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October 21, 2002

Mr. Bruce Lourie and Ms. Shona MacLachlan
Laidlaw Foundation
365 Bloor St. E., Ste. 2000
Toronto, ON
M4W 3L4

Dear Bruce and Shona:

Re: Project Proposal by the Canadian Environmental Network Toxics Caucus towards a Three-
Year Review of the Canadian Environmental Protection Act, 1999

As a follow-up to your conversation with Fe de Leon, Researcher with the Canadian Environmental
Law Association last. Thursday October 17, 2002, I am please to submit on behalf of the Canadian
Environmental Network Toxics Caucus, a proposal towards "A Three-Year Review of the Canadian
Environmental Protection Act, 1999."

The total amount requested from the Laidlaw Foundation to undertake the activities through this proposal
is $26,450.00. It is part of a larger effort to secure $55,200.00. As you know, the member organizations
of the Toxics Caucus have been monitoring and responding to the proposals by the federal government on
many issues contained in the Canadian Environmental Protection Act. Over the past eight years, the
Laidlaw Foundation has been instrumental in providing support to many of these initiatives (both research
and outreach activities) that promote the elimination to toxic substances in Canada. We hope the Foundation
will agree that the involvement of the Toxics Caucus on CEPA to date has resulted in several significant
improvements in Canada's law on toxic substances. With this proposal, we hope this level of participation
continues.

If you require additional information, please contact Derek Stack, CEN National Coordinator at 613-728-
9810 ext. 22.

Thank you for your consideration.

Yours truly,
C_(

?cc

Brigitte Gagne
National Director

c.c. Paul Muldoon, CELA; CEN Toxics Caucus steering committee

300-945 Wellington . Ottawa, ON Canada . MY 2X5
(6 13) 728-9810 -+x(613) 728-2963 info@cen-rce.org www.cen-rce.org
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A Three-Year Review of the Canadian Environmental Protection Act:: A Proposal by the CEN Toxics Caucus

Project Proposal Summary

Background

In 1999, Canada's premier law addressing toxic substances and other related issues, the
Canadian Environmental Protection Act (CEPA), was passed into law. Member groups of the
Toxics Caucus of the Canadian Environmental Network were instrumental convincing the
federal government to improve and enhance this legislation and, in the process, achieved a
number of milestones. For example, CEPA recognized in law the goal of virtual elimination of
toxic substances, provided a legislative basis for the National Pollutant Release Inventory, set in
place a means to evaluate for persistence and bioaccumulation the 23,000 substances in already
in use in Canada, and dramatically enhanced avenues for public participation, among other
innovations. At the insistence of non-governmental groups (NGOs), a provision was retained in
the Canadian Environmental Protection Act that requires Parliament to review the law within
five years (that is, in 2005 since the law was proclaimed in April, 2000).

Objectives of the Project

Efforts are now being made to implement this new law. The project proposed herein seeks
funding to report on the status of the implementation of the law and then report the findings to
government and to the public. The project consists of an evaluation of eleven specific
components of the law (undertaken by various member groups of the Toxics Caucus), the
drafting of a report based on this analysis and then dissemination of this report and findings to
the public and to government. More specific objectives are outlined in the proposal. In the end,
the overall intent of this report is to establish a foundation for a progressive and forward-thinking
agenda for the next legislative review.

Resources Requested

The total budget for this project is $55,200.00. The Canadian Environmental Network (CEN) is
asking the Laidlaw Foundation to fund approximately one-half of the total budget, and more
specifically, $26,450.00.
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A Three-Year Review of the Canadian Environmental Protection Act:: A Proposal by the CEN Toxics Caucus

Overview

This project proposal is being submitted by the The Canadian Environmental Network Toxics
Caucus (CEN Toxics Caucus) to the Laidlaw Foundation to request for resources to undertake a
"mid-term" review of the implementation of the Canadian Environmental Protection Act
(CEPA) 1999. CEPA is Canada's main legislative statute to protect the environment and human
health from toxic substances. The Act was enacted in 1999 and within its provisions included a
commitment to a Parliamentary review within five years. CEPA 1999 was one of the most
contentious legislative initiatives in recent times in part due to a number of policy innovations
that were incorporated into the new Act, such as the goal of virtual elimination of persistent toxic
substances. The CEN Toxics Caucus requests a total amount of $26,450.00 from the Laidlaw
Foundation as part of a larger effort to secure $55,200.00.

Member organizations of the CEN Toxics Caucus were active participants in the development of
the new Act. In fact, the CEN Toxics Caucus was established initially to focus on the CEPA
review in the Spring of 1994. Member organizations collaborated throughout the CEPA review
process through its research and analysis, coordination of public education campaigns and
presentations to key members of the federal government. Through the proposed project outlined
below, the participation of member organizations such as the Canadian Environmental Law
Association (CELA), the Pembina Institute for Appropriate Development, Canadian Association
for Physicians for the Environment (CAPE), and others, aims to continue this level of
participation to ensure that CEPA 1999 is effectively implemented.

Briefly, the details of participation within the scope of this project would include:

undertaking an analysis of the implementation activities undertaken to date under CEPA
1999,
networking with other environmental and health organizations on related CEPA issues; and
building a foundation to produce public outreach material related to CEPA 1999.

The findings from the research and analysis exercise would be used to communicate to the
Canadian public in a variety of ways. The timing of this proposal is of critical importance to
public interest organizations whose work focuses on the protection of human health and the
environment. While the next review of CEPA is required to take place in 2005, this proposal is
focused on a mid-term review of CEPA 1999. Currently, the federal government has not
announced that such a review exercise on CEPA will be undertaken, therefore making the
proposed project more relevant and timely.

The analysis from this mid-term review will assess how effective the federal government has
been up until this point in implementing some of the critical components of the Act. For
example, determining how the precautionary principle has been operationalized, whether the
government eliminated the worst toxic substances used in Canada, or assessing whether the
public has better access and participation in the decision making process related to
environmental matters, and what impact has CEPA 1999 had on other federal. legislation
affecting environmental and human health. A response to these matters, and others under

A Three-Year Review of the Canadian Environmental Protection Act:: A Proposal by the CEN Toxics Caucus 

Overview 

This project proposal is being submitted by the The Canadian Environmental Network Toxics 
Caucus (CEN Toxics Caucus) to the Laidlaw Foundation to request for resources to undertake a 
"mid-term" review of the implementation of the Canadian Environmental Protection Act 
(CEPA) 1999. CEPA is Canada's main legislative statute to protect the environment and human 
health from toxic substances. The Act was enacted in 1999 and within its provisions included a 
commitment to a Parliamentary review within five years. CEPA 1999 was one of the most 
contentious legislative initiatives in recent times in part due to a number of policy innovations 
that were incorporated into the new Act, such as the goal of virtual elimination of persistent toxic 
substances. The CEN Toxics Caucus requests a total amount of $26,450.00 from the Laidlaw 
Foundation as part of a larger effort to secure $55,200.00. 

Member organizations of the CEN Toxics Caucus were active participants in the development of 
the new Act. In fact, the CEN Toxics Caucus was established initially to focus on the CEPA 
review in the Spring of 1994. Member organizations collaborated throughout the CEP A review 
process through its research and analysis, coordination of public education campaigns and 
presentations to key members of the federal government. Through the proposed project outlined 
below, the participation of member organizations such as the Canadian Environmental Law 
Association (CELA), the Pembina Institute for Appropriate Development, Canadian Association 
for Physicians for the Environment (CAPE), and others, aims to continue this level of 
participation to ensure that CEPA 1999 is effectively implemented. 

Briefly, the details of participation within the scope of this project would include: 

• undertaking an analysis of the implementation activities undertaken to date under CEPA 
1999, 

• networking with other environmental and health organizations on related CEP A issues; and 
• building a foundation to produce public outreach material related to CEP A 1999. 

