It’s Time We Dispel the Myth of ‘Progressive’
Liberalism in Ontario
By Carlo Fanelli
Global Research, October 18, 2018

Region: Canada
Theme: Global Economy, History

The Bullet
There is an emerging orthodoxy, rooted more in ﬁction than fact, that the 15-year regime of
the Ontario Liberals somehow swung the ideological and policy spectrum sharply to the left.
But this is a gross misinterpretation of actual history. While the Liberals did indeed
implement a hodgepodge of policies that might selectively register as ‘progressive’, their
time in power was never about a wholesale repudiation of the Conservative’s Common
Sense Revolution but rather about deepening and extending it in ways that were more
palatable to a public increasingly fed up with the uncompromising and aggressive style of
their Conservative predecessors. In other words, it was continuity, not change, that deﬁned
the Liberals’ time in power.
Those at the centre of this historical re-imagining are increasingly recasting the Liberals’
time in government as an extreme left interregnum inconsistent with the ‘progressive’
conservative values of Ontario. They point to all day kindergarten, the expansion of
prescription-drug and dental beneﬁts, the subsidization of tuition fees for some postsecondary students, proposed pension reform, modest increases to high-income earners’
taxes, changes to labour legislation, and some investments in new infrastructure and social
programs as key illustrations. But these new investments barely made up for inﬂation and
population growth, let alone a reversal of the ﬁscal legacy of the Harris Conservatives.
Through their ﬁrst term (2003-07), modest savings were made through the privatization of
services formerly covered by the Ontario Health Insurance Plan (OHIP) like chiropractic
therapy, physical rehabilitation and optometry exams. The Dalton McGuinty government
also spearheaded the expansion of private healthcare clinics, introducing a graduated
healthcare premium that ranged from $60 to $900 per year depending on income level. But
this was the calm before the storm.
Decade of Austerity
As the tailwinds of the 2008 recession swept across Ontario, the Liberal government
responded with a plan outlining a decade of austerity. The major policy plank of this
program was the Open Ontario Plan (OOP), which called for, among other things, tax relief,
the privatization of public assets and services, and wage concessions from public sector
workers. To give a few examples, the general corporate income tax (CIT) rate was cut 28 per
cent, the preferential small business CIT rate was cut 36 per cent, and the tax rate on the
ﬁrst $37,106 of personal taxable income was reduced by more than 16 per cent, while those
earning up to $80,000 per year saw a tax cut of 10 per cent. Altogether, tax cuts during this
time eroded some $500-million in annual revenue generation making Ontario’s tax regime
among the lowest across the OECD.
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The omnibus Open for Business Act introduced over 100 amendments to legislation across
ten ministries whose stated objective was to create a more competitive business climate.
The Liberals solicited CIBC World Markets and Goldman Sachs to come up with a plan to
monetize the province’s $60-billion worth of public assets. The idea behind “SuperCorp” was
to combine Ontario’s Crown assets, including nuclear power plants, power generation
facilities, 29,000 kilometres of electrical transmission and distribution lines, six-hundred plus
liquor stores and gaming operations.
The Liberals also established the Commission on the Reform of Ontario’s Public Services
headed by former TD Bank chief economist Don Drummond. The Commission recommended
cuts deeper than those of the 1990s followed by the sale of public assets and privatized
service delivery. In following through on some 80 per cent of the Drummond Commission’s
recommendations, the Liberals eroded an additional $300-million in public revenue by
2015-16. The “crowning irony” for the Liberals was that after a decade in power they had
succeeded in cutting the size of government down to when they had taken over from their
Conservative predecessors.
In 2013, amid a barrage of scandals, both Premier McGuinty and Finance Minister Dwight
Duncan stepped down in what was portrayed as a period of renewal. Kathleen Wynne
emerged as new party leader and Premier of Ontario, positioning herself as the “social
justice” and “activist” premier against the old guard. In practice, however, much of the
Harris-McGuinty legacy continued.
Privatization – Full Steam Ahead
Public-private-partnerships (P3s) proliferated, even though the Auditor General found that
Ontario could have saved up to $8-billion through traditional public procurement. Premier
Wynne launched a blue-ribbon panel headed by president and former CEO of TD Bank, Ed
Clark, to advise the government how to privatize public assets such as the OLG and LCBO,
which together bring in more than $4.5-billion annually.
Catching her own party oﬀ guard, Kathleen Wynne kickstarted the asset sell-oﬀ with Hydro
One, which was estimated to bring in close to $750-million in annual public revenue. Under
Wynne’s plan, the Liberals sold-oﬀ 60 per cent ownership stake bringing in roughly $4-billion
in one-oﬀ monies while maintaining a 40 per cent public ownership. The Financial
Accountability Oﬃce (FAO) found that the sale of Hydro one was roughly equivalent to ﬁve
years of continued public ownership.
Far from progressive public policy, it has been tax cuts and austerity that has prevailed in
Ontario over the last decade. Little wonder then that Doug Ford and Co. have stoked the
ﬁres of deﬁcit hysteria given the reluctance of the Liberals to deal with the revenue side of
government expenditures. The reality is that when it comes to the provinces context
matters, perhaps more than anywhere else in the world.
2018’s election saw Wynne herself boasting that Ontario was now “the leanest government
in Canada” when it came to per capita program spending. What wasn’t mentioned though
was that among the provinces, Ontario was dead last when it came to per capita public
revenue, second smallest when it came to the per capita size of Ontario’s public sector as
measured by employees, and second-lowest in North America (after Alabama) when it came
to corporate tax rates.
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Of course, real ideological and policy diﬀerences exist between the Liberals and
Conservatives. But to refer to the Liberal decade and a half in power as progressive in any
meaningful sense of the term is more than just an historical misreading, it’s ideological and
political gamesmanship at its worst. With the Ford Conservatives in power, Ontario has now
come full circle. In an increasingly unequal and divided province, the time has come to
explore what truly progressive politics, and not just those “for the [rich] people,” might
actually look like.
*
Note to readers: please click the share buttons above. Forward this article to your email
lists. Crosspost on your blog site, internet forums. etc.
Carlo Fanelli teaches in Labour Studies at York University, Toronto. He is the author of
Megacity Malaise, and editor of Alternate Routes: A Journal of Critical Social Research and
maintains a blog at carlofanelli.org.
Featured image is from The Bullet.

The original source of this article is The Bullet
Copyright © Carlo Fanelli, The Bullet, 2018

Comment on Global Research Articles on our Facebook page
Become a Member of Global Research

Articles by:

Carlo Fanelli

Disclaimer: The contents of this article are of sole responsibility of the author(s). The Centre for Research on Globalization will
not be responsible for any inaccurate or incorrect statement in this article. The Centre of Research on Globalization grants
permission to cross-post Global Research articles on community internet sites as long the source and copyright are
acknowledged together with a hyperlink to the original Global Research article. For publication of Global Research articles in
print or other forms including commercial internet sites, contact: publications@globalresearch.ca
www.globalresearch.ca contains copyrighted material the use of which has not always been speciﬁcally authorized by the
copyright owner. We are making such material available to our readers under the provisions of "fair use" in an eﬀort to advance
a better understanding of political, economic and social issues. The material on this site is distributed without proﬁt to those
who have expressed a prior interest in receiving it for research and educational purposes. If you wish to use copyrighted
material for purposes other than "fair use" you must request permission from the copyright owner.
For media inquiries: publications@globalresearch.ca

|3

