of Foreign Affairs mines are
worse than dead Canadians, or so it seemed.
No one, however, is speaking out against the
use of IEDs by terrorists in Afghanistan or
Iraq.
That’s not wholly correct. In 1999, a coalition
of NGOs did call for Non-State Actors—
(Continued on page 19)
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The RCA Heritage Campaign
On February 2, following our Friday luncheon, LGen (ret) Mike Jeffery, Chairman of the RCA
Heritage Campaign, accompanied by Col (ret) Doug Briscoe, gave a presentation of the RCA
Heritage Campaign.
The purpose of The RCA Heritage Campaign
is to provide the resources to support The RCA
Heritage Plan. Our mission is to interpret,
preserve, communicate and promote 'The
Story' of the Gunners of Canada as a vital
component of the shared history of all
Canadians. The RCA Heritage Objectives are:
Objective I – Interpret 'The Story'. As the
authoritative voice of artillery heritage, The
RCA will, in collaboration with other
institutions, interpret and manage its living
history.
Objective 2 – Preserve 'The Story'. The
RCA will preserve artillery heritage through
the maintenance of The RCA Museum, as a
centre of excellence, and a confederation of
artillery museums - all of which are viable,
relevant and accessible.
Objective 3 - Tell 'The Story'. As a
national institution, which is a metaphor for
Canada, the RCA will communicate and
present 'The Story' to honour past sacrifices
and promote unity, security and a sense of
service.
Objective 4 – Promote 'The Story'. The
RCA will participate in society, in a way
meaningful to Canadians, to promote
interest in and support for The Regiment.
Tax receipts will be issued automatically on all
amounts of $20.00 or more.

La Campagne du patrimoine de I'ARC vise à
recueillir les ressources nécessaires pour
appuyer la réalisation du Plan du patrimoine
de I'ARC. Notre mandat est de présenter, de
préserver, de communiquer et de promouvoir
l'histoire des artilleurs du Canada comme
élément vital de l'histoire de 1'ensemble de la
population canadienne. Les objectifs de la
Campagne du patrimoine de I'ARC sont:
Objectif 1 - Présenter l'histoire de
l'Artillerie. Comme experte reconnue du
patrimoine de l'Artillerie, I'ARC, en
collaboration avec d'autres établissements,
relatera son histoire et assurera la gestion
de ce patrimoine.
Objectif 2 - Préserver l'histoire de
l'Artillerie. L’ARC préservera le patrimoine
de l'Artillerie par le maintien du Musée de
l'ARC comme centre d'excellence et par le
maintien d'un regroupement de musées de
l'artillerie à la fois viables, pertinents et
accessibles.
Objectif 3 - Raconter l'histoire de
l'Artillerie. Comme institution nationale à
l'image du Canada, l'ARC fera connaître et
présentera l'histoire de l'artillerie pour
commémorer les sacrifices passés et
promouvoir l'unité, la sécurité et le sens du
devoir.
Objectif 4 - Promouvoir l'histoire de
l'Artillerie. L’ARC contribuera à la société
et à 1'enrichissement des Canadiens en
faisant la promotion du Régiment.
Des reçus d’impôts seront envoyés pour tous
dons de 20.00 $ et plus.

For further information/Pour plus de
renseignements
Contact/Communiquer avec

Dans l’ordre habituel : Bill Cloutier, Charles de
Kovachich, Mike Jeffery, Don Dussault, Pierre
Fecteau, Doug Briscoe et Gilbert Saint-Louis

Maj Charles de Kovachich
31 Pasquini
Kirkland, QC
H9H 5K3
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GEORGE BLACKBURN, SOLDIER AND AUTHOR
1917-2006
His trilogy about the dangerous life of an
artillery observation officer during wartime
later helped sons to know their fathers.