The findings from the research and analysis exercise would be used to communicate to the 
Canadian public in a variety of ways. The timing of this proposal is of critical importance to 
public interest organizations whose work focuses on the protection of human health and the 
environment. While the next review of CEPA is required to take place in 2005, this proposal is 
focused on a mid-term review of CEPA 1999. Currently, the federal government has not . 
announced that such a review exercise on CEP A will be undertaken, therefore making the 
proposed project more relevant and timely. 

The analysis from this mid-term review will assess how effective the federal government has 
been up until this point in implementing some of the critical components of the Act. For 
example, determining how the precautionary principle has been operationalized, whether the 
government eliminated the worst toxic substances used in Canada, or assessing whether the 
public has better access and participation in the decision making process related to 
environmental matters, and what impact has CEP A 1999 had on other federal legislation 
affecting environmental and human health. A response to these matters, and others under 

3 



A Three-Year Review of the Canadian Environmental Protection Act:: A Proposal by the CEN Toxics Caucus

CEPA, will be important as it provides the venue to scope out the issues that are expected to
become the focus of the next review. Furthermore, this proposal is significant in that the efforts
to engage health care organizations, that have recently increased their role in environmental
policy reform debates could be further supported.

The Canadian Environmental Network Toxics Caucus

The CEN began in 1977 when environmental non-governmental organizations (ENGOs) formed
a National Steering Committee to help facilitate meetings between environmentalists and
Environment Canada. Over the course of the last twenty-two years the network has grown to
include eleven regional networks. The CEN itself is governed by a National Steering Committee
consisting of representation from the various regions. A core staff at the national office secures
the flow of information to the regions and from the regions back into the umbrella network. The
regional networks are also governed by Steering Committees and are staffed to varying degrees.

Communication and networking is the primary function of the CEN. This is best demonstrated
by our caucuses and working groups, which bring together representatives of member groups to
address environmental issues at the national, provincial, and regional levels. The CEN facilitates
networking among environmental and other organizations sharing its mandate: "To protect the
Earth and promote ecologically sound ways of life". As a non-advocacy network, the CEN does
not take positions on issues rather it actively encourages more equitable consultation of
environmental groups in the setting of government policy. For more information regarding the
CEN, visit its website at wwwxen-rce.or<g.

Part of what makes the network function so well has been the emergence over the past decade of
the caucus structure. Caucuses are really sub-networks within the CEN that address specific
environmental concerns, ranging from atmosphere to waste to biotechnology. Caucuses enable
information sharing and joint activity - a necessity given the never-ending list of issues facing
environmentally concerned citizens. The Toxics Caucus is one of ten Caucuses coordinated by
the CEN. Its main focus is to coordinate environmental and health organizations working on the
management of toxic substances in Canada. Currently, the Caucus focuses on activities related
to the implementation of CEPA 1999 and the development of an international treaty on persistent
organic pollutants. To obtain more information on the Caucus's recent activities, visit the Toxics
Caucus website: wwwxeiaxa. toxicsitoxic index.litrn#caucus (maintained as part of the CELA
website).

Currently, the CELA chairs the Toxics Caucus and provides some critical coordinating functions.
Under this proposal, CELA have an active role in completing the project deliverables. Please
refer to sections outlining the workplan and proposed budget.

The Canadian Environmental Law Association

CELA is a non-profit, public interest organization established in 1970 to use existing laws to
protect the environment and to advocate environmental law reforms. It is also a free legal
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advisory clinic for the public, representing citizens or citizens' groups who are otherwise unable
to afford legal assistance at hearings and in courts.

CELA has had a long standing interest in the regulation of toxic substances in Canada.
Currently, CELA has a number of projects focused on the management of toxic substances under
its Children's Health Project (which has received support from the LaidlaW Foundation since its
inception in 1999) and through PollutionWatch, a website designed jointly with Environmental
Defence Canada and the Canadian Institute for Environmental Law and Policy to provide access
to pollution and health effects data to communities across Canada.

CELA has been the chair of the Toxics Caucus of the CEN for many years. In its capacity as
chair, CELA assists in activities undertaken by CEN and member organizations to identify and
secure resources that will assist the work of the member organizations working on toxic
substances. In addition, CELA also takes an active role in the research and network activities
undertaken by the Toxics Caucus on these matters. CELA is supportive of the proposal put
forth.

Background to the Issue

For the past decade, the impact of toxic substances on human health and the environment has
continued to gain attention. Substances that persist in the environment and bioaccumulate are of
particular concern because they're known or suspected impacts in wildlife or human health range
from cancer to subtle, but clear, adverse behaviourial changes. The evidence demonstrating
these impacts is growing. However, the challenge of controlling these substances is that many of
these substances are intricately connected to the lives of Canadians. For example, brominated
flame retardants, a group of substances used to reduce flammability of plastics in electronic
equipment (i.e., computer equipments), are of concern to the public as electronic equipment is
replaced and the issue of safe disposal and management of these substances begins to mount.
As well the concerns over the formation of dioxins continues. Dioxins, one of the most harmful
substances known, is a product of burning certain plastics, which are used extensively in many
aspects of Canadian life.

The legal efforts to address toxic substances can be traced back to the 1978 Great Lakes Water
Quality Agreement. In that Agreement, there is a goal to "virtually eliminate" the discharge of
persistant toxic substances. The 1986 Municipal Industrial Strategy for Abatement (MISA)
program in Ontario developed a new set of water quality standards for industrial discharges that
had a goal of "virtual elimination." In 1995, the federal government announced the "Toxic
Substances Management Policy" (TSMP) that was to be a government-wide approach to
controlling toxic substances based on a two track approach to the issue. Under TSMP, Track 1
substances, which meet certain criteria for persistance and bioaccumulation, are slated for virtual
elimination while other substances are placed on the more elusive path under Track 2.

The TSMP policy set the tone for the debate on toxic substances during the Parliamentary
Review of CEPA. CEPA was first enacted in 1988 with a legislative review required within five
years. That review commenced in 1994 with Parliamentary Hearings in 1995 and 1998. The
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new Act was eventually enacted in 1999 and proclaimed into force in April of 2000. Theprovision in CEPA 1999 calls for the next parliamentary review within five years.

The enactment of CEPA 1999 has been said to be one of the most contentious and difficultprocesses in the history of Parliament. The legislative hearings still hold the record for the mostnumber of amendments to a bill during the legislative committee process. This level ofcontention perhaps should not be too surprising. Public interest groups throughout Canadacommenced in-depth research and organized efforts in 1994 and published a 300 page
background document to the issues that require attention during the review process. To
supplement the research and analysis undertaken by the public interest groups, great efforts wereundertaken to engage the general public through the development of a website and sponsorshipof several key public outreach campaigns focused on the need to regulate toxic substances inCanada.

Further fuelling the debate around CEPA, industry also established its own campaign both withingovernment and the public. As one industry spokesperson noted, "this was war." The debatewithin government itself, especially between Industry Canada, Natural Resources Canada andEnvironment Canada, was perhaps as intense as any other issue. The debate crystallized in 1999when the Standing Committee on the Environment and Sustainable Development submitted itsreport and amendment to Parliament for Third Reading. The report (in the form of an amendedbill) was rejected in favour of a "watered down" version of the bill.

Upon reflection of the review process, it is not surprising that the various stakeholders took boththe process and the bill so seriously. The review process brought many issues to the forefront inthe Canadian policy reform process. A number of important policy decisions surrounding
environmental protection would have both implications for domestic law (such as what authoritywould be given to the Environment Minister) and international law (that is, what position wouldCanada take in negotiating what was then a proposed treaty on persistent organic pollutants).Some of the policy issues included:

• Should the overriding goal to address persistent toxic substances be "virtual
elimination"?

• How should virtual elimination be defined?
• How should the 23,000 substances currently found in commerce in Canada be

assessed?
• Should pollution prevention be incorporated into law and if so how?
• How should pollution prevention be defined?
• How should risk based assessments be undertaken?
• Should the legislation recognize the Precautionary Principle and weight of evidenceapproach?
• Should the National Pollutant Release Inventory be given a legislative mandate?
• Should public participation measures be enhanced. including the need for a public

electronic, registry?
• Should citizens be given the right to sue for violations of the Act?
• Should there be new provisions for environmental emergencies?
• How should CEPA relate to releases of the products of biotechnology?

