
 

The NDP and the Environment – An Old Story 

 

Some people ask me why I am running against an NDP incumbent. Isn't the NDP good enough on 
the environment? No, it isn’t. And it certainly does not match the environmental consciousness of 
the people of University-Rosedale. 

Other than some outstanding individuals, the NDP isn’t serious about our major climate and 
environmental challenges. The best evidence is how the NDP votes in the Legislature.  Due to 
old, established interests who hold tremendous power over that party, the NDP has a long history 
of talking about the environment, but mostly doing other things. 

For example, the NDP has consistently supported driving over environmental protection - fighting 
much-needed road tolls, and bringing down the Wynne government to demand cheap auto 
insurance. NDP MPPs left Legislative committee meetings - rather than vote - when the Ford 
government weakened protections for endangered species in Ontario forests. Even the 
Environmental Bill of Rights, established when the NDP was in power, was given no teeth, thus 
allowing the Ford government to ignore it with impunity. 

 

Line 5 

This pattern continued in 2021’s most telling environmental vote. Enbridge #Line5 is an outdated 
and dangerous oil pipeline that crosses the Straits of Mackinac, one of the most vulnerable places 
in the Great Lakes. Because of its huge environmental threat, the Governor of Michigan gave 
Enbridge 6 months’ notice to shut the pipeline down. The deadline came and went; Enbridge 

ignored it.  The Ford government 
is fighting Michigan’s order to 
close this ticking time bomb, on 
the feeble grounds that the 
pipeline hasn’t leaked - yet - in this 
exact spot.  

How did the NDP vote? 

When it counted, the NDP showed 
its old, true loyalties again. They 
supported the Ford government’s 
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fight against Michigan's environmental protection order. Only the Green Party voted to stand up 
for the Great Lakes and your water. 

The NDP’s defence of Line 5 assumes, without proof, that this very old pipeline can continue to 
operate safely without causing an environmental disaster. This is taking a huge bet with no safety 
net, and completely ignores the precautionary principle: 

• Line 5 is a 68-year-old pipeline that was designed to operate for 50 years (1953 to ~2003).  

• Line 5’s protective coating is incomplete and its supports are sinking. 

• According to the US Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration, Line 5 has 
already spilled at least 33 times since 1968, including close to the Great Lakes. It has spilled 
at least 1.1 million gallons of highly polluting oil. See where the (reported) spills have been 
for yourself on the National Wildlife Federation’s maps. 

• Line 5 crosses a busy shipping channel in the Straits of Mackinac, where Lake Michigan 
meets Lake Huron. That makes this outdated pipeline highly vulnerable to damage. Just 
three years ago it was dented by a 6-ton tug boat anchor. Aren’t we lucky it didn’t leak that 
time? 

• An oil spill in the Straits of Mackinac, would be an unparalleled disaster for the Great Lakes 
with devastating consequences for drinking water, tourism, agriculture, fish, birds, and the 
economy. Some experts say, if you were to pick the worst possible place for an oil spill in 
the Great Lakes, this would be it. 

● When pipelines break, they devastate large areas for long periods of time with enormous 
financial and environmental damage. Just a decade ago, Enbridge spilled 1,000,000 gallons 
of oil into the Kalamazoo River, not far away in the same state. The pipeline that split, Line 
6B, was only 41 years old at the time, 27 years newer than Line 5. 

● Enbridge has had lots of notice of the closure order, ample time to make other plans. The 
oil that Ontario and Quebec need can be transported through other pipelines and by rail. 
The enormous risk of a disastrous oil spill is being taken simply because pipelines are 
cheaper - until they leak. 

 

The NDP Environmental Plan – A Victim to Old Loyalties 

Given this history, I wasn't surprised when I read the 2021 NDP environmental plan. We welcome 
the NDP copying so many Green Party policies - we love to share our good ideas. But which political 
interests does the NDP stand for when it counts? 

