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South Eastman Transition Initiative

We believe our current lifestyle is not sustainable, 
and that we need to think creatively about how we 
respond to that.
Resource depletion, particularly Peak Oil
Climate Change
Global financial collapse

South Eastman Transition Initiative is, at this point a 
somewhat amorphous croup of citizens who are 
concerned that our current lifestyles are not 
sustainable, and that we will, whether we like or not 
need to make adjustments in the not so distant 
future. Mostly those adjustments will need to be 
made in the way we use the energy directly, but 
because energy is a component of almost 
everything else we do, everything else will be 
impacted as well.

We are of the opinion that the sooner we begin 
making those adjustments, the less painful those 
adjustmens will be. In particular we think we need 
to take peak oil seriously. It will be here much 
sooner that we think.

We also believe the people involved in creative
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Peak Oil is not far away

This will not be a talk on Peak Oil. 

Nevertheless I began thinking that there must be 
limits to growth many years ago, when I was 
studying at U of M. It just made sense: Perpetual 
growth is an impossibility. But the limits then 
seemed so far away that I did not think I needed to 
do much about it. I think things have changed sinse 
then. 

In the 1960s when I was studying Agriculture, we 
were discovering more new oil than we were 
consuming. This changed in the mid 80s. That's 
when we began consuming more oil that we were 
discovering. In the last few years we have been 
consuming about 3 times as much oil as we have 
been discovering. This is going to come back and 
smack us soon and smack us hard
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Global 
action

Globally we won't change much. Look at 
Copenhagen.

US leadership is terribly important, and could be a 
dynamic force in the right direction, but so far 
the force is in the wrong direction.But we are 
saying we can do things on the indivicual level, 
and at the level of ourcity. Be the change you 
want to see in the world.

Global action would be best
US action would make a huge difference 
The Canadian Governemt could do much
There are things the Manitoba 

There is probably little we can do about the 
sustainability of our global lifestyle, But there 
are things we can do to increase the resiliency 
of our lifestyle.
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US
Action

Six consecutive US Presidents have said the US 
[and 
Canada] have a problem – addiction to oil.
Six consecutive US Presidents have done virtually 
nothing about it.

US leadership is terribly important, and could be a 
dynamic force in the right direction, but so far 
movement has been in the wrong direction.
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Ottawa asks us to 
change our light bulbs

Ottawa asks us to change our light bulbs, and
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And asks us to prepare a family emergency plan.



7

Ottawa:
- bails out the auto industry
- subsidizes oil sands development

On the other hand Ottawa socializes costs created 
by the petrolium and auto industry. 

By bailing out the auto industry, it effectively lowers 
the cost of cars, encouraging us all to buy more.

By allowing huge tailings ponds and other pollution, 
a major portion of the cost of extracting oil from the 
oil sands is transferred from the oil consumer to 
either the taxpayer, or future generations. 
Regardless, the net effect is that oil to the end user 
is cheaper and we are encouraged to use more.

So it attends to minutiae and refuses to give the 
necessary leadership on the big issues.
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But we need to prepare. If we don't, 
we will pay the price.
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New Orleans

We have, in recent times seen some starck 
expamles of what a lack of preparedness does to a 
community.
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Haiti
2010
Mag
7.0
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Chile
2010
Mag
8.8



12

San Francisco

Is this rich City ready?
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Quebec Ice Storm 1998

Was Quebec ready 
for its ice storm?

Casualties and Damage from the Ice Storm of 1998:

28 people died, many from hypothermia,
945 people were injured.
Over 4 million people in Ontario, Quebec and New Brunswick lost power.
About 600,000 people had to leave their homes.
130 power transmission towers were destroyed and more than 30,000 utility poles fell.
Millions of trees fell, and more continued to break and fall for the rest of the winter.
Estimated cost of the ice storm was $5,410,184,000.
By June 1998, about 600,000 insurance claims totalling more than $1 billion were filed.
Summary of Ice Storm of 1998:

Freezing rain started on Monday, January 5, 1998 as Canadians were starting back to work after the 
Christmas holidays.
The storm coated everything in glassy ice, making all forms of transportation treacherous.
As the storm continued, layers of ice built up, weighing down power lines and poles, and causing 
massive power outages.
At the height of the ice storm, 57 communities in Ontario and 200 in Quebec declared a disaster. More 
than 3 million people were without power in Quebec and 1.5 million in Eastern Ontario. About 100,000 
people went into shelters.
By Thursday, January 8, the military was brought in to help clear debris, provide medical assistance, 
evacuate residents, and canvass door-to-door to make sure people were safe. They also worked to 
restore power.
Power was restored in most urban areas in a matter of days, but many rural communities suffered for 
much longer. Three weeks after the beginning of the storm, there were still 700,000 people without 
power.
Farmers were especially hard hit. Nearly a quarter of Canada's dairy cows, a third of the crop land in 
Quebec and a quarter in Ontario were in the affected areas.
Milk processing plants were shut, and about 10 million litres of milk had to be dumped.
Much of the sugar bush used by Quebec maple syrup producers was permanently destroyed. It was 
estimated that it would take 30 to 40 years before syrup production could return to normal
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Grand Forks - 1997

The National Weather 
service had forcast a 
crest of 49 ft. The 
river crested at 54 ft.
Of course by that 
time, the forecast did 
not make any 
difference.
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Winnipeg has its Floodway

Born out of much 
controversy
Proponents of the 
floodway (mostly 
Conservatives) were 
ridiculed by the 
opposition.

After reviewing the impact of the flood, Manitoba’s Premier, Duff Roblin, sparked the 
idea of constructing a diversion channel around Winnipeg that could be used during 
extreme flood emergencies. At the time, there were many people who questioned the 
need for the floodway. In fact the floodway was pejoratively nicknamed “Roblin’s Folly”
by opponents of its construction. Nevertheless, and in face of this criticism, Premier 
Roblin pushed ahead with the project.
In 1959, Roblin, who was then the leader of a minority government, put his political 
career on the line by the making the floodway the key issue of the provincial election. 
That year, Roblin won the election and received a mandate to build the floodway.
Construction of the original floodway started on October 6th, 1962 and finished in 
March, 1968 at a cost of $63 million. It was a major undertaking, resulting in the 
excavation of approximately 76.5 million cubic metres of earth. At the time, the project 
was the second largest earthmoving project in the world – next only to the construction 
of the Panama Canal.
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We have a history of preparedness.

We know that it does not bankrupt the country.
We know that much can be done if there is 

commitment.

If it makes sense, why don't we move into other 
areas of preparedness.
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Preparedness is possible

What makes it possible is leadership

Fuel for energy will not be as readily 
available in the future as in the past.

Fundamental to any planning today, needs to be the 
assumption that fuel for energy will not be a cheap 
in the future as it has been in the past.
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Drake Landing, Calgary

A solar  
community
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Vaxjo, Sweden

This is a goal. 
They have been 
particularly 
successful in 
using biomass for 
district heating.
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Kristianstad, Sweden

I'm sure a further 
search would find 
other examples
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Presentation  prompted by the 
Zoning Bylaw Review

- Individuals are doing their part
- Interest in food production, 

cycling, housing
We want to encourage our city to do 
more. As individuals we can do 
something. As a city we can do 
much more.

This submission was prompted by the Zoning Bylaw 
review initiated by this council. In reading through 
the review, we saw some evidence of Bylaws that 
would effectively contribute to the vision of an 
environmentally responsible community, but 
thought there was so much more that could be 
done.

Let me just suggest a few. None of these have had 
as much debate as they need, and may in the end 
not be appropriate. But that is not the point. The 
point is that it is much more likely that in the future 
we will face much higher energy costs, and we 
would do well to prepare for that. In that spirit let me 
make a few suggestions.
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Orientation of houses for solar gain

How much incentive 
would it take to get 
developers to inculde
this in their plan?
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Check out District heat

More efficient than 
individucal home 
heating
Applicable for 
geothermal and 
biomass heating.
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What about biomass heating?

The forest to our east 
is one of our assets.
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Evolve Green 

An innovative 
Steinbach based 
company

There is within capitalism a common practice of 
giving tax breaks to certain enterprizes. The criteria 
has most often been the creation of jobs.

Evolve Green is innovative in that they are maketing 
an innovative technology that could be very relevant 
in not very many years.
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Solar Collectors

Given current prices, 
can pay for 
themselves in eight 
years.

Evolve Green suggests that solar collectors 
used to heat water, which in turn can be used 
domestically as hot water, but can also be used 
through in-floor heating to heat the room can be 
paid back in 8 years.
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But this is not all

These are only examples. Much more is 
possible.

The ideas discussed may be innovative, 
but are not likely to cost anyone much.
But in our heart of hearts, we also know 

that in the end a remedy for our oil 
addiction is going to cost. Someone will 
have to pay. That is another discussion.