A Three-Year Review of the Canadian Environmental Protection Act:: A Proposal by the CEN Toxics Caucus 

new Act was eventually enacted in 1999 and proclaimed into force in April of 2000. The provision in CEP A 1999 calls for the next parliamentary review within five years. 

The enactment of CEP A 1999 has been said to be one of the most contentious and difficult 
processes in the history of Parliament. The legislative hearings still hold the record for the most number of amendments to a bill during the legislative committee process. This level of 
contention perhaps should not be too surprising. Public interest groups throughout Canada 
commenced in-depth research and organized efforts in 1994 and published a 300 page 
background document to the issues that require attention during the review process. To 
supplement the research and analysis undertaken by the public interest groups, great efforts were undertaken to engage the general public through the development of a website and sponsorship of several key public outreach campaigns focused on the need to regulate toxic substances in Canada. 

Further fuelling the debate around CEP A, industry also established its own campaign both within government and the public. As one industry spokesperson noted, "this was war." The debate within government itself, especially between Industry Canada, Natural Resources Canada and Environment Canada, was perhaps as intense as any other issue. The debate crystallized in 1999 when the Standing Committee on the Environment and Sustainable Development submitted its report and amendment to Parliament for Third Reading. The report (in the form of an amended bill) was rejected in favour ofa "watered down" version of the bill. 

Upon reflection of the review process, it is not surprising that the various stakeholders took both the process and the bill so seriously. The review process brought many issues to the forefront in the Canadian policy reform process. A number of important policy decisions surrounding environmental protection would have both implications for domestic law (such as what authority would be given to the Environment Minister) and international law (that is, what position would Canada take in negotiating what was then a proposed treaty on persistent organic pollutants). Some of the policy issues included: 

• Should the overriding goal to address persistent toxic substances be "virtual 
elimination"? 

• How should virtual elimination be defined? 
• How should the 23,000 substances currently found in commerce in Canada be 

assessed? 
• Should pollution prevention be incorporated into law and if so how? 
• How should pollution prevention be defined? 
• How should risk based assessments be undertaken? 
• Should the legislation recognize the Precautionary Principle and weight of evidence approach? 
• Should the National Pollutant Release Inventory be given a legislative mandate? 
• Should public participation measures be enhanced. including the need for a public 

electronic. registry? 
• Should citizens be given the right to sue for violations of the Act? 
• Should there be new provisions for environmental emergencies? 
• How should CEPA relate to releases of the products of biotechnology? 

6 



A Three-Year Review of the Canadian Environmental Protection Act:: A Proposal by the CEN Toxics Caucus

Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants. Or assessing how the Canada-wide Standard
setting process on toxic substances meet the objectives of CEPA 1999.

The efforts demonstrated by members of the Caucus on CEPA would be significantly reduced
had it not been for the support that it has received from the Laidlaw Foundation over the past
eight years. This level of support has provided the Caucus the ability to continue its policy
reform activities on many of the issues, establish important relationships with stakeholders from
the health care community, prepare responses to the proposals made by the federal government
and organize some unique events (i.e., website focused on public campaign on CEPA, testing
levels of toxic substances in food, etc.). These past activities have had some impact on keeping
the toxic agenda alive within the parliamentary arena.

Since the work of the Caucus is to promote a legislative agenda focused on the protection of
human health and environment from toxic substances, the proposed project represents a critical
component in its workplan. The opportunity to assess the efforts of the current government on
implementing CEPA may provide the environmental and health community the foundation to
advocate for more stringent regulations on toxic substances. Further, this effort not only ensures
that the momentum from the environmental and health community continues towards the next
review process but it is also timely in that other networks, such as those focused on Children's
health and environment, represent opportunities for networking on these issues.

Project Objectives

The objectives of this mid-term review on CEPA 1999 can be described as follows:

1. Undertake research and analysis on the status of implementing eleven specific
components of CEPA, 1999;

2. draft a report integrating the research and analysis in a set of findings and provide
recommendations on how to improve implementation of the law;

3. develop a peer review process to ensure accuracy and balance on issues related to
CEPA. This process will ensure that there is a "reality check" on the analysis
undertaken by the project team; and

4. develop a public outreach plan for the analysis and report to both decision-makers
and the public. This includes efforts to network with other public interest
organizations interested in protection of human health (i.e., children's health,
workers) and environment; and

5. release the report and execute the.public outreach plan.

The project objectives outlined above complement the objectives identified by the Laidlaw
Foundation in its Environment Program. The activities to be undertaken by the Toxics Caucus
comprehensively focus on the three issues of priority to the Foundation, namely: children's
health, environmental contaminants and community capacity building.

The work of the Toxics Caucus, currently and in the past has been to protect human health.
Recognizing that there are subpopulations that are more susceptible to exposure to toxic
substances such as children, the elderly, workers, and native communities, the Toxics Caucus
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commits to continue its effort to network with organizations working on related issues within the
scope of this project.

Through its proposed research and networking activities (see below), the Caucus aims to further
the Foundation's vision towards a "healthy sustainable communities" as it promotes and
encourages participation from engagement from other sectors of society in these policy reform
initiatives and aims to achieve an ultimate goal of "minimizing the generation, use or release of
substances known to be harmful to their health."

Workplan

It is anticipated that this project would commence in late fall of 2002 and be completed in the
spring of 2003, which represents the mid-way point for CEPA 1999. As noted in its project
objective, the project team proposes to establish an advisory committee to ensure that the project
deliverables provide an accurate and balanced view. There are a number of stages to the project,
including:

• Scoping the issues
• Research
• Report Drafting
• Advisory Committee Review
• Production of Final Report
• Release of report and implement a public outreach campaign
• Follow-up

The project team (see in Budget section) is comprised of several key member organizations from
the Toxics Caucus who have a long history of involvement within the Caucus as well as on
issues related to the management of toxic substances. These members, as well as other
organizations to be identified later, are expected to be involved in all stages of the proposed
project.

The Research Phase would include discussions on how to develop benchmarks for progress
under CEPA. Issue areas that may find the use of benchmarks useful include assessing the work
completed on pollution prevention plans, work on assessing substances under the Domestic
Substances List and areas of enforcement to name a few.

There are a number of documents that are published by Environment Canada that will be helpful
as the project progresses, for example, the CEPA Annual Report. The project team will utilize
such reports to determine progress under CEPA 1999.

Overall Project Budget

The proposed project will be administered by the CEN, however, the production of the report
will require an overall effort by member organizations of the Toxics Caucus as well as other non-
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governmental organizations interested in human health and environment (i.e., children's health
organizations and other health care associations, labour organizations. First Nations, etc.).

Below is a substantive list of issue areas related to CEPA which require research and analysis
along with a list of organizations with expertise and history with the issue. The total proposed
budget for this project is $55,200.00.

Organization/Contact Proposed budget_
Research and Writing- CEPA
Issue Area
New Substances Notification Environmental Defence $3,000.00

Canada
Domestic Substances List World Wildlife Fund Canada $3,000.00

and Canadian Association for
Physicians for the
Environment

Emergency Planning Pembina Institute for $3,000.00
Appropriate  Develo ment

Pollution Prevention Planning CELA $3,000.00
Environmental Registry and CELA, and others $3,000.00
other Public Participation
issues (National Pollutants
Release Inventory)
Virtual Elimination CELA, Pembina, etc. $3,000.00
Priority Substances Lists Various (Great Lakes United. $3,000.00

Environmental Defence)
Hazardous Waste (including Toxics Waste Research $3,000.00
PCBs) Coalition, Pembina Institute,

others
Biotechnology issues Pembina Institute $3,000.00
Risk Management activities Great Lakes United, others $3,000.00
(i.e., voluntary ro rams, etc.)
Cross cutting issues: Various (CELA, Pembina $3,000.00
■ Precautionary principle, Institute, CAPE, etc.)
■ Federal-provincial matters,
• Resources,
■ Timing,
■ Enforcement,
■ Children's health
Coordination and Project CELA $8,500.00
Management
Production/Layout of Report CELA $3,000.00
(incl. website/anedia and
public outreach of report)
Of ace Expenses (con erence CELA $1,500.00
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calls, long distances/fax,
postage,
Ifiscellaneous $1,000.00
Translation services $1.000.00
Overhead 15% CEN $7.200.00

TOTAL $55,200.00

As noted, the list of organizations above have a long history of involvement with the issue areas
and have been approached to participate in this review process. All have expressed their interest
and support for this work. However, we recognize that there may be issue areas that remain to
be identified or require further details which will be undertaken during the scoping phase of the
project.

