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RE: Editorial cartoon (Oct. 20)

Once again Graeme MacKay, your ed-
itorial cartoonist, has created another
in a long line of small-minded, sim-
plistic, reactionary cartoons.

In the Oct. 20 cartoon, he makes fun
of Amnesty International, one of the
best organizations humanity has cre-
ated, for insisting that Saddam Hus-
sein be considered innocent until
proven guilty, one of the fundamental
pillars of democratic justice.

Is MacKay implying that only some
people should receive a fair trial? Isn’t
that exactly the type of horrendous
thinking that happens in freedom-
starved regimes such as Hussein’s?

Didn’t anyone at The Spectator see
the irony? Could the paper please save
itself any future embarrassment and
find a new editorial cartoonist; one
who can think beyond a knee-jerk?

— Tim Butler, Hamilton

RE: ‘Dropout dilemma’ (editorial, Oct. 19)

As a Grade 12 student working my way through the altered
curriculum, I have to partly agree with the editorial
regarding Dalton McGuinty’s plan to deal with the
dropout rate. 

The editorial states it is not a lack of co-op opportuni-
ties that led to this 30 per cent dropout rate, but rather
that academic standards are too high.

As I have progressed through the new curriculum,
friends who graduated before the changes are often
shocked at the workload and expectations I describe to
them. It really is too much. 

There is constant pressure put on us to decide what
courses to take. There are impossibly high standards to
meet and crudely designed course corrections for the new
curriculum which often lead to confusion.

However, the changes not only affect the higher grades.
Students are now being told prior to Grade 6 that they
need to know what they want to do with their lives.
Would most adults have known what career they were
suited for at age ten or 11? I seriously doubt it.

The new curriculum is doing more harm than good at all
levels of our education. It has only increased feelings of
negativity towards entering and progressing through
high school.

I think long-term changes need to be made soon in 
order to lower the dropout rate before all students start
giving up on the system. I know a lot of us consider that on
a regular basis most of us are good students who are sim-
ply overly stressed. The five-year system was a better, less
stressful system for Ontario students. Do us all a favour
and bring it back.

— Erin Lane, Hamilton

I went to the most wonder-
ful, inspiring event the
other night at Hamilton
Place Studio Theatre.

It was sponsored by a
number of businesses to
help raise funds for “Come
Walk a Mile” Addiction
Services and the Peter
Wenk Transportation fund
entitled: “In Our Own
Backyard.” 

This montage of video,
poetry reading and music
gave insight into the lives of
drug addicts and sex trade
workers — from their
viewpoint.

Following the journey of addictions
and hearing first-hand of the pain and
anguish it causes was a poignant, 
gritty education. 

But the most incredible thing was
that much of the poetry and the orga-
nization of the event was done by a
woman who used to be a sex trade
worker and drug addict herself — Deb
Nanson.

The courage of this individual to tell
her story was truly profound. I have
never seen such an amazing person

who has overcome the dif-
ficulties and feelings of
hopelessness to progress
to  triumph — along with a
will to help others do the
same.

She is truly a shining
star.

I wish more people had
been there to be educated. 

The fact that Mayor
Di Ianni and his wife,
Janet, participated in the
poetry readings and Ward
3 Councillor Bernie Morel-
li was there lending his
support to this often-
shunned subject shows

that they, as politicians and citizens of
this city, are not turning away.

Rather, these officials are trying to
understand the plight of the addict. We
must learn from their lead.

We are all on this Earth to help each
other. 

And after seeing the spark and the
potential of a person such as Deb Nan-
son, who has become a true hero, I 
believe that if we miss this opportuni-
ty, our whole community loses.

— Marsha Duncan, Ancaster

RE: ‘Ticket revenue off target: Bad dri-
vers get a break as city anticipates
$600,000 shortfall’ (Oct. 21)

Like most residents of Ontario, I have
always assumed that ticketing for
traffic and bylaw offences was not rev-
enue-neutral and that various levels of
government must benefit from this
process.

However, if I read your story cor-
rectly, it would appear that what I had
not assumed was that, in fact, the ob-
ject of this enterprise is to create rev-
enue for government and that some-
how Police Chief Brian Mullan (by 
being compared to former Chief Ken
Robertson) is made to look as though
he lacks diligence because under his
leadership his officers have not handed
out as many tickets.

Could it be as Mullan suggests, God
forbid, that citizens of Hamilton are
truly being more responsible and
cautious? 

What is to become of this? Will it
result in the end of government fiscal
viability as we know it?

It is bad enough that I am made to
feel guilty for not enriching govern-
ment coffers by purchasing lottery
tickets. Now I am faced with all the
guilt I must  feel for not violating more
of Ontario’s highway traffic laws, not
to speak of the various civic bylaws.

But then, as I write, I look at my new
property tax assessment notice that
sits before me indicating a 20 per cent
increase in my assessment over last
year and, I think to myself, I guess I’m
really doing my share after all.

— David McInnis, Ancaster

RE: ‘Open letter from the bishop of
Hamilton, Most Rev. Anthony Tonnos
(Oct. 14)

The saddest thing about Bill C-407 on
euthanasia is that what would have
been unthinkable even to academical-
ly discuss just a few decades ago is now
being seriously considered by the fed-
eral Parliament.

This blessed country may once again
become one of the world’s first to “lead
the way.” Why such a rush, Canada?
After legalizing unisex marriage, there
should be no surprise. We sensed that

was only a beginning. What follows
next, eugenics?

Eugenics is selective manipulation of
human heredity due to pre-set criteria
and is frequently practised already.
Due to mass prenatal screening, there
are fewer children with Down syn-
drome and, in certain regions. fewer
girls than boys are being born.

