Election Activism:
Who is The Dogwood Initiative & Who Funds It?

Vivian Krause
December 7, 2017

1

Notice and Disclaimer

This document offers the analysis, questions and opinions of the author, Vivian Krause.
While the information herein is believed to be accurate and reliable, it is not guaranteed
to be so. The author makes this document available without warranty of any kind.
Users of this material should exercise due diligence to ensure the accuracy and currency
of all information. The information contained herein is subject to change without notice,
and may become out-dated and may or may not be updated.
Vivian Krause reserves the right to amend this document on the basis of information
received after it was initially written. No part of this document may be reproduced, stored,
distributed or transmitted, in any form or by any means, without the prior written permission
of Vivian Krause.

Vivian Krause
@FairQuestions
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“Dogwood was B.C.’s response to valley-by-valley forest battles.
But it was never an enviro group.”
- Will Horter
Executive Director
The Dogwood Initiative

Source: https://twitter.com/dogwoodbc/status/538713554581741570
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Outline
This document addresses these questions:

o Who is The Dogwood Initiative & what is its agenda?
o How does Dogwood influence elections?

o Who funds Dogwood – and why?

The questions addressed here were posed to The Dogwood Initiative in September of 2017.
Dogwood’s response is on page 54.
Information about Dogwood’s U.S. funding begins on page 50. Additional info on page 55 onwards.
Information about Dogwood’s funding from Canadian registered charities begins on page 85.
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Summary
The Dogwood Initiative is a non-profit organization that campaigns against coal and also plays a
lead role in the anti-pipeline, Tar Sands Campaign. Created by the Rockefeller Brothers Fund,
The Tides Foundation and other U.S. foundations, The Tar Sands Campaign aims to sabotage the
Canadian oil industry by undermining investor confidence and “land-locking” oil sands crude within
North America so that it cannot reach overseas markets where it could fetch a higher price per barrel.1
U.S. foundations that support this campaign have paid Dogwood at least $2.7 million (2008 - 2016).
Dogwood runs get-the-vote-out campaigns in municipal, provincial and federal elections in order to
elect candidates and political parties who oppose pipelines and more broadly, to defeat any
politician or political party who supports the Canadian oil & gas industry.
Dogwood claims to have helped elect seven mayors during the 2014 municipal elections in B.C.
Dogwood also claims to have helped to defeat eight Conservative incumbents in the 2015 federal
election. In B.C.’s 2017 provincial election, Dogwood helped to make “corporate cash” a central issue
and got voters to the polls in key ridings, especially in Vancouver. It follows that one of the many
factors in election outcomes in Canada is a U.S.-funded campaign to keep Canada over a barrel.
For 2016/2017, Dogwood’s total revenue was $1.6 million, up four-fold since 2010. According to the
analysis presented here, funding from U.S. foundations accounted for roughly 15% of Dogwood’s
total revenue for 2016. With 260,000 supporters, most of whom are Canadian, Dogwood has came to
the point that with or without U.S. funding, Dogwood can influence elections at all levels of government.
1 Source:

https://corpethics.org/the-tar-sands-campaign/
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Who is Dogwood?

Dogwood is digital, young, urban, fun and political.
6

Dogwood calls itself “British Columbia’s largest nonpartisan citizen action network.”
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Dogwood Staff

Will Horter
Director of Strategy

Daniel Powell
Digital Systems Strategist

Dogwood has at least 20 employees including a Director of Organizing and 6 Provincial Organizers.
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Dogwood also has a Communications team of 4 staff, and a Digital/Data team of 3 staff.

What is Dogwood’s Agenda?

Source: Dogwood’s Instagram: https://www.instagram.com/p/BNc8ThLgmdc/?taken-by=dogwoodbc
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Dogwood In Its Own Words

Source: https://www.idealist.org/en/nonprofit/a6a365818884417bbcbe18781361cab6-dogwood-bcvictoria?redirected-from-listing=true
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Dogwood in The Tar Sands Campaign

Dogwood is a lead organization in a multi-million dollar, international effort to stop the construction of pipelines
11
for exporting crude oil from western Canada. This effort is called the “Tar Sands Campaign.”