The first thing I checked in the NDP plan is how it deals with urban sprawl. Urban sprawl is the 
single largest driver of Ontario’s greenhouse gas emissions, as documented in my last report to 
the Ontario Legislature. Sprawl is also a major cause of the destruction of woodlands, wetlands, 
and farmlands, all of which we will need more than ever as the climate crisis advances. The NDP 
plan? It doesn’t even mention sprawl. 
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This told me a lot of what I needed to know about the enduring power of old partisan groups in 
the NDP, and about how much priority they give to environmental health.  

I was also disappointed, but not surprised, at how vague the NDP plan is. They say they are going 
to spend $40 billion of public money on climate action, but doing what? They don’t say.  

● How much of the $40 billion is going to any form of climate action, as opposed to, for 
example, their 10,000 new PSWs? They don’t say.  

● How much of the $40 billion is going to transit, or to building retrofits, or to bringing down 
electricity emissions, or to protecting nature, and what will they spend it on? They don’t 
say.  

● How much of the $40 billion is going to subsidize expensive flood insurance for expensive 
waterfront homes in high risk places? They don’t say.  

Here are a few of many more weaknesses in the NDP plan: 

 

Challenge Why it matters Greens will NDP will 

Urban sprawl Single largest driver of 
Ontario’s greenhouse gas 
emissions and major 
cause of environmental 
destruction. 

Stop sprawl; protect 
farmland, woodlands 
and wetlands. There 
is room for the new 
homes we need 
within existing urban 
boundaries.  

Do nothing. 

Dangerous 
concentration 
of land use 
powers in a 
single minister 

Changes to land use laws 
have allowed a single 
minister to use ministerial 
zoning orders to bulldoze 
virtually all environmental 
protections and public 
participation, to benefit 
developers and 
turbocharge sprawl. 

Restrict ministerial 
zoning orders, restore 
full environmental 
protections, 
strengthen 
Conservation 
Authorities, stop 
sprawl. 

Do nothing. 

Fossil fuel lock-
in, e.g. more 
pipelines, more 
gas boilers 

Creates assets that must 
become stranded if we 
are to reach net zero. 
Uses up scarce public 
money, land and people 
badly needed for clean 

Stop building new 
fossil fuel 
infrastructure, except 
for northern/ remote 
communities with no 
practical alternative. 

Do nothing. 
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infrastructure. Reinforces 
fossil fuel dependence 

Fossil fuel 
subsidies 

Creates uneven playing 
field. Systematically 
disadvantages clean 
alternatives. Wastes 
public money ($625 
million in 2015). 

Stop fossil fuel 
subsidies 

“Re-evaluate” 
them, and then?  

Pensions and 
other investors 
funding fossil 
fuel production 
and use 

Funds climate destruction 
while putting pension 
/investment stability at 
risk. Funds creating 
stranded assets. 
Reinforces fossil fuel 
dependence. Encourages 
polluters to keep 
polluting. 

Mandatory climate 
risk disclosure per 
global standards. 
Formalize trustees’ 
fiduciary duty to 
invest without 
destroying planetary 
health.  

Do nothing. 

How to price 
carbon 

The single most important 
requirement for long term 
investment in the green 
transition is stable, 
predictably rising carbon 
prices and regulations. 
Ontario double-crossed 
investors when Ford 
cancelled cap and trade 
and clean power contracts 
without compensation, 
and the rules changed 
again when Ontario fell 
into the federal carbon 
price. It's too late to tear 
up the carbon pricing 
system and begin again. 

Implement and 
strengthen the 
current carbon price 
system, including 
predictably rising 
carbon prices, 
supplemented by 
regulations. 

Tear up our 
existing carbon 
price system and 
start again with a 
complicated cap 
and trade system, 
causing years of 
disruption. 

Target not 
backed up by 
action 

Target without realistic 
action plans to achieve 
them can do as much 
harm as good. 

Set practical, 
ambitious action 
plans. 

No realistic action 
plan. 
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