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D oug Ford's conservative government 
announced changes to the Ontario Student Assistance 

Program (OSAP) beginning this fall, altering the 

model from a maximum of 85 per cent grants and up 

to 25 per cent loans to a minimum of 75 per cent 

loans and 25 per cent grants. The new model has also 

rescinded the cap on tuition, now permitting 

universities and colleges to annually increase tuition 

by 2 per cent for the next three years. 

"The federal government's decision to remove grant 

eligibility from students at private career colleges, 

coupled with increased program uptake in recent 

years, has put billions of dollars of pressure on the 

OSAP," says Kevin Holland, Thunder Bay Atikokan 

conservative MPP. "To restore sustainability to OSAP 

and ensure its availability for future generations, our 

government is aligning our student financial support 

framework with other jurisdictions across Canada," 

According to Holland, students will still be able to 

receive funding through an "enhanced" Student 

Access Guarantee and other financial assistance 

institutions. However, he did not specify what the 

changes to these structures would look like. 

Holland offered no comment on the criticism directed 

at the decision. 

Students are not convinced that these are positive 

changes. Those who rely on OSAP are concerned 

that this decision might discourage people from 

accessing higher education and significantly 

impact students in the long run. 

"Education is meant to be the great equalizer 

where people, no matter what circumstances they 

come from, have a chance to learn and grow and 

work hard to be thoughtful, well-rounded 

citizens," says Lise Vaugeois, Thunder Bay­

Superior North NDP MPP. Vaugeois is shocked at 

the government's decision to cut back on 

education spending. She says that Ontario has the 

lowest educational spending out of the provinces. 

"We don't collect taxes to build luxury spas or to 

rip down the science center and build a smaller 

one so he can selJ the land off to a developer," 

says Vaugeois. "We pay taxes to look after each 

other and to make sure the next generation is able 

to get on its feet." 





By Eriel Struach 

Canada has invested in over 500 m ajor 
natural resources industry projects that are 
presently under construction, or planned to 
commence between 2024 and 2034. These 
projects are classified as belonging to the 
energy, mining, or forest sector. In Ontario, 
the three largest (i.e., most expensive) 
planned projects surround nuclear energy 
development. The Nuclear Waste 
Management Organization's Deep Geological 
Repository sits at the top (~$26B), and is 
intended for the long-term management of 
nuclear fuel. Two nuclear refurbishment 
projects at the Bruce and Darlington plants 
are runners-up at an expected ~73B and 
~72.8B, respectively. Nuclear refurbishment 
refers to replacing core reactor components 
to extend plant longevity by 30 years. While 
Bruce's major component replacement is 
expected to continue until 2033, Darlington's 
was completed earlier this month, "ahead of 
schedule and under budget". 

It is clear, looking at Canada's current major 
industry projects, that the government is 
placing an emphasis on its investment in 
"clean technology". As of 2024, 215 projects 
valued at a total of $794.2B were active. While, 
in theory, this sounds high, it's worth noting 
that from 2023-24, more clean technology 
projects were cancelled or removed (30) than 
completed (28), and nearly as many were 
suspended or placed on hold (27). That is ... not 
a promising ratio. 
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The easiest way to discuss clean technology in 
Canada is to define it. Not so surprisingly, the 
world at large does not have a single, all­
encompassing definition for what constitutes 
clean technology. Cambridge Dictionary 
defines it as "technology that makes it 
possible to reduce or avoid ha rm to the 
environ ment11
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Circling back to Ontario's major investments, 
some consider nuclear energy to be clean and 
sustainable. Specifically, nuclear energy is s 'd 
to protect air quality, not require a lot of land, 
and produce "minimal waste". Conf-estors of 
this view argue that, as it is not renewable 3/ 
pollution-free, it should not be considered 
clean. Alongside this, there is controversy 
surrounding the safety and efficiency of 
nuclear energy, with the major Fukushima 
power plant disaster often cited as a recent 
example of what can go wrong. Whether 
nuclear energy is safer and more efficient 
than other alternative (i.e., not fossil fuel­
based) energy sources is a contentious 
debate, with a variety of researcher 
advocating for opposing sides. 

0 ne thing that was not immediately clear to 
me is what the Canadian government actually 
defines clean technology to be. After what 
seemed like a bit more deep diving than 
should have been required to answer to my 
seemingly simple question, I found that at a 
federal level, clean technologies are defined 
as: 

l.Any good or service designed with the 
primary purpose of contributing to 
remediating or preventing any type of 
environmental damage 

2.Any good or service that is less polluting or 
more resource-efficient than equivalent 
normal products which furnish a similar 
utility. Their primary use, however, is not 
one of environmental protection. 