The Tar Sands Campaign

From the Neil Young Concerts to the White House protests, every organization – more than 100 in all –
12
that campaigns systematically against oil from the Alberta oil sands, is funded as part of The Tar Sands Campaign.

“A Steady Drumbeat of Bad Press” to Negatively Brand Alberta Oil
According to the original strategy paper
For The Tar Sands Campaign, it aims to
generate “a steady drumbeat of bad
press” in order to “negatively brand”

Alberta oil as the “poster child” of
dirty fuel.
If Alberta oil truly is the “poster child” of
dirty fuel, it would be fair for activists to
depict it as such. But this is not the case.
In light of the stringent regulations with
regards to emissions, the use of water,
the remediation of land and other

environmental impacts, it is
unacceptable that a multi-million dollar
campaign deliberately aims to sabotage
the Alberta oil industry by stigmatizing it
as the “poster child” of dirty fuel.
Source: http://www.offsettingresistance.ca/TarSandsCoalition-StrategyPaper2008.pdf
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All these reports – and many more – were publicized as part of The Tar Sands Campaign.
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All these protests – and many more – were organized as part of The Tar Sands Campaign.

Without The Tar Sands Campaign, pipelines would not be constantly in the headlines.
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The Tar Sands Campaign

Anti-pipeline activism has an
amateur look and feel but actually,
it is a planned, organized and staged by
paid employees of Corporate Ethics
International (“CorpEthics”), based in
San Francisco, and NetChange (formerly
Communicopia) based on Saltspring
Island in B.C.
From a home office in a tree house
on Saltspring, NetChange, run by
Jason Mogus, does ghost-writing for
more than 60 First Nations and other
activist groups involved in
The Tar Sands Campaign.

Sources: http://communicopia.com/insights/communicopia-seeks-executive-assistant-0 (April 2016)
and http://archive.is/I35fH (August, 2016).
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Activism or Economic Sabotage?
Back in 2010 when the U.S. funding behind The Tar Sands Campaign was first reported in
The Financial Post, the strategy of the U.S. funders was not entirely clear. But now it is.
In the words (shown below) of Michael Marx who has directed The Tar Sands Campaign
since it began in 2008, the campaign strategy is to “land-lock” crude oil from western Canada,
keeping it out of overseas markets where it could fetch a higher price.

Source: https://corpethics.org/the-tar-sands-campaign/
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Activism or Economic Sabotage?
While there is a grain of truth to some of
its claims, Dogwood exaggerates
the risks and impacts of

tankers and pipelines to the
point that much of the information
provided is misleading.
For example, a tanker is not

“basically a balloon full of oil.”
If Dogwood and other
activist groups would provide

comprehensive & accurate
information about pipelines and
tankers, they would not have a
sound case for a campaign to
sabotage the Alberta oil industry.
18

Hypothetical Oil Spill Demo
“No words, just powerful, 3D imagery shown to unsuspecting people,”
- Groundwire, the company that built this technology for Dogwood

Dogwood put coin-operated viewers in English Bay (shown below at left). Instead of the
actual scenery, viewers get the scene of a massive oil spill, a dying whale, & 500 tonnes
crude leaking from a tanker…
Source: http://strategyonline.ca/2015/05/22/atomic-awards-shock-and-awe/
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How Does Dogwood Influence Elections?

1. Dogwood gets its story out, setting the issue - or a proxy issue - on which an
election is fought, eg. corruption allegations/campaign finance.