BUZZ BOURDON
Special to the Globe and Mail
OTTAWA -- George Blackburn found out the
hard way about the terrible cost of total war.
Fighting during the Second World War as an
officer in the Royal Regiment of Canadian
Artillery, Mr. Blackburn spent almost 10
months in action, most of it in the dangerous
job of forward observation officer.
Landing in France on July 7, 1944, he quickly
honed his trade as his unit -- 4th Field
Regiment, Royal Canadian Artillery -supported the infantry in dozens of actions
and fought his way through France, Belgium,
the Netherlands and into Germany.
Mr. Blackburn and his fellow FOOs worked
mostly from barns and farmhouses -anywhere they could get a clear view of the
front line, often within sight of the Germans -directing artillery fire onto enemy positions.
After observing where the shots landed, the
FOOs then radioed in corrections to their
gunners.
He never forgot that his complex fire-control
calculations, usually transmitted in great
haste during the heat of battle, had to be
completely accurate or else his rounds could
strike friendly troops. Fifty years later, Mr.
Blackburn
described
that
crushing
responsibility in his bestselling autobiography,
The Guns of Victory.
"Panic threatens to blind you as you glance
from map to [target] and back again, trying to
establish a map reference. You must be right - you may only get one chance! But speed is
paramount! You scribble down a six-figure coordinate [and] yell the figures: Mike target;
Mike target; Mike target! Scale five . . . fire!"
The job was so hazardous that many FOOs
were wounded or killed, since the Germans
were always hunting them. To stay alive, Mr.
Blackburn had to remain unseen. The tiniest

movement could give him away and attract
sniper, mortar or artillery fire. For all that, he
did it day after day, month after month, as the
1st Canadian Army fought its way across
northwestern Europe. Leading a charmed life,
he escaped certain death on a number of
occasions. Once, a German 88-millimetre shell
landed at his feet and failed to explode.
Mel Squissato of Ancaster, Ont., joined Mr.
Blackburn's four-man crew as a signaller in
mid-January of 1945. For the next three
months, their instructions to the big guns
rained thousands of 25-pound shells on the
Germans. "We had quite a few adventures,
some very rough times. The bond between us
was stronger than between brothers. You felt
that he cared [about us]. It was a complete
team effort."
Most of the time, Mr. Blackburn never got a
close view of the effect his fire orders had on
the Germans. To him, they were "little distant
figures running for cover." Once, though, he
did and he never forgot it.
"Staring down at the young German, you feel
confused as you fight a flood of compassion
that threatens to overwhelm you. You tell
yourself that had he got the chance to use the
[weapon] lying beside him, you might now be
lying dead instead of him. But logic doesn't
work, and you know you'll never be quite the
same again."
One day in March of 1945, the crew was
bombarded by "hundreds of mortar bombs"
near Cleves in Germany. "It lasted a good 90
minutes. George got into a slit trench and the
walls fell in. [We] decided to make a run for it,
up to our ankles in mud. I carried the No. 19
radio and we charged up the hill. It was a wild
day!"
For his gallantry in helping to save an
important bridgehead at the Twente Canal
from a German counterattack in the