It can be argued that this rather ambiguous 
definition provides innovators with the 
freedom to explore unique ideas while still 
meeting the eligibility criteria for a variety of 
funding opportunities. However, it could also 
be said that it encourages federal investment 
into a multitude of projects labelled as clean 
technology, which may not meet stricter 
definitions. The term "less polluting" alone 
implies that the bar to receive funding for 
your "clean project" is quite low. 
Unfortunately, industrial initiatives are not 
exempt from greenwashing,. 

The major projects inventory refers to clean 
technology projects as "largely renewable 
electricity" or "non-emitting energy projects", 
citing "hydro, wind, solar, biomass, tidal, and 
geothermal" as examples of the former, and 
"nuclear, biofuels, and carbon capture and 
storage" for the latter. 

One specific example of a large (~$76B) 
project listed as clean technology is the Site C 
hydroelectric dam in northeastern British 
Columbia. Site C began generating power in 
2024, after several years of setbacks and 
controversy, largely related to its impacts on 
the surrounding environment and 
geotechnical issues. 

It seems as though perhaps "contributing to 
remediating or preventing any type of 
environmental damage" may be interpreted 
as picking any odd type of environmental 
damage you'd like to remediate or prevent 
from a long list of options, rather than striving 
to prevent any and all environmental damage 
from occurring. The joys of vague wording. 

Other highlighted large clean technology 
projects on that list include Alberta's (~16.5B) 
Pathways Alliance Carbon Capture Storage 
Network (which has generated concerns 
around potential impacts on the province's 
farmland and water), the above-discussed 
nuclear refurbishment projects, and another 
Alberta project; Dow Chemical's (~11.5B) Net­
Zero Polyethylene Facility. The latter was 
delayed as of last spring due to economic 
instability, largely attributed to our southern 
neighbour's current approach to trade. 

From 2027-2024, the second most funded 
category of clean energy projects (after hydro 
and before solar) is bioenergy. What does this 
refer to? What specific projects has the 
government invested in, and how do these 
compare to other "clean" initiatives? In what 
ways will Canada support a shifting workforce 
to become skilled for employment in this new 
area of development? Read the developing 
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What makes something true? A philosopher would tell you 

that truth is only true to the self; an engineer would point to 

his rendering analysis in AutoCAD; and a statistician would 

perform a factor analysis to assess validity. But to a 

politician, truth is what can be said the loudest, again and 

again. Propaganda has been used since medieval times to 

influence the population en masse. The earliest known 

example of propaganda is the Behistun Inscription in Iran, 

which describes Darius I rising to the Persian throne as a 

just and rightful ruler of the Persian Empire. There are three 

written languages upon the rockface, which wrap around 

the image of Darius with his predecessor under his boot, 

about 15 meters high and 25 meters across. Three 

languages to spread his message of domination to the swath 

of culture under the wide breadth of the Persian Empire. 

Using the rock face sought permanence, in line with the 

goal of all good propaganda: to convince the current 

population and influence future culture. His line would 

reign for the next hundred years until the fall of the 

Achaemenid Empire. ■ 

As the Cold War was peaking, following the formation of 

NATO and the creation of the Soviet atomic bomb, 

propaganda was streaming at an all-time high. A culture­

charged battle of ideals was being waged covertly and 

officially, the CIA quietly having instituted a dedicated 

bureau called the Congress of Cultural Freedom (CCF) in 

1950. This was a direct response to Russia's own 

information bureau, called the Cominform. 

The CCF pushed American culture out and up, 

funding art exhibits, international conferences, 

and jazz ambassadors such as Louis Armstrong. 

These were created with the intention of 

influencing international cultural change to 

instil a sense of superiority in the capitalist 

view. Cominform pushed their side but had a 

different approach. Russia tended to condemn 

and censor rather than convince outsiders of 

their virtues. Imported propaganda during the 

Cold War was highly focused on criticizing the 

racial prejudice shown in the US. This proved 

· effective, as the general attitude in a letter from 

Mohandas Gandhi to President Roosevelt 

carried this same criticism. Criticism 

propaganda wasn't a single concerted effort, but 

rather a deluge of disinformation, sometimes 

leaning towards the absurd. 