2. Dogwood increases voter turn-out, getting voters out to the polls
o Dogwood targets first-time voters in swing ridings
o Dogwood brings in resources from outside the riding

Dogwood Shapes Election Narrative
From polling data and the failure of the NDP’s pipeline policy in the 2013 B.C. election,
Dogwood will probably have known that it wouldn’t defeat the B.C. Liberals on pipelines nor LNG.
Dogwood picked another issue: Campaign cash. The material below is from Dogwood’s web-site:

This is not the first time that Dogwood has raised concerns about the campaign finance of the
B.C. Liberals. In fact, Dogwood first raised these concerns in 2001, more than 15 years ago.
Source: https://dogwoodbc.ca/dirty-donation-deja-vu/
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Dogwood uses simple, powerful messages
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“Elections are not won on facts.”
– Dogwood, May 5, 2017

Source: https://twitter.com/dogwoodbc/status/860524763927658498

24

Dogwood excels at getting into the news cycle (“earned media”).

Campaign finance became solidified as a central election issue when
Dogwood’s research was picked up by The New York Times.
26

Dogwood runs get-the-vote-out campaigns in British Columbia at the
municipal, provincial and federal level.
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Dogwood has 260,000 Supporters in B.C.
As of October, 2015

Source: Compiled from Dogwood’s annual reports and other communications.
https://twitter.com/willhorter/status/866096883705327616
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Dogwood is on-line, off-line and on the phone…

9,000 phone calls per day in B.C. swing ridings
(week of October 2, 2015)
Sources: https://twitter.com/dogwoodbc/status/647237890091655168 & https://twitter.com/dogwoodbc/status/655552691167449088
https://twitter.com/search?f=tweets&q=%40dogwoodbc%2060%2C000%2B%20phone%20calls&src=typd
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Dogwood runs “Election Bootcamp” and goes door to door...
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Dogwood uses NationBuilder, SalesForce and custom-designed software

Source: https://paper-leaf.com/projects/dogwood-initiative-website-design-development/
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Courtenay Comox

Dogwood made 1,041 phone calls, texted 1,115 voters, e-mailed 2,282 supporters and
knocked on “hundreds of doors” in Courtenay Comox, Dogwood says.
The B.C. Liberals lost the riding by 189 votes.
Source: https://dogwoodbc.ca/victory-courtenay-comox/ and https://twitter.com/W2Media/status/868114575337574400
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2014 Municipal Elections
By 2014, Dogwood had 111 teams
across B.C. and was working in
37 of B.C.’s 85 ridings, it says.
Dogwood claims to have
increased voter turnout by 43%,
contributing to mayoral victories
in Vancouver, Burnaby, Victoria,
Courtenay, Esquimalt and Sooke.
The author of the article at the left,
Karl Hardin, is now the
Executive Director of
Digital Communications of the
B.C. Government under
NDP Premier John Horgan.1

1

http://dir.gov.bc.ca/gtds.cgi?show=Branch&organizationCode=AEST&organizationalUnitCode=GCPE%2DDC
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2015 Federal Election
Dogwood says that it helped to defeat 8 Conservative incumbents and elect 32 Members of
Parliament who are opposed to Northern Gateway. Nineteen out of the 20 candidates targeted
by Dogwood were defeated, Dogwood says.

Dogwood claims that it contributed to the Conservatives losing more votes in B.C.
than were lost in all of the rest of Canada combined.
Source: https://twitter.com/dogwoodbc/status/656583273469116416
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Voters Reached, According to Dogwood
2015 Federal Election:
209,000 Voters

Sources: https://twitter.com/dogwoodbc/status/656549252190089216 &
https://twitter.com/dogwoodbc/status/862447572811522048

2017 B.C. Election:
182,000 Voters
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“… Dogwood support LPC riding by LPC riding …”

Source: https://twitter.com/willhorter/status/781225356942422017

“The 2017 election is a first test.”

Dogwood is a key part of
Organizing for Change, a project of
Tides Canada that sought to
“move voters” and Influence
the 2017 B.C. election through
Engagement Organizing.