Under this proposal, the CEN will administer the contract but the completion of specific project
deliverables will be completed by member organizations. For example, CELA will undertake a
major role in coordination and project management as well as completing research on several of
the issue areas identified to date. Many of the member organizations listed above will be
subcontracted to complete the research and writing components of this project.

The CEN recognizes that the list above may not include all the issues to be addressed or all
organizations working on the issues that have been identified. To ensure that other public
interest groups are engaged in these activities, the scoping exercise noted in the workplan section
will be an important component to review and confirm issues of priority to the Toxics Caucus.
For example, CELA through its own Children's Health Project will coordinate on these issues
with other organizations working on children's health such as Pollution Probe and CAPE.

Request Contribution from the Laidlaw Foundation

The total project budget is $55,200.00. The CEN is requesting that Laidlaw Foundation
contribute $'26,450.00 towards the deliverables of this project (see details below). The CEN
with assistance from member organizations will be submitting proposal to other foundations to
secure additional funding towards this project. Currently, no funding has been secured. The
support received from the Laidlaw Foundation on projects related to CEPA in the past has been
instrumental in leveraging additional funding from other sources.

The detailed budget proposed for the contribution by Laidlaw Foundation is as follows:

Research and Writing $15,000.00*
Production/Layout of Report

(incl. website, media and public outreach for release of report) $3,000.00
Project Coordination and Management $4,500.00
Expenses $500.00
Overhead 15% $3,450.00

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
TOTAL $26,450.00
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*Note: This line item provides funding to five of the eleven issue areas @ $3,000.00/issue area identified in
overall project budget outlined previously in this section.

More specifically, the line item for research and writing will be spent to complete five of the
eleven issue areas identified by the Toxics Caucus. The issue areas to be funded will be
determined by the Caucus at a later date. CELA will undertake the overall project coordination
and management for the project. As well, CELA will undertake to provide services towards the
production of the final report, including final layout of the report as well as online publication.
Each organization/individual identified to be part of the project team will be involved in all
phases of the project.

The proposed budget to Laidlaw Foundation reflects a portion of the budget required to complete
the work. Should the CEN Toxics Caucus not be able to raise the full project budget, the Toxics
Caucus will prioritize the issue areas to be covered and modify the scope of the review
accordingly.

Currently, CEN Toxics Caucus will seek funds for translation services from other sources as it
has approximately $480.00 that can be directed to translation services under this proposal (these
funds respresents funds leftover from Grant No. 2000/54 aimed at capacity building for the CEN
Toxics Caucus. These funds are being administered by the Resource Library for the Law and the
Environment.

For your consideration, please refer to Attachment 1 for the Financial Statement for the CEN.
Details regarding the CEN Toxics Caucus financial activities is available upon request.
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Canadian Environmental Network
Balance Sheet As At 9/30/02
ASSETS

Current Assets
Petty Cash
Chequing Account
Short Term Deposits
Total Cash
Contributions Receivable
Accounts Receivable
AR: 50% GST Rebate - Federal
AR: 100% GST/HST ITC_
Cash Advances
Prepaid Expenses
Investment in Shares
Total Current Assets

Capital Assets
Computer Equipment
Accum. Deprec. - Computer Equip.
Net: Computer Equipment
Office Furniture & Equipment
Accum. Deprec. - Furniture & Equip
Net: Furniture & Equipment
Total Capital Assets

TOTALASSETS

LIABILITIES

Current Liabilities
Line of Credit Payable
Accounts Payable
Accrued Liablities
Vacation Payable
CPP Payable
El Payable
Income Taxes Payable
RecGen Payable - Payroll
Union Dues Payable
RecGen Payable - GST on Sales
Deferred Revenue - EC (Core)
Deferred Revenue - CIDA (Core)
Deferred Revenue - Contracts
Deferred Revenue - Other
Total Current Liabilities

TOTAL LIABILITIES

EQUITY

100.00
69,328.55
105,000.00

174,428.55
0.00

153.97
1,627.13
2,654.21
5,535.11
4,044.69
120.00

188,563.66

63,037.24
(49,066.43)

13,970.81
11,199.76
(9,970.11)

1,229.65
15,200.46

203, 764.12

1,505.42
934.43

3,067.57

0.00
0.00

1,367.35
8,464.98

5,507.42
202.76

1,647.68
(90,000.00)

0.00
172,911.42

340.00
100,441.61

100,441.61
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Retained Earnings
Retained Earnings - Previous Year 82,138.76
Contingency Reserve 6,132.62
Current Earnings 15,051.13
Total Retained Earnings 103,322.51

TOTAL EQUITY 103,322.51
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PARKER PRINS SEEL
Chartemd Accountants

Pro0m Geryerdon

AVDTTORs' REPORT

To the 
Members,

CANADIAN ENVMONMENTAL NETWORK
Ottawa, Ontario

We have audited the Statement Of Financial Position of the
CANADIAN ENVIRONMENTAL NETWORK as at March 31, 2002and the Statements Of Changes In Net Assets, Operations andCash Flows for the year then ended. These statements are the
responsibility of the Organization's management. Our
responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial statementsbased on our audit

We conducted our audit in accordance with generally acceptedauditing standards. Those standards require that we plan and
perform an audit to obtain reasonable assurance whether thefinancial statements are free of material misstatement. An auditincludes examining, on a test basis, evider= supporting the
amounts and disclosures in the financial statements_ An audit aLsoincludes assessing the accounting principles used and sigitificanrestimates made by managetent, 

as well-as evaluating the overallfinancial statement presentation.

RAPPORT DES VftIFICATBURS

Aux membres,
ROSEAU CANADIEN DE L%NVIRONNEMENT
Ottawa (Ontario)

Nous avons examin6 l'6cac de la situarion financi6re du RESEAUCANADMq DE LtNVIRONNEMENT au 31 mars 2002 et les gars de1'6volution de 1'actif au net, de 1'exploication cc des mouvementsde tr6sorerie pourl'exercice tertnirl6 6 cette dace. La responsabilit6de ces 6tats financiers incombc & la direction de 1'organisadon.Notre responsabilit6 consiste h exprimer une opinion sur ces Starsfinanciers en nous fondant sur nose v6dfication.

Notre v6rification a 6t6 effeccu& conform6ment aux normes dev6rificarion On&alement reconnues, Ces notmes exigent que lav6rificadon soitplanifige etex6cur6e de taani6rc a fourair un degr6raisonnable de certitude quant A Pabsence d'inexactirudesimportances dabs les brats financiers. La v6dficacion compr+end lecontr6le par sondages des 616menrs probants a l'appui desmontants et des autres dldmenrs d'information fournis daps le,Esau financiers. E16 compnnd Egalement 116valuacion desprincipes comptables suivis et des estimations imporcantes faites
Par la direction, ainsi yu'une appreciation de la preserttariotid'ensemble des 6tats financiers.

In our opinion, these financial statements prcaenc fairly, in all A notre 
avis, ces 6cars financiers prEsenwnt fid6kmWnt, a musmaterial 

respcccs, the financial position of the Organization as at Egards imporcams, la situation fnancjem. de 1 or on au 31March 31, 2002 and the results ofics 
operations and changes in 

its mars 2002, 
ainsi que les rdsultats de son exploitation et 1'evoludollfinancial position for the year then ended in accordance with de sa situation fiin,ancitre pour 1'rxerciee termin6 A eerie elate selongenerally accepted acwunting Principles. lee princi es tom cablesP p 96n&ale1nenr reconnus.