This type of propaganda is referred to as a 

"firehose of falsehood." Creating large amounts 

of misinformation forces a binary opinion: 

belief or disbelief, and a binary always creates 

division. Overwhelming claims force people to 

disprove and deny each one, which doesn't 

affect the claimer since they never intended to 

back them up. 
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Putting the opposition in a position where they 

need to prove you wrong again and again 

actually provides a lot of power, despite how 

outlandish or nonsensical the claims are. It's 

also the same kind found inJ.lltler's Nazi 
Germany. • ~ • .-, • • . .. •. -... ~ ~ · 
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A major factor leadingJo tl)l:!_£m~tiveness of 
Nazi propaganda was fhe ~ilrty to mould the 

perspective of the country's youth. This was 

done through creating programs such as the 

Hitler Youth, renaming and creating a lore of 

exceptional ism special to Germany, and 

keeping a grasp over art and creative culture. By 

remaining at the centre of the narrative, you 

control it; people don't have a choice but to hear 

what you have to say. If this is ringing any 

bells, it should, as it's the same as what has 

been happening to America since Trump's first 

election. ~ Shortly after his reelection, Trump blitzed several reforms faster 

than any president before him. He would go on to sue various 

"fake news" outlets and rename the Gulf of Mexico as the Gulf 

of America. George Orwell's 1984 doesn't seem so far-fetched, 

with "newspeak" and the subjugation of the media happening in 

real time. It's no coincidence that Trump-positive press 

(Washington Post, X, Facebook) would receive front row seats 

at his inauguration, either. His authoritarian streak doesn't seem 

to be abating. Georgian representative Buddy Carter introduced 

a bill recently to rename Greenland to "Red, White, and 

Blueland" indicating serious intentions to take hold of the 

island. Over the top, ridiculous, a firehose of falsehood. 
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Back in October, I wrote abo dministrat19n, the United Stat@ 
government opened the coastal p In f Alaska's Arct1 National Wildl'ife Ref e to plans 
for prospective oil and gas drilling. wA· ome loc support this decision ......... 1.- .... r the 
pretense of sustaining northern economi ·velih ds, contention surrounds the 
significant effects it might come to have on s ~- t e hunting, sacred cultural 
associations with the land, and rare bird mig ra tio hree months later, th~ 
changes to his own country's legislature seem small compared to his current ve ~r-"-i~ ... ,::;~, 

Over the years, Trump has not tried to hide his intentions to dominate resource-ric 
territories. In his first term as president, he spoke of wanting to purchase mineral-rich 
Greenland, an idea that, shockingly, most Green landers found disrespectful at best. Sound 
familiar? Our own country, rife with natural resources including oil, critical minerals, 
timber, and fish, did not respond all that differently to his fantasy of Canada becoming the 
51st state. 

Trump's obsession with Greenland became a topic of interest again in January of 2025, 
when United States Vice President JD Vance visited the territory and accused 
Denmark of failing to provide Greenland with ample protection. For a while, Trump's 
threats surrounding the acquisition of Greenland, as well as the Panama Canal, whi 
became a topic of interest for him in December 2024, were empty. Instead, he focus 
his government's energy on controlling trade through tariffs on countries that 
previously held good relationships with the United ~tates. 

By now, you've almost certainly heard about Trump's 
overnight takeover of Venezuela earlier this year. 
Home to the largest oil reserves in the world, the 
United States president has alluded to expecting 
financial return on his involvement in the Venezuelan . 
government through access to its,natural resources. 
Shocking to many, this major: militarienforced move 
~pears to have only boosted hi~ confidence•in the 
~cquisition of lands that are not e1actly on the market 
for p rchase. 

W-, - • .. c<':.i,,lv,S 



Greenland has yet again returned to the forefront of Trump's list as a strategic way to 
control access to valuable minerals and other resources. Earlier this month, at a press 
conference with oil executives, he threatened to obtain Greenland "the hard way", were he 
not to reach a congenial agreement with Denmark. Hours before I wrote this, the BBC 
reported a slight change of tactics, in which Trump stated he is going to refrain from using 
violence to overtake Greenland, though he made sure to emphasize that if he wanted to use 
force, he could. He also acknowledged that he doesn't expect to "get anything unless I 
decide to use excessive force". Currently, Trump seems to hope that world leaders will allow 
him to take full control of Greenland without interference. As an incentive, he threatened 
more tariffs on European countries, which would only be lifted once a deal for the United 
States to purchase Greenland is reached. 

To what end does Trump endeavour? Clearly, he is confident i 
his ability to create what, up to this point, have been 
fictional business opportunities through his political, 
economic, and militaristic tools. But, if he actually 
acquires these resources he so unrelentingly bargains 
for, what then? What happens next? 

Despite climate-change associated warming of Greenland, 

potentially freeing up access to previously impenetrable 
mineral deposits, researchers consider there to be many 
logistical issues in the prospective mining of Greenland. 
Between the territory's extensive polar night, the remoteness of 
many mineral deposits, and their depth beneath thick polar ice 
sheets, were Trump's annexing dreams to come true, he may not find 
Greenland to be as fun of a toy as he expected. Unfortunately for his vision 
of the world, other plans for resource acquisition may, as they get closer to 

fruition, start to pose similar logistical and financial concerns. While reality 
slows down his operations, the consequences of his condescending 
behaviour towards dozens of sovereign countries will likely start to catch 
upto him. 
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