Netherlands, Mr. Blackburn was awarded the
Military Cross. He didn't mention the incident
in his book.
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George Gideon Blackburn was born in a
farmhouse near Wales, Ont., which later
disappeared during the construction of the St.
Lawrence Seaway. He joined the army in 1941
after originally being rejected by the Royal
Canadian Navy for poor eyesight. Family
legend says he memorized the eye chart and
passed. "He made an incredible effort to [join].
He knew there was a job to be done," said his
son, Ron Blackburn.
After the war, Mr. Blackburn carved out a
successful career in many areas. Besides
working for the federal department of labour -where he rose to be director of information -he was also an award-winning songwriter,
composer and radio producer. He also won
awards with his documentary scripts and as a
playwright.
Mr. Blackburn found fame in 1995 when the
first volume of his war trilogy, written in the
second person, was published. The Guns of
Normandy sold out its initial printing of 5,000
copies and was soon followed by The Guns of
Victory and Where the Hell are the Guns?
The trilogy struck a chord with the reading
public, hundreds of whom contacted the
author. Ken Naftel of Ottawa was one of them.
"Many of us never knew our fathers. They
came back from the war, but wouldn't talk
about it, were distant and often alcoholic. I
read [the] books and said, 'now I know my
father.' I called [him] to thank him. He
insisted on meeting. Many of us, who saw our
fathers' names in his books, came to know our
fathers."
Cliff Chadderton, who went ashore at
Normandy on June, 6, 1944, with the Royal
Winnipeg Rifles, recalled meeting Mr.
Blackburn decades ago in Ottawa. "They gave
me an office and I sat there for two days.
George came in and we went for a coffee. That
went on and we went over to Hull, [where] I
lost a crutch. He took me home and Grace
received us graciously. We said we'd eaten.
She said, 'you have, have you? I'd put a
chicken on.' She went to the oven, took it out
and decorated George's head with it. What a
friend he was. If you knew him at all you knew
him as one of God's gentlemen."
In 2001, Mr. Blackburn was offered an
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appointment to the Order of Canada.
Declaring he was "astonished," he instead put
forward someone else's name. Eventually he
accepted himself, and in 2004 France awarded
him with the Legion of Honour.
On Oct. 20, 2006, Mr. Blackburn visited his
beloved Royal Regiment of Canadian Artillery
one last time. At a ceremony held at the
regimental museum at CFB Shilo, Man., Mr.
Blackburn viewed a refurbished wartime scout
car emblazoned with his personal tactical
signs, and wiped away a few tears.
Retired major Bill Lewis of Ottawa was there.
"We told him he couldn't take it with him, but
we presented him with a bottle of Calvados,
the drink of Normandy. He was then helped
into the scout car and driven to the officers'
mess in style. It will be on display with a sign
saying it is dedicated to Capt. Blackburn for
his many important contributions to the Royal
Regiment of Canadian Artillery."
George Gideon Blackburn was born on Feb. 3,
1917, in Wales, Ont. He died of complications
from cancer on Nov. 15, 2006, in Ottawa. He
was 89. He leaves his daughter Andrea, sons
Ron and Mark, five grandchildren and five
great-grandchildren. He was predeceased by
Grace, his wife of 60 years.

