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Thank you for the opportunity to speak. My name is Jason Haslam; I'm an associate 
professor at Dalhousie, President of the Association of Canadian College and University 
Teachers of English, and a past president of the Canadian Association for American Studies; l 
grew up in Nova Scotia, and began my university studies at the University of King's College. 

I am deeply concerned that this Bill will not only set back education in this province and 
significantly harm the reputation of our universities and their graduates, but that it will also 
significantly, perhaps irreparably, damage the long-tenn economic development of Nova Scotia. 

Before moving on to that, however, 1 want to quickly address the labour provisions in this 
Bill, that I know others have discussed. It's clear that Section 8 attempts to restrict the right to 
strike, a right three months ago upheld by the Supreme Court of Canada. I understand section 13 
will now be deleted, which is good as it made section 8 even more egregious. But even now the 
only possible result of section 8 is a losing legal fight that would cost Nova Scotia money that 
our government insists we don't have. I also want to say that bringing unpublished amendments 
to this proceeding seems a clear violation of the rights of citizens to comment on impending Jaw. 
The role of this Committee should not be to provide cover for decisions made without proper 
public scrutiny. 

But I want to tum now to my educational and economic concerns. I will make two 
points: first, this Bill actually enshrines a lack of financial accountability on behalf of 
universities; second, the Bill serves to redirect taxpayers' money away from public investment in 
necessary basic research and into the research needs of private industry, a practice that 
undennines both the educational and economic future of this province. 

1) Bill 100 betrays a Jack of understanding of university governance, which is determined 
variously according to specific legislative acts and statutes. 1 Generally speaking, most statutes 
governing universities designate the board as governing financial interests while senate governs 
academic interests.2 If there is a need for financial accountability, then, it is the Boards of 
Governors who must be held accountable. And yet this Bill makes no reference whatsoever to 
Boards of Governors, to Senates, or to any actual structures of university governance. While 
there is reference to a third party verification of accounting of the financial situation, nowhere is 
there a reference to a third-party assessment of how that financial situation came to be, of 
whether I hal financial situation truly threatens the university's academic integrity, or even what 
level of debt constitutes a problem. The Bill therefore assumes the Board's opinion on the state 
of the university is correct; it takes the financial managers' word on finances, not looking into 
whether they are spending the money correctly, and at no point addressing the academic health 
of the institution. That's precisely the opposite of accountability. This is especially worrying 
given that during the second reading of the Bill, the Minister said "a university could proactively 
use this process if future trends point to financial trouble." In other words, no aclua/ financial 
trouble has lo be found lo trigger provisions of the Bill. With respect, that's not accountability; 
that's gullibility. 

1 See Wright, Julia M., "Professionalism, Citizenship, and the Problem of University Governance," Profession, 2013, 
https://profession.commons.mla.org/2013/12/09/professionalism-citizenship-and·the·problem-of·unlversitv· 
governance/ 
2 see, e.g., the definition of Dalhousie's Board of Governors in the 1863 statutes, and subsequent revisions in 1935 
and 1967, and the definition of Senate in the 1988 revisions. 
3 As evidence, I would point to the fact that Dalhousie predicted downfalls in enrollment several years running that 
did not materialize, and that the operating budget of the Dalhousie President's office alone went up by nearly a 

million dollars between 2009 and 2014 according to its own operating budgets, even as the University 
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2) This Bill also works against the financial interests of the province. Section 12.1 (g) and 
(h) encourage partnerships with industry and "turning research into business opportunities." 
This might seem like an economically sound decision, but it's in fact the opposite. Making 
industry-oriented research overly central to university activities has two economic effects: first, it 
reduces the expenditure industry puts into its own research and development, which thus serves 
to transfer public, taxpayer money into the profits of private individuals, something this 
government has said time Wld again they don't want to do. Second, as private companies stop 
putting their own money into R&D, economic innovation and growth slows. According to the 
Conference Board of Canada, Canada ranks 15th out of 16 peer nations in industry R&D, which 
has significantly negative effects on the economy, and it's happening because governments are 
overfunding industry research in universities at the expense of basic research. Moreover, as the 
Conference Board again states, "public [university] R&D spending is critical precisely because it 
is often focused on the basic research that underpins an innovative economy but that businesses 
are less inclined to conduct themselves." By focussing so strongly on industry desires at the 
expense of public need for basic research, this Bill ensures a failure of economic innovation and 
ensures economic and social stagnation. Using public money to turn us into the R&D wing of 
industry wi11 be a drain on our economy; the power of basic research, conversely, is what makes 
Nova Scotia's investment in its universities a driving force for our society and economy. 4 

Had I more time, l would focus on the many problems this Bill brings to the academic and 
educational integrity of our universities, but I know many others have and will speak to that, so I 
wanted to address the government's economic worries, which this Bill will exacerbate. I trust 
I've shown that this Bill is bad for education and the universities it is intended to help, and that 
it's as bad for business and for the future economic health of this province. As the government 
apparently recognized this morning, huge swaths of the Bill simply need to be struck, but that 
points to the need for the government to take the wiser and bold approach of tabling this Bill for 
a complete rewrite after a true consultation with the experts we have in our universities. 

Thank you. 

Dr. Jason Haslam 
Dalhousie University 
J ason.Haslam@dal.ca 
http://myweb.dal.ca/js592681/ 

administration was explaining to students and faculty alike that the library would be purchasing no more books for 
the largest faculty on campus (a decision only partially reversed after significant outcry by students, and the 
creation of a library budget review committee chaired by a faculty member). Faculty and students want real 
accountability: this Bill does nothing for that accountability. See http://www.dal.ca/dept/financial
services/reports/ operating-budget -report.html and http://dalgazette.com/slider /library-budget -cuts-somewhat· 
explained/ 
4 

See http://www.conferenceboard.ca/hcp/details/innovation/publicrandd.aspx 