Chmcered 

Acco=tants/Compiu61es 

agr64

Ottawa, Canada 
Ottawa (Canada)

May 10, 2002 

le 10 
mai 
1002

1755 Col 
irtwood 

Crescent, Sukc 500 
Ottdwa, 

Ontario K2C 31z • Tel: 
(613) 727-7474 • 

FaX 
(613) 
717-371S
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PARKER PRINS SEEL 
Chartered Accountancs 

"fIOfta:aIGIIUoI~on 

AUDITORS'REPoR.T 

To the Members, 
CANADIAN ENvIRONMENTAL NETWORK 
Ottawa, Ontario 

We have audited the Statement Of Financial Position of the 
CANADIAN ENvmONMBN'l"AL NETWORK as at March 31. 2002 
and the Statements Of Changes In Net Assets, Operations and 
~h Flows for the year then ended. These statements are the 
responsibility of the Organization's management. Our 
responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial statements 
based on our audit. 

We conducted our audit in accordance with generally accepted 
auditing standards. Those s~dards require that we plan and 
pedOtm. an audit to obtain reasonable assurance whether the 
Snancia1 statements are free of ma.teIial mi>stacement. An audit 
includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the 
amounts and dUclosures in the financial statem.ent:s_ An audit al~ 
includes ;w~ the accounting principles used and siguificam 
estiml.\tesrnadc bymanagemcnr. ~ well·as evaluating the overall 
financial statement presentation. 

In our opi~n, rhese finmci1l staCCtn£nts ~em fairly, in :ill 
material respl.'.ccs. the financial pOSition of the Organization as at 
March 31, 2002 and the results of its operations and changes in its 
financial poSition for the year then ended in accordance With 
genefllll.y accepted accounting principles. 

Ottawa, Canada 
May 10, 2002 

RAPPORT OES vn,1FICA.TBURS 

AI.Ut membres, 
REsEAU CANADIEN DE L 'EN'VlRONNEMENr 
Ottawa (Ontario) 

Now avons examine l'etat de fa situation financiere du REsBAu 
CANADIEN DE L'ENVmONNE.MBNT 3.1.l31 mars 2002 et les etats de 
l'~lution de l'a.ctif au net, de l'exploitation et des ~ouvements 
de tresorerie pour l'exerc.ice tenn.ine a cette date. La responsahilire 
de ces lilats frnanciers incombc a la direction de l'organisation.. 
Notre responsabilire consiste a exprimer une opinion sur Ces etats 
financiers en nous fondant sur notre v~Scation. 

Nocre venncation a ete effeccu~ confonn6ment aux normes de 
verification gen~ent reconnues; Ces nonnes exigent que la 
veri(lC3d.on soit planifi!e ec exec:uree de m.ani.erc a fouroir un degre 
raisonnable de certitude quant a i'absence d'~titudes 
importanr.cs ~ les etat5 financiers. La v&ification comprcnd le 
contr61e par sondages des elements r.>robants ~ l'appui dc:s 
moncsnt& et des auttc:s el~rs d'inform:luon fournis dans les 
c:tatll 6.n:mciers. RUe comprcnd c:ea1ement l'~va1uation deli 
principes comptahlp.$ sUivis ec des estim.auonz; imporan{es bites 
par la dit¢Ction. ainsi tju'une appr~ct.ation de la pmeutaDOl"l 
d'ensemble des {itars financiers. 

A notre avis, ca ecaLS financiers presentent fidckm.cnt, a reus 
6gazds impOrtant:;, la sirua.tion financ~ de l'organisadon au 31 
mars 2002, ainsi que les resultats de son exploitation et l'evo.Ll.ltioll. 
de sa situatiun financicre ['lOut l'Q;ercice tetmine a: cr.tte uate selon 
le.~ principes comptablell g6lCralemenr reconnus. 

Ottawa (C3.nads.) 
Ie 10 mal 2002 

1755 C'..C'lllrtwcod Crescent, Su~ 500 Ot14Wij, Ontario KK :1)1 • Tel: (613) 727-7474· Fa'IC (613) 127·371S 
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CANADIAN ENMONMENTALsmoN
SxATEM13Nr OF FINANCIAL X'OSITION 

NETWORK MEAU CANADIEN DE VENVXRONNEMLNT
AS AT MARCH 31, 2002 

ATAT DE LA SITUATION MNANCI RE
AU 31 WARs 2002

2002 2001

Assus
ACTIP

CURRENT
Cash

$ 115,960
A COURT T MI&

Accounts receivable
72 140 $ Encaisse

Prepaid expense
84,939 76 655 Compms d6biteurs

--11,940—4.045 Frans pa* d'avance
212,839 152 840

INvurmEATP IN SHARES (note 3) 120 120 PLAMUNT EN ACTIONS (mote 3)
CAPITAL (note 4)

15424 1_ 6 653 IMMOBILISATIONS (note 4)

$ 228,483 169 613 $

I-tABII.T>~es
PASW

cUtzRnar
Accounts payable and accrued liabilities $ 100,541 72 182 $

 A COURT tERb1E
Comptes cr6direurs et passif couru

DEFERRED CONTMUTIONS 44,560 35 477 CONTRIMMONS REPORTftS
Nrr ASSETS

83.382 61954 ACTIF AU NET

$ 2Z8,483 16̀  9

The accompanying nocrs are an integral part of the financial cas tauesits./I,es notes d•jointe
Z 

s font parcze nt6gantc des 6tats financiers.
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CANADIAN ENvIRONMENTAL NETWORK 
STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSmON 
As AT MARCH 31, 2002 

2002 

Asms 

CURRENT 
'Cash $ 115,960 
Accounts receivable 84,939 
Prepaid expensE 11,940 

212,839 

lNvESTMENT IN SHARES (note 3) 120 

CAPITAL (note 4) 15,524 

$ l28,483 

IlABnnms 

OJiWNT 
AccountS payable and accrued liabilities $ 100,541 

DEFERRED CONTRIBtmONS 44,560 

NET AssETs 83,382 

$ 228,483 

10:6137282963 PAGE 3 

REsEAU CANADIEN DE L'ENVlRONNBMBNT 
ETAT DE LA sntJA1l0N FINANCItRE 
Au.31 MARS200Z 

2001 

Acm 

A COURTTERME 
72 140 $ Encaisse 
76655 CompteS ~biteurs 
4045 Ft'ais payes d'avance 

152840 

120 P1..ACEMENT EN ACIlONS (noce 3) 

16653 lMMoBIUSAnoNS (note 4) 

169613 $ 

PASSIF 

A COURTTERME 
72 182 $ Comptes credireurs et passU couru 

35477 CON1'R.IBtmONS REPORnEs 

61954- AcnFAUNET 

169613 $ 

The accompanying notes are an integral paTt of the 6n:mcial statcmerll.5./I.es notes cHoin~s: font partie mt6grante des etats financiers. 
2 
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mm"CANADIAN ENVIRONMENTAL NETWORK IZESEAU CANADEN DE VENVTRONNEMENTSTATWENT OP CHANGES IN NET ASSM BTAT DE L'tVOL=ON DE L'ACIIP AU NETFOR TEZ YEAR ENDI3D MARLS 31, 2002 POUR, VOMRCICE TMUNt LE 31 MARS 2002

2002 2001

NET ASsm
A,CTIF AU NET

BALANCE. BEaNNING OF YEAR $ 61,954 125 986 $ SOLDE, AU DtBUT DE L'EXEMCE'

EXCESS (DEFIgQ.1CY) OF REVENUE OVER 
EXCtDENT (DlrFlgFld(~) DES MENUS SUR LE5ExpENDiTt7REs _ 21,428 64 032 DtPENSES

BALANCE, END OF YEAR $ 83,382 61954$ SOLDE, A LA FIN DE L-E,XERCICE1

The accompanying notes are an integral part of the financial Scatemencs./Les tortes ci-'oinces font
3 

