
LRC
Literary Review of Canada $5.50

Vol. 13, No. 8  •  October 2005

National Energy Program Redux

0 7 4 4 7 0 7 0 3 2 2 8

1 0

Globalization:
gone or growing?

PLUS
+ Canadian feminists speak
+ How to be a diplomat
+ Poetry
+ Responses from Tom Flanagan, Keath

Fraser and Isla Carmichael

+ The saintly Tekakwitha
+ Canada through Churchill’s eyes
+ Fiction reviews from John Doyle and

Stephanie Hart
+ A Canadian treasure hunt

Special Edition: Cuba on the Verge

CubaCult: Punching over
its weight in the global

cultural arena

Demanding Decency:
Havana and human

rights

Canada and Cuba:
A different friendship



Literary Review of Canada 2

Cuba on the Verge
Three essays on Cuba

3 A Special Relationship
John M. Kirk and Peter McKenna

6 Demanding Decency
Juan Antonio Blanco

8 A Sumptuous Cultural Past
Paul Knox

11 The Political Is Personal
A review of Judy Rebick’s Ten Thousand Roses:
The Making of a Feminist Revolution
Jamie Cameron

13 Oil Patch Heresy
A review of The Great Canadian Oil Patch:
The Petroleum Era from Birth to Peak, by Earle Gray
Patrick Brethour

16 Ongoing offensive operations to
eliminate all pockets of resistance
minus one
A poem
Michael Boughn

17 Crony
A poem
Catriona Strang and Nancy Shaw

17 More Light
A poem
Gerry Hill

17 The Daily
A poem
Ken Norris

18 Caught Between Nature and
Modernity
A review of Sylvanus Now, by Donna Morrissey
Stephanie Hart

19 A Legend Brought to Life
A review of Charles Foran’s Carolan’s Farewell
John Doyle

20 “Ization” versus “Ism”
A review of “Sinking Globalization,” by Niall
Ferguson, and The Collapse of Globalism and the
Reinvention of the World, by John Ralston Saul
Jennifer Welsh

23 The Saintly Muse
A review of Leonard Cohen’s Beautiful Losers and
Allan Greer’s Mohawk Saint: Catherine Tekakwitha
and the Jesuits
J.S. Porter

25 The Diplomatic Dance
A review of Rollercoaster: My Hectic Years as Jean
Chrétien’s Diplomatic Advisor 1994–1998, by James
Bartleman, Getting It Done: A Memoir, by Derek H.
Burney, and Escott Reid: Diplomat and Scholar,
edited by Greg Donaghy and Stéphane Roussel
Martin Laflamme

28 Breaking Away
A review of The Great Dominion: Winston Churchill
in Canada, 1900–1954, by David Dilks
Donald S. Macdonald

30 Letters & Responses
Tom Flanagan, Isla Carmichael, Keath Fraser

FUNDING ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

ADDRESS
Literary Review of Canada
581 Markham Street, Suite 3A
Toronto, Ontario  m6g 2l7
e-mail: review@lrcreview.com
reviewcanada.ca
T: 416 531-1483 
F: 416 531-1612

EDITOR
Bronwyn Drainie
editor@lrcreview.com

ASSISTANT EDITOR
Alastair Cheng

CONTRIBUTING EDITOR
Anthony Westell

ASSOCIATE EDITORS
John Roberts, Robin Roger

POETRY EDITOR
Fred Wah

COPY EDITOR
Madeline Koch

PROOFREADERS
Ted Brown, Alastair Cheng, Cassandra
Drudi, Madeline Koch, Claire Laville, Beth
MacKinnon

RESEARCH
Cassandra Drudi

PUBLICITY
Jennifer Long
publicity@lrcreview.com 

ADMINISTRATION
Damian Clarke

DESIGN
James Harbeck

ADVERTISING/SALES
Michael Wile
Phone: 416-531-1483 • Cell: 416-806-6178
ads@lrcreview.com

PUBLISHERS
Mark Lovewell
lovewell@ryerson.ca

Helen Walsh
helen.walsh@sympatico.ca

ADVISORY COUNCIL
Ronald G. Atkey, P.C., Q.C.
Alan Broadbent, C.M.
James Gillies, C.M.
Carol Hansell
Donald Macdonald, P.C., C.C.
Grant Reuber, O.C.
Don Rickerd, C.M.
Richard Rooney
Reed Scowen
Anthony Westell

The Literary Review of Canada does not
accept unsolicited poetry submissions.

founded in 1991 by p.a. dutil
The Literary Review of Canada is published 10 times a
year by the Literary Review of Canada Inc.

ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION RATES: 
Canada $42; the rest of the world us$42. Libraries
in Canada $55; in the rest of the world us$55. Price
includes postage.

Copyright ©2005, The Literary Review of Canada. All rights,
including translation into other languages, are reserved by the
publisher in Canada, the United States, Great Britain and all other
countries participating in the Universal Copyright Convention, the
International Copyright Convention and the Pan-American
Copyright Convention. Nothing in this publication may be
reproduced without the written permission of the publisher.

ISSN 1188-7494

Canadian Publications Mail Product Sales Agreement No. 1479083.
Postmaster: Please send address changes to the above address.
The Literary Review of Canada is indexed in the Canadian Literary
Periodicals Index and the Canadian Index and is distributed by
Gordon & Gotch and the Canadian Magazine Publishers Association.

LRC
Literary Review of Canada

Cover art and pictures throughout the issue by Nick Craine.
Nick Craine is a musician and illustrator living in Guelph, Ontario. His publishing credits include Dance Me Outside: The Illustrated
Screenplay (Black Eye Productions, 1994) and Portrait of a Thousand Punks: Hard Core Logo (House of Anansi, 1997).

Vol. 13, No. 8  •  October 2005



Literary Review of Canada 30

Dear Editor
John Gray had a chance to do something inter-
esting (“Ottawa’s Boy Scout,” September 2005).
He could have reviewed William Johnson’s bio-
graphy of Stephen Harper in the light of his own
experience of writing a biography of Paul Martin,
and perhaps provided us with some illumination
about the biographer’s craft. Instead, he used up
his space venting his personal opinions about
Harper.

I’ve never understood how reporters, whose
trade is the manipulation of words, feel justified
in passing sweeping judgements about the com-
petence of people who actually do things, such as
leading political parties. Rather than waste more
time on Gray’s words, let’s look at Harper’s deeds.
Im Anfang war die Tat!

After winning the leadership of the Canadian
Alliance in 2002, Harper reunified the Alliance by
bringing back the caucus members who had left
for a temporary flirtation with Joe Clark’s
Progressive Conservatives. In 2003, he brought
about a merger of the Alliance with the PCs,
something that all other leaders on the right had
talked about but had never been able to carry
through. Then, with almost no time to prepare,
he led the new Conservative Party to substantial
progress in the 2004 federal election, increasing
its seat total from 73 to 99 (including 24 in
Ontario) and bringing the Liberals down to an
unstable minority.

Along the way he multiplied the fundraising
potential of the Conservative Party. Whereas
both the Canadian Alliance and the Progressive
Conservatives struggled with financial difficul-
ties, Harper’s new party is beating the Liberals at
the fundraising game. The Conservative Party
raised $4.9 million from 46,119 donors between
April and June of this year, whereas the Liberals
raised $1.4 million from 8,521 donors in the same
period of time.

What about the polls, where, according to
Gray, the Conservatives are languishing? The
most recent national poll I have seen is from
Environics, with a sample size of 2,022, released
July 28, 2005. In that survey, the Conservatives
had 31 percent of national support, compared to
34 percent for the Liberals—not bad for the
opposition in the middle of the summer.

Gray thinks Harper should be doing better.
Maybe Tiger Woods should have won the U.S.
Open and the PGA this year in addition to the
Masters and British Open. Maybe Gray’s biogra-
phy of Martin should still be on sale in my local
Chapters. Who knows? The only certainty is that
journalists, like political scientists, are better
equipped to write about what did happen rather
than what didn’t.

That’s exactly what William Johnson has pro-
vided in his book—a careful, well-written
account of Harper’s career to date. Anyone who
wants to know more about Harper and how he
derailed Paul Martin’s “juggernaut” (a term from
another Martin biographer, Susan Delacourt)
should read this book.

Tom Flanagan
Professor of Political Science

University of Calgary

Dear Editor
I make three points in response to Keith
Ambachtsheer’s review of Pension Power: Unions,
Pension Funds and Social Investment in Canada
(“Duelling Pension Manifestos,” July/August
2005).

First, he argues that pension plans cannot
meet two policy goals well, i.e., provide pensions
for beneficiaries and invest in a socially responsi-
ble manner. I disagree: the pension promise is
crucial but so is sustainable economic growth in
the long term to deliver the benefits. Indeed, the
largest pension plans invest in economic devel-
opment—the Dutch ABP pension scheme and
CalPERS, the California pension plan.

As for members of pension plans, a recent UK
survey showed that 95 percent cared where their
money was invested; most disliked investment in
companies exploiting labour and oppressive
regimes. In fact, it could be argued that all invest-
ments are embedded in social values—some
explicit and others implicit, and some responsi-
ble and some of questionable responsibility.
Essentially Ambachtsheer is arguing that one
social value should govern investment—the rate
of return; I argue that in addition to the rate of
return, other values are of importance.

