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Getty ImagesDavid Suzuki is a volunteer at the David Suzuki Foundation and does not receive any funding other than 
what he earns through his work as an author, TV host and speaker, says his foundation. 



 

In “Environmentalists for a foreign agenda” (Dec. 12), Lawrence Solomon once again 
raises the disingenuous argument about foreign funding for environmental groups in 
Canada. There’s nothing wrong with people from other countries donating to causes that 
are global – groups ranging from Ducks Unlimited to the conservative Fraser Institute 
receive substantial money from U.S. sources, and Canadians donate generously to 
causes such as aid to victims of the Philippines typhoon. 
Related 

 Lawrence Solomon: Environmentalists for a foreign agenda 
But Solomon’s claim that David Suzuki’s words come “courtesy of foreign money” is 
wrong. First, David Suzuki is a volunteer at the David Suzuki Foundation and does not 
receive any funding other than what he earns through his work as an author, TV host 
and speaker. The David Suzuki Foundation receives 95% of its funding from Canadian 
donors, a majority of them individuals. All of this information is available on our 
website. 

It’s not surprising that Solomon and Vivian Krause continue to flog this dead horse. 
Both are associated with promoting the interests of the fossil fuel industry, in part 
through denying the implications of climate change. Solomon himself is a director at 
Energy Probe, a pro-industry group with charitable status that, unlike the David Suzuki 
Foundation, does not reveal its funding sources. 

Peter Robinson, CEO, David Suzuki Foundation 
Lawrence Solomon responds: 
The David Suzuki Foundation says “There’s nothing wrong with people from other 
countries donating to causes that are global.” I not only agree, I believe there’s also 
nothing wrong with foreigners donating to causes that are local. Why shouldn’t 
Americans come to our aid when tragedy strikes, just as we come to Americans’ aid? 
Canada’s generosity after 9/11 – whether donations of cash to U.S. firefighters or acts of 
kindness, such as those of Newfoundlanders to Americans whose planes were diverted 
to Gander — was widely publicized and, to Canada’s credit, deeply appreciated by 
Americans in their time of need. 

But there is a difference between gifts that are proudly and publicly given and those that 
are kept quiet and taken with a degree of embarrassment, even though perfectly legal. 
The David Suzuki Foundation in the past, when it was heavily dependent on U.S. funds, 



didn’t trumpet the sources of its funds, sometimes referring to them vaguely without 
naming the donors and saying only that they came from “throughout North America,” 
sometimes not revealing them at all, according to Vivian Krause’s investigative work. In 
2000 and 2001, for example, more than half of the Suzuki funds came from U.S. 
foundations. 

 

Before 2009, Canadian charities weren’t required to disclose foreign funding on 
government forms. They are still not required to disclose foreign funding at the time 
they deliver politically charged messages. My column asked whether Canadians should 
be entitled to readily know if a foreign organization or individual is paying the piper, so 
that people “may be informed of the identity of such persons and may appraise their 
statements and actions in the light of their associations and activities,” as the U.S. 
Supreme Court put it in upholding the U.S. Foreign Agents Registration Act (FARA). 
If Canada had such a law, charities, non-profits and individuals such as David Suzuki 
would have had to disclose the foreign funder whenever the cause represented could be 
judged “political propaganda” (the law uses “propaganda” in the non-pejorative sense), 
whether they were acting as volunteers or not. Even according to the laws of our land as 
interpreted by Canada Revenue Agency, volunteer spokesmen are treated as 
representatives of the charity they work for. Lest anyone who didn’t read my original 
column draw an incorrect inference from Suzuki’s Peter Robinson, in my column I had 
nothing but praise for David Suzuki, the individual. Until he resigned to form his own 
foundation, Dr. Suzuki was a valuable director of the Energy Probe Research 
Foundation, especially helpful with our Third World work. 

Robinson impugns Energy Probe’s integrity, perhaps inadvertently, by suggesting that 
our positions on global warming and energy come of a desire to promote the fossil fuel 
industry. To the contrary, our positions – and we would welcome a debate on this with 
anyone at the David Suzuki Foundation, including Dr. Suzuki – stem from science 
showing that carbon dioxide is benign or beneficial. In contrast, renewables, when 
promoted at today’s large-scale, can cause immense environmental harm. Energy 
Probe’s interest is in promoting a sustainable society, not in promoting the fossil fuel 
industry. We have probably helped stop more ill-advised fossil fuel projects than any 
other Canadian organization, starting with our successful campaign against the 
Mackenzie Valley Pipeline in the 1970s. 



As for our funding, Energy Probe has received no donations from the fossil fuel industry 
since 1982, when Energy Probe helped stop the $13.5-billion Alsands tar sands project 
(prior to then, oil companies had donated a total of some $10,000-$15,000 to us to 
promote energy conservation). No corporation, union, government or foundation has 
ever supported Energy Probe’s global warming work. 

Lawrence Solomon is executive director of Toronto-based Energy 
Probe.LawrenceSolomon@nextcity.com 
 