1 pantie int€granre des 6cats financiers.
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CANADIAN ENvIRONMENTAL NETWORK 
STAnMBNT OP CHANGES IN NET ASSETS 
FOR THE Yl!AR ENDBD MARcH 31. 2002 

2002 

NET AsSP:I'S 

BALANCE, BEolNNING OF YEAR $ 61.954 

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUE OVER 
ExPENDl'IURES 21,428 

BAlANCE, END OF YEAR $ 83,382 

10.6137282963 PAGE 

RESEAU CANADIEN DE L'ENVIRONNEMENT 
ETAT DB L'EvOU.mON DE L' A.C11F AU NET 
POUR L'EXERCICR nRMINB I.E 31 MARS 2002 

2001 

ACTIFAUNBT 

125986$ SOLDE, AU D~ur DE L 'EXERClCE 

ExctDENT (DEPIClENCE) DES R.EVENUS SUR LES 
(640l2} D~ENSES 

61954$ SOlDE, A. LA FIN DE L''EXERCICE 

The accompanying noces are an integral. part of the financial stacemencs./Les notes ci·jointes font pattie int:egranre d~ etalS financiers. 
3 
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CANADIAN ENVIRONMENT NETWORK Rf SEAU CANADIAN DE VENVIRONNEMENTSTATMONT OF OPERATIONS ETAT DE L mLOITA,TIONFOR TIS YEAR &WED MARCH 31, 2002 POUR L'E7=CICE TERMW9 LE 31MARS 2002

2002 2001

REVNUE (note 7) $ 992,924 817 717 $ REVENUS (note 7)

LMMi T URES (note 8) 966,243 876117 DMNm (note 8)

EXCESS (DSFICMNCY) OF REVENUE OVER
EXITNDi1Z. W BEFORE Onm ITEM 26,681 (58 400)

EXCIDENT (DLFICIENCB) DES REMUS SUR LES
DgMSES AVANT LFS AUTRES POSTES

OTMR ITEM(

Amordzadon on capital assets (5a53) 5 632
AuTREs POslES
Amortisement des imnnobihsaticros

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUE OVER
Ex MiDrMUs FOR TIM YEAR ►~28 6̀ 4 ~32 $

EXUDPNTk4CMNCE DESO ~ Rl3 VENVS suR US
~' D~PENSES POUR ilEX6ItCICB

The accompanying notes are an integral pact of the financial statemeats./L,es notes ci-'ointes font artie int6
4

P grante des dtats financiers_
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CANADIAN ENVIRONMENT NETWORK 
STATEMENT Of OPERATIONS 
FOR THE YEAR ENDED MARCH 31,2002 

REvENus (note 7) $ 

'ExPENorruREs (note 8) 

EXCESS (DEFlCliNCY) OF REVBNuE OVER 
ExPENDITURES BEFORE 0Im:R I'l'BM 

O'niERlTEM 
Amortization on capital assers 

ExCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENuE OVER 
ExPEND~FOR nmYEAR $ 

2002 

992,924 

966,243 

26,681 

(5,253) 

21,428 

10:6137282963 PAGE 5 

RESEAU CANADIEN DE L'ENVIRONNEMENT 
ETAT DE L'RXPwrrATION 
POUR L tmomCIex TERMINE I.E 3 1 MARS 2002 

2001 

817717$ REVENUs (note 7) 

876117 DEnNSES (note 8) 

ExctoiNT (DEFlC1ENCE) DES REVENUS SUR I.ES 
(58400) DEfENSES AVANT US AUl'RES posns 

AOTRES POSTES 
(5632) AmortisseJnent des inunobilisations 

Ex~l!NT (DmcmNCE) DES RJM!Nt1S Sl.1R LES 
(64 032} $ DmrmSl!S POUR L 'EXlm.CICE 

The ac;c;ompanying notes are an integral part of the financial statemClltsJLes notes ci-jointes font partie integrante des etats financiers. 
4 
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CANADIAN ENMONMENTAL NETWORK
3TATTUVT OF CASH FLOWS
FOR 11Z YEAR FNDM MARCH 31, 2002

CASH FLOWS FROM (USED FOR) OPERATIONS
Excess (Deficiency) of revenue over

expenditures for the year
Items not requiring an outlay of cash:

Amortization
Net change to non-cash items related to
operations
Accounts receivable
Prepaid expenses
Accounts payable
Deferred contributions

CASH FLOWS USED FOR INVESTING AC'nvI us
Purchase of capital assets

NET INCREASE IN CASH POSMON

CASH POSMON, BEGINNING OF YEAR

CASH POSMON, END Op YEAR

2002

RESEAU CANADIEN DE VENVIRONNEUCENT
hAT DES MOLTVP,MWrS DE TRLSORBRIE
POUR L'E=MCE TMUNt U 31 MARs 2002

2001

$ 21,428 (64032)$

5,253 5 632

(8,284) 86 206
(7,895) 828
28,359 21165

_ 9,~ 1501
47,94448318

ACTnMts D'$70?IAITAIION
Exc6dent (dbficierlce) des revenus sur les
d6penses pour 1'exercice
t6ments n'exigeant pas de raise de fonds:
Amortissement

Changement net aux 61€meacs lids aux
operations
Comptes d€biteurs
Frail payer d'avance
Comptes crediteurs
Contributions report6m

ACTMTLS DE PLACE&IBNT
(4,124) 5 53 Aciaat d'immobilisadons

AUGMENTATION NETS DE LA SMATION DE43,820 42 781 VENCAmE

72,14029 359 SYTUATIoN DE LtNCAISM DftUT DE L M=CICR

1 0 $ SrMATION DS L'ENCAISSE, EN DE LUERCiCE

The accompanying notes are an integral paof the financial statements,/ter notes ci-'ointes fontattic int6
5

P graate des 6tats financiers.
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CANADIAN.ENVIRONMENTAL NETWORK 
SrAmmNTOF CASH FLows 
FOR THE YEAR ENDED MAaca 31,2002 

2002 

CASH FLOWS FROM (Usm FOR)OI'ERATIONS 
Excess (Deficiency) of revenue over 

expenditures for the year $ 21,428 
hems not requiring an outlay of cash: 

Amortization 5,253 
Net change to non-cam itemS related to 
operations 

Accounts recei\"ahle (8,284) 
Prepaid expenses (7,895) 
Accounts payable 28,359 
Deferred contributions 9,083 

47,944 

CASH FLows USED FOR INvEsTING AC'I1V1TIES 
PUIChase of capital assecs (4,1Z4) 

NnTlNCUASE IN CASH PoSmON 43,820 

CASH POSmON, BEG1NN1NG OF YE.Alt 72,140 

CASII PosmON, END Of YEAR $ 115,960 

10,6137282963 PAGE 

REsEAU CANADIEN DE L'ENVIRONNEMENT 
ETATD'SS MOUVEMENTS DE TRESOlUOOE 
POUR L tmmRClCE TBRMINE U! 31 MAllS 2002 

2001 

AC'IlVl'Iis DWLolTATION 
Excedent (deficience) des revenus sur les 

(64032)$ depcnses pour l'exercice 
Elements n'exigeant pas de mlse de fonds: 

5632 Arnortissement 
Cbmgement net aux ~ li~ aux 
o¢r'ations 

86206 Comptes debitcUIS 
828 Frai.s pay~ d'avance 

21185 Comptes crediteUfS 
{I SOIl Conaibutions repol't6cs 
48318 

AC'l1V11'ts DE PLACEMBNT 
(553TI Achat d'immobilisarions 

6 

AUGMENTATION NETIE DE LA srrtJATlONDE 
42781 L'ENCAISSE 

29359 SrruA110N DE L'ENCAlS~ DEBUT DE L 'E:XERCICE 

nl40$ SrruA110N DE L 'ENCAISSE, FIN DE L '8XBRClCE 

The accompanying notes are an integral part oftbe financial statemcnts.lLes notes ci-jointcs font partie int6grante des 6tats Illlanc;iers. 
5 



OCT-21-02 13:01 FROM=CEN - RCE ID:6137262963 PAGE

CANADIAN ENVM0NMENTAL NETWORK
NOM TO BINANCIAL STAB
MARCH 31, 2002

1. PURPOSE OP THE ORGANIZATION
The Canadian Environment Network is a network of
environmental groups and First Nations people, whose purposeis to support, facilitate and advance the work of its member
groups to protect the earth and promote ecologically sound waysof life. The organization is incorporated under the Canada
Corporations Act as a not-for~profic, non-political organization
under the Income Tax Act.