Second, Ambachtsheer seems to suggest that
where unions are involved in pension gover-
nance, disaster follows. This view is unfair and
prejudiced. Unwise investment strategies, partic-
ularly in the post–9/11 world, have brought down
(or seriously injured) employer-run pension
plans such as United Airlines. Fortunately for
thousands of Canadian pension plan members,
negotiations by their unions—the International
Association of Machinists, the Canadian Union
of Public Employees and the Canadian Auto-
workers among others—saved their Air Canada
pension plan. Safe to say, all pension plans have
had to reassess investment, governance and
financing strategies in the face of persistently low
or negative returns.

Third, I am not suggesting a revolutionary
workers’ takeover, as Ambachtsheer seems to
believe, but a more diverse representation on
pension boards. British Columbia workers in
municipalities, schools, community colleges and
public services have won direct representation on
pension boards. The Ontario Teachers and the
OPSEU Pension Trust are also jointly trusteed.
Indeed, the Canadian Association of Pension
Supervisory Authorities proposes that members
of plans should be represented on their pension
boards.

As to pension co-operatives, I think that
Ambachtsheer is a bit confused. Co-operatives
are not run by “arm’s-length” people, as he sug-
gests, but rather by their members. In that regard,
co-operatives are much like unions, so perhaps
his views are not as extremely different from
mine as he makes them out to be.

Isla Carmichael
Toronto, Ontario

Dear Editor
Nominally a review of David Stouck’s biography
of Sinclair Ross, W.J. Keith’s “A Slippery Story”
(September 2005) mostly vents its frustration

over deviant interpretations of Ross’s first novel.
My own essay educes Keith’s disgust over “quite
improper” homosexual conjectures. He seems to
imagine that in accusing me of “prodding” a sick
old man into dubious “anecdotes,” who was
“retaliating” against my callow “gullibility,” he has
managed to parry the malign and “revisionist”
influence my memoir has had on later “intellec-
tual cranks.”

You get the impression Professor Keith is not
someone who’d wear sandals to a symposium. Or
an earring. In dissociating himself foursquare
from all “insidious” and “bizarre” subtexts he
rises in his brogues to speak up for “what is clear
and non-controversial” in literature since Soph-
ocles. And while he’s grateful to Professor Stouck
for being “impressively circumspect” in handling
the “sexual aspects” of Ross’s life, he’s determined
to defend the virtues of Ross’s famous novel
without which the “biography would never have
been written.” Can it be in his having found
Stouck’s last life (of Ethel Wilson) critically defi-
cient, Keith wishes to overlook any similar defi-
ciency in this one and to point the critic’s lance
himself? (I wonder at what he must have
regarded as Stouck’s “bizarre” interpretation of
As for Me and My House—“evoking a bisexual
projective fantasy” evidently involving “a
homosocial/sexual connection.” Loyally, he
refrains from mentioning it.)

It might actually surprise this knight errant to
learn I agree with him about one thing. “Inter-
pretation along homosexual lines,” as he puts
it, “detracts from an appreciation of the novel’s
artistry.” Exactly. The novel’s failure to acknowl-
edge an underlying homoerotic sensibility leads,
in my view, to an artistic weakness. The body of
this landmark novel knows more than its author
will allow it to know in the conventional atmos-
phere of the false-fronted town it flouts yet finally
submits to. Its language is glorious—sometimes
even celebrated for the right reasons—while the
drama of the story is, to my mind, compromised.
In perpetuating a false front of its own, the novel
(as I wrote) “has tricked critics into believing its
story lies in the narrator rather than in the narra-
tor of its narrator. (It is he who is unreliable.)”
And so on.

Keith is not convinced. He thinks that because
not “so much as a hint of the existence of a
homosexual subtext” arose 15 years ago in
Stouck’s symposium of critics on the novel, “this
fact remains significant.” Say what? Indeed—he
goes on to claim following a muddled compari-
son to Proust—because Mrs. Bentley’s narrative
“is an artistic tour de force of a high order” it
“even has the added possible advantage of dis-
couraging homosexual speculations.” Huh?

I can’t speak for whatever bent speculations
after mine might have got Keith’s goat and skew-
ered it—I haven’t read them. But based on his
waspish tone I’m not surprised by his straw-man
reading of As for Me and My Body (nor its sway
over his review) when Professor Stouck’s appar-
ently corrective biography is praised for discharg-
ing its “delicate assignment.”

Keath Fraser
Vancouver, British Columbia
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