Le maj Charles de Kovachich fait appel aux
membres de l’Association d’être généreux lors de la
Campagne du patrimoine de l’ARC. Dans l’ordre
habituel: Paul Bégin; Pierre Marceau; Arthur
Vandal; René Potier et Don Dussault
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Stephen Harper is a toy soldier
George Bush Sr. once muttered ruefully about
“the vision thing”. He was annoyed because
his critics complained that he didn’t have a
grand sense of what was coming over the
horizon, and what America should do to
prepare for it.

military must be a better way to go. It is, if
you get lucky and don't need to defend
yourself. It is, if you're selfish and don’t care to
recognize that creating a more just and stable
world can't be accomplished with kind
thoughts alone.

Why they singled out poor George is beyond
me. It's difficult to find any politician with
vision these days. The problem with vision is
that it's so darned long-term - no quick payoff.
Governments have become like many large
companies that have quit investing in their
future because the CEO's survival depends on
keeping the stock price rising. Today's
investors are looking for quick rewards.

The current federal government is taking a sly
approach to military spending. It has
announced just enough equipment purchases
over the past year to create the illusion that it
is determined to resuscitate Canada's military
capacity, without committing nearly enough
money to make that promise come true.

So, of course, are most politicians. Their
rewards are called votes. The politicians know
they're unlikely to be around a decade or two
down the road, so they put the public's money
into programs and projects that will please
voters at the next election. Let the future be
damned - lay on the bread and circuses.
That is undoubtedly why the current federal
government was so clearly uninterested in
environmental issues until a few months ago.
Then the public surprised its leaders by
demanding something unusual: vision. After
years of apathy, people finally wakened to the
fact that we humans are ruining the planet.
Having passed an environmental private
member's bill through Parliament a few years
ago, I'm delighted with this belated
environmental awakening.
In recent years, I have attempted to sound
another wakeup call, with only a modicum of
success. I and my colleagues who sit on the
Senate Committee on National Security and
Defence have been trying to get Canadians to
recognize that it is extremely difficult for a
country without a capable military capacity to
insure itself against physical disaster while
playing a constructive role in the world.
That isn't a very catchy message for many
Canadians. They have seen their neighbours
to the south getting involved in some
extremely questionable military adventures,
so there is a sense that de-emphasizing the

In one breathtaking week last summer, the
government designated money for trucks,
helicopters,
transport
planes
and
replenishment ships. A few weeks ago, it
purchased tanks for Afghanistan.
These all constitute reasonable purchases, and
- for those not paying attention - they help
create an image of a no-nonsense government
that believes that military strength is
essential to sovereignty. Not like those creepy
Liberals, who let Canada's defences run down
in their drive to shrivel the national debt.
Well, at least those Liberal governments were
honest - they simply didn't attach that big a
priority to the military. This government, on
the other hand, is hypocritical. It pretends to
be strengthening our defences, but what it is
really doing is buying just enough equipment
to fill the most alarming holes and to get
Canada through its commitment in
Afghanistan.
Meanwhile, that Defence Capabilities Plan
that this government insisted the Department
of Defence come up with to outline Canada's
military needs for the next quarter-century
seems to have gone into hiding. It was
supposed to be forthcoming last spring, then
last fall, but if it exists, it's being hidden away
somewhere.
Why? Because if an honest plan were brought
forward, it would demonstrate clearly that the
government is going to have to spend many
(Continued on page 19)
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(Continued from page 18)

billions more on defence than its plans call for
now. Otherwise the Canadian Forces are going
to deteriorate once again. There will be huge
holes in the navy, the air force, and in the army
as well.
The government doesn't want Canadians to
know that those holes will be there if it doesn't
cough up a lot more money And it doesn’t want
to agree to cough up the money - at least not
unless it has a majority government, which
might not be in the cards for many years to
come, if ever. Agreeing to spend the money
would be the visionary thing to do, but the
government already bought that constituency's
votes last summer, so best not overdo it and
alienate the pacifists.
It's quite an act - the prime minister angrily
denounces anyone he deems to be undermining
the efforts of our troops in Afghanistan, while
he quietly picks the pockets of Canada's future
military to pay for the Afghanistan mission.
Yes, he should be pumping money into that
mission - he has committed to it. But he should
not use his mounting expenses there to leave
tomorrow's Canadians without the armed forces
they will need.
Canada will not be able to play a responsible
role in defending itself or advancing our
interests around the world without a
reasonably muscular military. That's not me, a
senator, playing soldier. That's surviving in a
world in which some countries and some
movements won't listen to reason.
Even today, Canadians are already missing
something big militarily. It's called vision.
Colin Kenny, a Liberal senator, is chairman of the
Senate Committee on National Security and Defence.
kennyco@sen.parl.gc.ca
This commentary was published in The Montreal
Gazette.
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Why No Outcry Against IEDs?
(Continued from page 12)

insurgent groups such as today’s Taliban or
Sri Lanka’s Tamil Tigers—to stop using
landmines. There was scant response for
obvious reasons, not least that rebel or
guerilla organizations are both hard to
contact, not easy to control, and very difficult
to regulate. They will ordinarily use what they
have at hand against their enemies, and most
guerilla organizations have easy access to
mines, explosives, and can readily build IEDs.
But it is worth noting that in 1998 the
Taliban, then in power in Afghanistan,
denounced the use of anti-personnel
landmines and in fact pronounced their use to
be against the precepts of Islam. There is a
very large opening there should NGOs choose
to use it against IEDs.
And they should do so. IEDs are so similar to
land mines in their use and effects that only
those who split hairs can argue they ought not
to be banned. The Taliban insurgents who
have wreaked havoc in Kandahar province
might not be embarrassed into stopping their
use of IEDs if the NGOs took the field against
them, but at least the NGOs could claim that
they were being consistent. The widespread
sense that anti-American or anti-capitalist
sentiments, rather than humanitarian
motives, drive them today might be dispelled.
That would be useful. And if, by chance, the
Taliban felt obliged to follow their 1998
statements that land mine use was against
Islam, the effects might be profound in
Afghanistan. Will the NGOs at last speak out
against IEDs?
(J.L. Granatstein writes on behalf of the Council for
Canadian Security in the 21st Century.)