2. 81GNMCANT ACCOUNTIlVG POLICIES

REMUE RECOGNmom
'Tile Organization follows the deferral method of accounting for
contributions. Restricted contributions are recoW& as
revenue in the year in which the related expenses are incurred.
Unrestricted contributions are recognized as revenue when
received or receivable if the amount ro be received can be
reasonably estimated and collection is reasonably assured.
Unrestricted investment income is recognized as revenue whenearned.

CAPMAL ASSET5
Capital risers are recorded at cost. Amortization is provided on
R diminishing balance basis as follows:

Computer equipment 30%
Furniture and equipment 20%

3. INVESTMENTS YN SIAM
The organization has invested in shares in a credit union.

4. CAPITAL Assm

ACCUMULATED
AMORMATIOw

COST/ AmmT=M MqT
coot CUMUL9

Rl~ SEAU CAN,ADIEN DE ,'ENV 0NNEMENT
NOTES APF19RBN1'Es AUX 9TATs MiMCMRs
LE 31MARs 2002

I. BUT DE L'ORGANISATION
Le R6seau canadien de l'environnement est un rEseau formb degrouPes environncmeut aux et de gees des Prelniieres nationsdone 1'objectif est d'appuyer, rendre plus facile et faire progresserle travail de ses groupes membres lorsqu it S'. *t de la protectionde la w= ainsi que fake valoir des modes de vie
6cologiquement rains. Vorganisme a kd constitui en personae
morale en vertu de la Loi sur 6 corporactwu carw&enms, et it estune organisation, non politique i but non lucrarif selon la
ddfinirkm pr6vuc darts la Loi de 1*6c sur le revenu.

2. CONVMMONS COWTABLPs AKPOATAMM

C0MFrABIUSA'n0N DE REVENU
L'or8auisation utilise la mEthode comptable Bite du report en 

cc
qui a trait aux contributions. Les contributions assortfes de
restriction sort inscrites au revenu de 1'ann6e du d6fraiementdes d6penses connotes. Les contributions qui me comportent
Pas de restnenon sonc porches au revenu lorsque cellesci sons
revues ou 3 recevoir lorsque la sommc i recevoir pent fairel'objet dune estialation raisonnable et que la perception en est
caisonnablemcnt certain. Le revenu de placement ne portentpas restriction est d&lar6 en taro que revenu lorsque gage&

1MMOBUlSA11ONS
Les immobilisauons sont d6clarges au prix coutanr_ Uneprovision pour I'amortissement est €tablie la m6thode du svldcd€gressif comme it suit

Mat€riel informaaque 30%
Mobilier et mat6riel Z0%

3. PLAc Ewmgr EN ACTIONS
L'orgar&ation a fait un placement en actions d'un caissed'6conomie.

4. D4mmBR "noNS

NET BooK VALUE/ Nrr BOOK VALUE/
VALEUR VALEUR

COMPTABLE NETTS CoWrABLE NM-M

2002 1001
Furniture and equipment $ 13,314 $ 9,646
Computer equipment 60,923 

3668$ 2 843 $ Mobilier et mat&W49,067 11856 13 810 Mac6riei inCvlmadque

$ 74,237 $ 58,713 15 52.4$ 16 653 S

6

CANADIAN ENVIRONMENTAL NETWORK 
Nom To FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
MARCH 31.2002 

1. PURPOSE OF THE ORGANlZATlON 
The Canadian Environment Netwotk is a network of 
environInen.W groups and Fh'st Nations people, who5e purpose 
is to suppon. facilitate and advance the work of its member 
groups to proteCl: the earth and promote ecologically sound ~ 
of life. The organization is incorporated under the Canada 
CorporatiOns Ac.e as a noc.for"Profit, non·political organization 
under the Income Takt. 

2. SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLIcms 

REVfNUE REcooNmON 
The OIganization follows !:he defem1 method of accounting for 
contributions. Restricted contributions are recogniZed as 
re\7enue in the year in wbi.c.h the related eXpenses are incurred. 
Unrestricted contributions are recagniled as revenue when 
received or receivable if the amount to be received can be 
reasonably estimated and collection is reasonably assured. 
Unrestricted investment income is ret:Ognizcd as revenue when 
earned. 

CAPITALAssE1S 
Capital assets are recorded at cost. Amorti%ation is provided on 
a dimini&bing balance basis 3S follows: 

Computet' equipment 
Furniture and equipment 

3. INVESTMiNTS IN SHARES 

30% 
20% 

The Organization has invested in shares in a credit union. 

4. CA'PlTALAsSm 

10,6137282963 PAGE 7 

REsEAU CANADIEN DE L'ENVIRONNEMENT 
Noms .AFFEBBNTEs AUX E'l'ATS FlNANcmRS 
lZ 31MARS 2002 

1. BtrrDEI!ORGANISA'l10N 
Le Mseau canadien de l'environncment est un reseau forme de 
groupes envrroMement aux et de gens des Premieres nations 
dorul'o'bjecmestd'appuyer,tendI'eplusfacileec(aireprogresser 
Ie travail de ses groupes membres lorsqu'il s'agi t de Ia proteCtion 
de la terre ainsi que fme 'V3loir des modes de vie 
ecologiquernent sains. L'organisme a ~re constitu~ en personne 
motale en vertU de la Loi sur Ies corporarions caJladiermes, et il est 
une organisation non polidque a but non lucraaf selon Ja 
~ prevue dans la loi de l'impc5t sur Ie Teuenu. 

2. C0NWNT10NS COMPTAIsU!S lMPORTANTES 

CoMPTABlUSATION DE REVENU 
L' org:misation utilise la methode temptable dUe dll report en ce 
qui a ttait !lUX contributions. ~ conaiblltions assonies de 
restriction sant insc.rices au revenu de l'annee du defraiement 
des d~ connexe.s. Les contributions qui ne component 
pas de restrlc:tion sane port6:s au rewnu lorsque celJ.es.ci som 
re~ ou a recevoir lorsque 1a sommc a recevoir peut (aire 
l'objet d'une estimation raisonnab1e et que la perception en est 
nrlsonnablemen[ certaine. Le revenu de placement ne portant 
pas restriction cst declare en w\t que revenu lorsque gagnl;. 

IMM08lLlSATIONS 
Les immobilisations /lOnt dedarees au prix coutant. Uno 
provision pour l'amortis&e:m.enl: cst ~l:ablie 1a methode du soMe 
degressif conune il suit: 

Materiel informatique 
Mobilier et materiel 

3. PLAc:m.mNTEN ACTIONS 

30% 
20% 

L'organisation a faie un plaa:ment en actions d'un caisse 
d'economie. 

4. lMMOBIUSATIONS 

ACCUMULATED 
AMOR1lZATION/ 
AMORllSSEMEN'r 

NET BOOK V ALUB/ NETBooI< V ALVEI 

Furniture and equipment $ 
Computer equipment 

$ 

COST! 
COOT 

13,3H 
60.923 

74.237 

CUMULE 

$ 9,646 
49,067 

$ 58,713 

VAlEUR VALEUR 
COMPTABLB NE'ITE COMPTABlJi NIm'E 

2002 Z001 

3668$ 2 B13~ Mobilier ct material. 
11856 13 810 Mat6ricl inful'maoque 

IS 524$ 16653 $ 

6 
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CANADIANENv~tONNmTAL NETwoxK
NOTES To ftANCUL STA,TEMMn (continued)
MARCH 31, 2002

5. ECONOIEC DEP=ENCL
The organization receives an annual grant from EnvironmentCanada, and derives significant consulting contract revenueshorn government and related agencies. At present there are no
long-term fuadrng agreements in place. A reduction or
cancellation by these funding sources would preclude the
organization's continued operation at its current level ofactivity.

