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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

RE: ‘New bunker-busting bylaw would strip new-look Lot-
tridge Street digs of ‘excessive’ fortifications’ (May 19)

I was deeply disturbed to read of the efforts of certain peo-
ple in our community to fashion a bylaw banning “exces-
sive” fortifications and security measures, in the name
(guise) of public safety.

As a taxpaying homeowner in Hamilton, I feel that it is
my right — in fact, my duty — to protect my family, my
property and my possessions in whatever non-aggressive
manner I choose.

Certainly, it is not (and I think most would agree) ac-
ceptable for me to install “booby traps and landmines” as
are mentioned in this article. But to take responsible pas-

sive measures ( such as strong manual or electronic locks,
secondary walls of steel or concrete, night-vision systems
and laser-controlled motion detectors ) to ensure around-
the-clock security is hardly a public safety issue. 

I believe there are already provisions in place for build-
ing inspectors to inspect private properties. 

With all due respect, as to this bylaw proposition not
being a tool for the police, why is there the need for the
deputy chief to be “herding this issue through the civic
labyrinth?”

Shame on the City of Hamilton if it employs these tac-
tics in the form of bylaws on its citizens, including the
Hell’s Angels.

—Norman P. Ward ,  Jerseyville

FOI revelations
should jolt us

Consider this. The public purse pays the salaries of public officials. 
After cashing their paycheques, those public officials head in to

work, where some of them break the law by deliberately withholding
public information from, yes, the public. The same public that pays those
officials to act on the public’s behalf. 

For some among us who didn’t just fall off a turnip truck, it’s not really
surprising that freedom of information laws probably became subject to
abuse about an hour after they were passed. 

But for those who still need convincing that some public servants spend
their time — and our money — denying us access to records that the law
says should be open, today’s revelations in a national freedom of infor-
mation (FOI) audit should feel like a bucket of cold water in the face.

The audit was a controlled, coast-to-coast exercise meant to gauge
how bureaucrats in various provinces obey legislation whose main 
purpose is to make democratic governments and their agencies account-
able to the public.

Though the project was carried out by journalists, it was designed to 
indicate what types of information are withheld from ordinary Canadi-
ans, not nosy reporters. So, rather than ask for cabinet expense accounts,
the requesters presented themselves at city halls, police stations or
school board offices and asked for drinking water test results, school class
sizes or how many sick days a police department racked up.

Preserving “public” anonymity meant reporters had to avoid being 
recognized by officials who know them, so questioners went to institu-
tions where they do not normally ply their trade. And while it was made
clear that no participant should ever deny they were a journalist, neither
did they willingly identify themselves. Again, the purpose was to try to  
establish how bureaucrats treat requests from the general public. 

Hamilton officials eventually produced everything requested, but in
some cases only after a formal FOI request was filled out. 

Nationally, the picture should be infuriating to Canadians. Two out of
every three in-person requests were refused. Outrageous discrepancies
over what qualifies as secret should alone be cause for serious investiga-
tion. A New Brunswick police official was nothing if not candid in refus-
ing to release information because “it isn’t going to make us look very
good.” In Prince Edward Island, officials put up a shameful wall of denial. 

And while Toronto’s restaurant inspection records can be seen for free
on a website, Ottawa city officials said it would cost $1,000 to produce
the information. The list goes on and on.

Why go to all this work to capture this national snapshot? Not to play
“gotcha,” but to credibly illustrate how officials hide information that is
supposed to be public. 

And to shake some complacency off of the Canadian public.
The sponsorship program caused one of the biggest political crises in

Canadian history. It has revealed terrifying abuses of government secre-
cy and officials weaseling out of accountability for their actions. Getting
to the bottom of it was complicated by fierce official attempts to block ac-
cess to information, and by deliberate efforts to not leave a paper trail. 

Who can change this? Our elected officials. They have the ability to put
teeth into information legislation. But they won’t do anything as long as
Canadians remain indifferent. Politicians pay lip service to the notion of
accountability, but they know they can safely ignore serious attention to
the issue because, at the end of the day, there are no votes in it. 

The responsibility for change lies with the public, and we all must re-
member that when we are asked for our vote. As for right now, raise your
awareness by reading today’s front-page coverage of the FOI audit.

Kevin Cavanagh

Dr. green genes
Some academics like to lock themselves in ivory towers, avoiding the

real world where they might get their hands dirty.
But not McMaster University chemist Brian McCarry. Oh, he can talk

and walk the professor’s game. He can fill blackboards with chemical
equations and he’s one of Canada’s foremost researchers in identifying
pollutants that cause genetic damage and mutations.

What he is not, though, is aloof, or separated from real-life concerns.
When his expertise in environmental health is needed by the local com-
munity, he drops everything, gathers his gear and comes out. 

He measured air pollutants to help determine health risks in the 1990
Hagersville tire fire and the 1997 Plastimet fire, even when it meant re-
turning home late at night looking like a chimney sweep from the black
smoke. He’s taken part in the Randle Reef sediment remediation project,
the Bay Area Restoration Council, the Hamilton Air Quality Initiative and
served as chair of Clean Air Hamilton. 