Le 5e Régiment d'artillerie légère du Canada
« Le 5e RALC était approuvé comme unité de la force régulière le 6 mai 1968….……….. Les
batteries X et Q s’organisèrent tranquillement à partir du personnel émanant principalement du
3 RCHA et du 4 RCHA.» http://www.5ralc.com
Dans le prochain numéro de Sheldrake, nous espérons publier plus d’informations sur l’histoire
de ce régiment.

PAGE 20

SHELDRAKE'S LOG

PRINTEMPS / SPRING 2007

The Canadian Forces Funding Crisis
L'Association de l'Artillerie de
Montréal
Artillery Association of Montreal
C.P. 40557, 2963 boul. Saint-Charles
Kirkland, Qc
H9H 5G8
Président
Vice-Président
Vice-President
Secrétaire
Treasurer
Directeur
Directeur
Director
Directeur
Director
Director
Director
Director

Maj. D. Dussault
LCol Y. E. Bégin
Bdrc G.D.F. Davis
LCol B. Lefebvre
Col W.L.M. Cloutier
Col J.R.G. Saint-Louis
LCol P.B. Fecteau
Col. J.L. Dodd
Adjuc G. Aubé
LCol S.J. Goldberg
Maj. C. de Kovachich
LCol J.F. Stirling
Col T.K. Stafford

The Feminist/Left and Afghanistan
(Continued from page 10)

women and children to the brutal militias who
were raping and killing wantonly. The United
States, in other words, was damned if it did
and condemned if it didn’t act.

(Continued from page 11)

tomorrow.
There is a terrible irony here. Canada is
fighting a war in Kandahar and its soldiers
are performing superbly. New equipment is
being ordered and the future of the Canadian
Forces looks brighter today than at any time
for the last forty years. But at the same time,
funds are so scarce that the military can
scarcely operate its ships, aircraft, and trucks
and is being forced to consider slashing key
functions to stay alive. The CF’s funding
simply does not allow it to do everything it
must—the present cannot be sacrificed if the
future is to be achieved.
There is only one answer: the Harper
government must supplement the Canadian
Forces’ Operations and Maintenance funding
now. An emergency appropriation of $1 billion
dollars will keep the military running at home
and keep the soldiers in Kandahar supplied
with what they need. Anything less and the
government risks destroying the kudos it has
deservedly won for its efforts to rebuild the
Canadian Forces. The military might not
survive either.
(Historian J.L. Granatstein writes on behalf of the
Council for Canadian Security in the 21st Century )

Those who believe that the rights of women
and children in Afghanistan matter enough to
deserve protection need to play on this
ideological confusion on the left. Jack Layton
and his feminist friends want Canada’s troops
out of Afghanistan and into Darfur. But how
abandoning the women of Kandahar province
to the not-so-tender mercies of the mullahs
will help bring peace and justice there is very
hard to comprehend. Yes, the West should
help in Darfur; of course, it should. But unless
and until someone can produce a compelling
case that the women and children of
Afghanistan are any less worth saving from
barbarism than the females in Darfur, there is
a huge logical and moral blindspot in the
feminists’ and the left’s position.
(Historian J.L. Granatstein writes on behalf of the
Council for Canadian Security in t he 21st Century.)

André Lecavalier, Édith Gagnon et Gilbert SaintLouis à la Journée des artilleurs au Musée du fort