ROSEAU CANADIEN DE VEWMONNEWNT
NOTES AFFl`Rz T n AUX tTATS FWANpMS (suite)
LE 31 mAxs 2002

5• SUJtnON$CONOWQUE
L'oggarusation r%oit une subvention snnuelle d'EtrvironnemencCanada et se voit accorder des revenus imports nts.1 rueme descontracs de consultation en provenance du gouvememenc etdes agences connexes. A ('heurc actuclle, il n'y a pas en placed'entente de firaancetnent i long teraw. Une diminution ou
rannulation de ces sources de financemenr empecherait
1'organisation de poursuivre Pexploitacion i son niveau actueld1activit6.

6. Cog
The organization has operating leases for premises and

6- ENGAGBMEN'X'g

equipment which over the next five years
office

have
Uorgsnisaciona des baux d'ex location pour des locatrx et du

annual payments of
minimum matAriel de bureau qui fors des cinq prochatnes =dmcomponent des dais de location annuels de:

2003 $17,165
2004 $ 6,030 2003 17165$
2005 5,640 2004 6 030 $
2006 

$$
2005 5 640 $

2007 $ -
' $2007 -$

7. REVENUE
7. RBvEivv

2002 2001

 Canada contribution agreement
EnvironmentcontributionCIDIDA

$ Sg0,000 600 000 $ Entente de contribution d'Environnementagreement
CIDA contract revenue

 44,696 33716 Canada
COntribution ACDI

Workshop registration
7,563 16 005 Revenu de contrac ACDI

Special events Frais &inscription - ateliers
Contracts and consultations - issue caucuses r Evasnememts gAciaux
and working groups

Memberships 385,330 141912
Cons acs et consultations - coug* des quesriorkset ateliers de travail

Annual General Meeting
6,730 6 680 Socidtariar

Interest - 16 143 Rkunion g6n.Era amluelie
Donations - general

5,109 1624 Int6eet

Miscellaneous
101 258 Dons - en general
,395 1379 Revenus divers

$ 992,924 817 717 $
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CANADIAN ENvIRONMENTAL NE1WORK 
NOTES To FINANClAL STATEMENTS (continued) 
MARCH 31.2,002 

5. EcONOMIC DEPENDENCE 
The organization receives an annual grant from Enviromnenr 
Canada, and derives signUkant consulting contract revenues 
from govemmenc and related agencies. At present there are no 
long·renn funding agreements in place. A reduction or 
cancellation by these funding sources would preclude the 
organization's continued operation at its CWTent levd of 
activity. 

6. COMMITMENTS 
The organization has operating leases for premises and office 
equipment which over the next five years have minimum 
annual pavmenr.~ of: 

7. lU!vE.Nl.1i 

2003 $ 17,165 
2004 $ 6,030 
200S $ 5,640 
2006 $ 
2007 $ 

Environment Cmada conuibution agreement 
CIDA contribution agreement 
CIDA contract revenue 
Work.sh.op tegisttation 
Special events 
Contracts and consultations ~ issue caucuses 

and working groups 
Membezships 
AnnWil Oeneral Meeting 
Interest 
Donations. general 
Miscellaneous 

2002 

$ 540,000 
44,696 

7,563 

385,330 
6,730 

5,109 
101 

3,39S 

$ 992,924-
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RESEAU CANADIEN DE I!ENVIRONNEMENT 
Nons.AFFERsNrEs AUX tTATS FINANCIERS (suite) 
LE 31 MARS 2.002 

5. SUItnON EcoNOMIQUE 
L' organisation rec;oit une subvention annueIle d'Environnem.ent 
C:mada et se voit accorder des rcvenus itnport-olllts a m~me des 
contrats de consultation en provenance du gouvememeru: et 
des agences connexcs. A l'heurc actUelle, il n'y a pas en place 
d' entente de nnancem.ent llong teltlle. Une dinllnution ou 
l'annulation de ces SOUfCCS de flnancemenr emp!cherait 
l'oIganisation de poursuivre l'exploitation a son niveau acrud 
d'activire. 

6. ENGAGBMBN'l'S 

7. 

7 

L'organisation a dC$ baux d'exploitation pour des locaux et du 
ma.teriel de hUTCaU qui 10r5 des cinq prochaines annees 
comporreru des fra.is de location annuels de: 

2003 17165 $ 
2004 6030$ 
2005 5640$ 
2006 ~$ 

2007 ~$ 

REvENu 

2001 

600000$ Entente de contribution d'Environnem.ent Canada 
33716 Contribution ACDI 
16005 Rcven.u de conttat ACDI 

~ d'inseription - ateliers 
Evenements ~ux 
Contrat'S et consultations - comi~s des questions 

141912 et arcUers de aavail 
6680 SoQ.~tariat 

16143 Reunion ~ annueUe 
1624 lnt~t 

258 Dons - en generru. 
1379 ~venU$ divers 

817717$ 
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CANADIAN ENVIRONMENTAL NETWORK
No= To S NANCY 1, STATENONTS (continued)
MAIRCH 31, 2002

8. EXPENDMIM

MEAD CANADMN DE LtWMONNEMBNT
NOTES AP?kUMES AUX $TATS IWANa S (suite)
LB 31UARS 2002

8. DMNSES

2002 2001

Annual General Mewing and reporting
Regional networks - core

$ 6,467 86 366 $ R6union 96n€rale annuelle et rapporrs
Of1`ice - core

240,000 250 000 Rdseaux r6 ' naux -Base
R~srcRent

tes

31,758 40 560 Bureau •Base

and benefits
24,498 21662 Location

Professional fees
al

212,262 234 907 Traitemcnts et avantages
National eying Committee

3,513 3 038 Honoraires professionnels
Newsletter and directory

21,998
14,584

31 156 Comit€ direcceur national
Issue caucuses and working groups
Contracts and consultations - issue

9,271
8 563
15 754

Bulletin . r6pertoire
Comit6s des questions et ateliers de travailcaucuses

and groups Contras et consultations - comit6s der,
Databasseeand website 

aworking
n 

380,770 167186 questions et ateliers de travail
R Regional communication

14,339 3 614 Base de donnges et site Web
Bank charges and interest

6,077 7 933 Communication r6gion2le
Revenue diversification

598 800 Frais cc inEft t
108 458 Diversification du revenu

966243 876117$

8
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CANADIAN ENvm.oNMENTAL NETWORK 
NOYES To FxNANClAL STA'IEMENTS (continued) 
MARCH 31, 2002 

s. ExPBNomJRES 

2002 

Annual General Meeting and reporting $ 6,467 
Regional networks ~ core 240,000 
Office • core 31,758 
Rent 24,498 
Salaries and benefits 212,262 
Professional fees 3,513 
National Steering Commitree 21,998 
Newsletter and direetmy 14,5S4 
Issue caucuses and working groups 9,271 
Contracts and consultations· issue caucuses 

and working groups 380,770 
Database and website 14,339 
Regional cotmnunication 6/077 
Bank charges and interest 598 
Revenue divetsifkation lOB 

~ 966,243 
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RESEAU CANADIEN DE L 'ENVIRONNEMENT 
NOTES ~AUX ETATS FINANClERS (suite) 
l.E 31MARS 2002 

S.DtnNSES 

2001 

86366$ Reunion gen&a1e annuelle et rapportS 
250000 Rescaux regionaux • Base 
40560 Bureau .. Base 
21662 l..oc:ation 

234907 Trairem.cnts et avantages 
3038 Honoraires profe.ssionne1s 

31156 Comire ditecteur national 
8563 Bulletin ~ repertOire 

15754 Comites des questions ot atelien de travail 
Contrats et consultations· comites dC5 

167186 questions et ateliers de travail 
3614 Base de donnees ct site Web 
7933 Cotmn\lSlK:ation :regionale 

800 Fraiset~ 
4578 Oivemfkatioll du revenu 

876117 $ 

8 
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