On Wednesday he will receive the prestigious Dr. Victor Cecilioni
Award for the Environmentalist of the Year for 2004. The award is being
given to recognize McCarry’s “academic and personal efforts to solve en-
vironmental problems in our community and improve the environmen-
tal quality of life in Hamilton.”

Hamilton is fortunate to have expertise in a wide range of areas within
the walls of McMaster. And those talents become especially appreciated
when they are applied to local problems. It helps in research and it assists
the community. Thankfully,  numerous McMaster professors are known
for their local efforts.

Among them, McCarry  is particularly notable for finding a balance be-
tween research, teaching and administrative responsibilities and com-
mitting himself to the community. He is a worthy environmentalist of the
year and an example for all academics.

Mark McNeil

Bust this bunker-busting bid

Nursing home blunders

Hamilton celebrated the opening of the
newly renovated Art Gallery of Hamil-
ton with all the glitz and glamour of a
Hollywood première. 

Stars of Hollywood, formerly of
Hamilton, arrived in limousines to
walk the red carpet into the gala. 

Political stars, financial stars and

even sports stars walked the red carpet
and signed autographs, too.

It seems that a good time was had by
all and there were lots of photos taken
of all the special people who were cel-
ebrating this great accomplishment.

We should feel very proud. 
I read and reread the articles in the

last few days and I couldn’t help but be
excited. 

I had one other thought about it,
though. 

Among all the different stars who at-
tended, where were the city’s star
artists?

—Carol Duckworth,  Hamilton 

RE: ‘Nursing error cited in senior’s
death; ‘It was a preventable death”
(May 26)

Again we read about the “preventable
death” of another senior due to insti-
tutional systemic issues.

To suggest that the Ministry of
Health can “ensure” that provincial
standards are followed — when there’s
death after preventable death of resi-
dents in nursing homes, due to med-
ication errors, malnutrition, dehydra-
tion, enormous gaping pressure sores
and various other neglectful practices
—  is quite simply impossible for any
logical and reasonable thinking person
to believe.

The rampant warehousing of our
vulnerable citizens will continually
compromise their safety and well be-
ing.

Like so many other families, Zena
Spina’s family was left with no alter-
native but to institutionalize their
mother because there are no other
choices. Seniors and their families
should be demanding to know why this
province isn’t providing alternatives to
nursing homes.

Such alternatives as community-
based non-profit accommodations,
self-directed individualized funding
and appropriately funded non-profit
home-care services would enable
those who choose to remain in their
own homes to do so.

—Ellen Watson, Aurora

RE: ‘Chedoke reversal saddens families’
(May 26)

We felt compelled to write this letter
for those who are sad and fearful about
their pending move from Chedoke. 

For us, long-term care is truly a com-
munity of adults, brought together by a
need for specialized and professional
supports and services in living. 

Like every other neighbourhood,
community, school or family, those
living and working in long-term care
deal with regular day-to-day issues
such as finding who has the remote for
the TV, or individual room décor. 

But, we do not compromise on care
and services. 

From a resident’s perspective and as
an individual living with MS, my long-
term care home provides accessible
space for my power chair, accessible
lifts and tubs, access to a computer in
my room and physiotherapy expertise.

It also provides high-quality health
and medical care, matched with knowl-

edgeable and compassionate staff who
have become my extended family. 

On the other side, from the perspec-
tive of a CEO, I work closely with any-
one considering a move to long-term
care and also with the CCAC to find an
appropriate match for each individual.

More than 3,000 people call long-
term care “home” in Hamilton and —
unlike some suggestions that have
been made – we are making it possible
for these 3,000 individuals to live,
laugh and enjoy what life has to offer
despite the challenges they face. 

Long-term care has the resources
and the people to help and comfort
residents and our families. 

We are a community and a family in
every sense of the word.

And we most certainly welcome with
open arms others who need long-term
care.   

—Joan Henshaw, resident, 
Shalom Village;

Pat Morden, 
CEO, Shalom Village

Meeting the challenges of long-term care

Want more tourists? Show them where things are

City’s artists eclipsed by the galaxy of ‘stars’ 
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It is certainly great to see all this devel-
opment at the harbour. But if a tourist
has only heard of this and they do not
know Hamilton very well, how do they
get here?

I have never seen any directions at
any of the entrances to the city indicat-
ing where Pier 4 or Bayfront Park are. 

There are no information kiosks at
any entrance to the city that I know of. 

The City of Hamilton wants more
tourists to visit our waterfront.

So, I believe the first thing it should
do is to put more effort into guiding
tourists who drive into the city.

—Barry Kennington, Hamilton

Stelco union should smell troubled times ahead
With such opposed positions, any me-
diation process is best conducted in a
burning building where agreement is
the only way out. The Stelco union’s
recent charges of “fraud” and “farce”
are the strongest terms used yet in this

sad saga, but will be of little concern
when all are running for their lives. The
recent softening of spot market prices
should give the duelling parties a smell
of smoke.

—Bob Ranalli, Hamilton
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