I remember the time after the Second
World War when, during the Nurem-
berg process, Nazi leaders were prose-
cuted and rightly punished for advo-
cating and practising both eugenics
and euthanasia. The group-shower-

looking gas chambers were considered
by Nazi henchmen a humane facility.

If the proposed euthanasia bill pass-
es, one can quickly figure how our in-
stitutions for the physically and/or
mentally handicapped might become
underpopulated over a short period of
a few years or a decade. 

Is there anyone else disturbed about
these creeping issues beside the brave
bishop? Don’t let the proponents of Bill
C-407 win this time. You may be its
target and a victim before too long
yourself.

— Josef Svoboda, Burlington

“It’s something that’s not typical to Hamilton and we’re hoping it’s not 
a sign of the times.”

— Inspector Warren Korol commenting on the city’s 
recent shootings.

New funding from the federal and provincial governments is a huge
boost to the city’s efforts to have Hamilton harbour delisted as a

Great Lakes pollution hotspot within 10 years.
For many Hamiltonians who remember the harbour at its worst — less

than two decades ago — it looks as if what was once thought impossible
might actually come to pass.

A clean harbour would be a huge selling point in the effort to attract the
best and brightest minds to our city. A clean harbour will go a long way to
rehabilitating Hamilton’s image as a dirty, polluted city. A clean harbour
would help ensure our future as a viable community.

The federal government’s pledge of up to $35 million is accompanied by
up to $15 million from the province and $25 million from the city. This is
a wonderful example of what can be done through collaborative efforts
involving all levels of government. And it’s a clear indication that there
has been an easing in the relationship between the federal government
and the city on harbour issues, a relationship that has, in the past, been
periodically acrimonious.

This influx of funding will target three areas crucial to the harbour’s 
rehabilitation — improvements to wastewater treatment, reductions in
the sewer overflows into the harbour during heavy rains and the natural-
ization of the Windermere Basin.

The city estimates that it will cost about $600 million to complete the
harbour clean up. In the financial scheme of things, yesterday’s funding
announcement is a small step to a much bigger goal. It is nonetheless a 
vital step and one that bodes well for future collaborations between the
federal, provincial and municipal governments. And that certainly bodes
well for the future of our harbour and our city.

Lee Prokaska

The visit of U.S. foreign secretary Condoleeza Rice to Canada is hope
fully a sign of better times for two governments who have been

through a few years of uncharacteristically tense relations. 
But when her discussions with Prime Minister Paul Martin bump into

the topic of firearms, it will reveal yet another sharp political difference 
between neighbours whose populations otherwise have so much in 
common. 

With the Liberals hustling to finish an election platform that will 
include a crackdown on gun crime, Ottawa apparently plans to turn up
the heat by suing American gun manufacturers for the illegal weapons
that flood into this country from the U.S., and which turn up in about half
of Canada’s gun crimes.

Timing is everything, and Rice’s arrival in Ottawa comes less than a
week after the U.S. Congress overwhelmingly approved a bill that will do
the exact opposite: Shield that country’s gun makers and dealers from
lawsuits by the victims of shootings. 

It’s no surprise the new pending U.S. legislation (it becomes law as
soon as President George W. Bush applies his signature) was helped by
months of fierce lobbying by the powerful National Rifle Association.
There’s more intrigue in the fact that the Congress vote was supported
not just by Republicans, but by nearly 60 of the House’s 200 Democrats. 

Clearly, many Americans can be convinced that a priority for U.S. 
citizens is to zealously protect their right to bear arms. 

Here in Canada, the more pressing concern has to do with the harrow-
ing nature of gun crimes that often leave innocent bystanders dead, hurt
or narrowly escaping injury. Canada’s death rate by guns has declined in 
recent years, but the increasingly brazen attitudes of gun-slinging thugs
is turning many urban public settings into battlegrounds. 

The issue came home to Hamilton in a daylight incident last Friday,
when two young men were shot in an apartment just a few doors away
from a day-care centre — and from a seven-year-old boy’s birthday par-
ty.

That same week, a Toronto bus driver was left at least partially blind
when a bullet from a street shootout hit him in the face. Last weekend saw
three more people slain in Toronto gunfire, taking to 44 that city’s
firearms toll this year.  If you’re counting, that’s a record, and there are
still more than two months to go. 

Unlike a lot of our neighbours to the south, many Canadians angered
and alarmed by this country’s crime pattern want government efforts to
at least try to address the causes of gun violence. 

More and more, manufacturers or distributors of products that touch
our lives are being held to new degrees of accountability by an increas-
ingly exasperated society. 

In this era when rights and responsibilities are often being seen through
a fresh reality, the Supreme Court of Canada caused a stir last month
when it ruled that provincial governments can sue tobacco companies to
recover billions of dollars in smoking-related health care costs. 

It’s no quantum leap to affix the same onus to gun companies which
make illegal weapons intended not for sport or recreation, but for inflict-
ing terrible harm on people. 

Why wouldn’t the government do it?
Kevin Cavanagh

Nanson

Whose trash is it, anyway?
RE: ‘Toronto had better not look to Hal-
ton for garbage relief’ (column, Oct. 17)

Isn’t it interesting how many thou-
sands of people commute daily by rail
and road from the Halton region to
Toronto, bringing with them their
newspapers, lunches and other bits
and while in Toronto disposing of
these same items and creating more
trash while at work or while out for
lunch, coffee, or a snack?

Perhaps Haltonites should be
required to take this same trash home
with them daily when they leave the city.
When will Ontarians realize that the
garbage crisis is a provincewide problem
and not just a “Toronto” one?

— Michael Quaglia, Toronto

Ontario Press Council
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