Source: https://www.vancouverfoundation.ca/grants/search-grants?page=47

Dogwood with Andrew Weaver, leader of the B.C. Green Party. (Instagram, September 29, 2016).
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Dogwood with B.C. Attorney General, David Eby – reminding him that Dgwood has 6,439 supporters in his riding.39
Source: Flickr, posted October 6, 2017: https://www.flickr.com/photos/dogwoodinitiative/albums/72157661224282958

Dogwood with Jameet Singh, the new leader of the federal NDP.
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Dogwood does ethnic outreach & partners with First Nations ....

Grand Chief Stewart Phillip,
B.C. Council of Indian Chiefs

Sources: https://twitter.com/dogwoodbc/status/611247761758011393 &
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https://scontent-amt2-1.cdninstagram.com/t51.2885-15/s750x750/sh0.08/e35/18251845_1886602298254512_6579385543757398016_n.jpg

… and Dogwood does First Nations cultural sensitivity training

Source: Flickr, posted November 4, 2017: https://www.flickr.com/photos/dogwoodinitiative/24444067788/
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Dogwood hires award-winning ad agencies

This campaign mailed out fake bitumen (shown above).
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... and Dogwood has fun, treats people well
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To sum up, here’s Dogwood’s strategy in its own words:

Source: http://thisisleadership.org/community-action/growing-awareness-interest-ages/
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One more thing .... sometimes Dogwood is pretty funny…. #MayTheFourthBeWithYou

Who Funds Dogwood?

Today, Dogwood supporters are as Canadian as anybody. But the funds that initially built Dogwood in its
early years were largely from the U.S. via The Tides Foundation and other U.S. foundations.
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Dogwood’s Total Revenue:
$10 Million (2008 – 2016)

Dogwood’s fiscal year ends March 31. For 2016, the figures are for the year ending March 31, 2017.
Source: Compiled from the annual reports of The Dogwood Initiative.
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Revenue: At Least 27% From U.S. Foundations
Not included here are U.S. funds that
Dogwood has received from five
U.S. foundations:
o

CorpEthics

o

New Venture Fund

o

Gordon & Betty Moore Foundation

o

William & Flora Hewlett Foundation

o

Endswell Foundation

Source: Compiled from the annual reports of The Dogwood Initiative and the tax returns of U.S. foundations.
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CAN$ 2.7 Million From U.S. Foundations
Not included here are U.S. funds that
Dogwood has received from five
U.S. foundations:

Source: Compiled from U.S. tax returns and on-line databases.

o

CorpEthics

o

New Venture Fund

o

Gordon & Betty Moore Foundation

o

William & Flora Hewlett Foundation

o

Endswell Foundation (also a
Canadian registered charity)
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Expenditures:
#1 Program: Anti-pipeline/Anti-tanker Activism
Funded via Tides &
other U.S. foundations

Dogwood’s fiscal year ends March 31. For 2016, the figures are for the year ending March 31, 2017.
Source: Compiled from the annual report of The Dogwood Initiative.
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Conclusion
Since Dogwood began nearly 20 years, it has grown to the point where it can have an impact in
elections in British Columbia at all three levels of government. Dogwood now has 260,000 supporters,
It says, and the majority of them are Canadian.
Dogwood’s initial funding was largely from the U.S. via The Tides Foundation in San Francisco and
other U.S. charitable foundations. Without the U.S. funding that helped to start Dogwood and
build it into the powerful get-the-vote-out machine that it has become, Dogwood would not have
had the same impact in the 2014 municipal elections, the 2015 federal election nor in B.C.’s 2017
provincial election.
Dogwood has received at least $ 2.7 million from U.S. foundations, tax returns show. Nearly all of
that is from U.S. foundations that support the anti-pipeline, The Tar Sands Campaign, an international
effort to sabotage the Canadian oil industry by undermining investor confidence and “land-locking”
crude oil from western Canada. It follows that one of the many factors that contributes to election
outcomes in Canada is a U.S.-funded campaign that continues the U.S. monopoly on crude oil
exports from western provinces, keeping Canada over a barrel.
Vivian Krause
@FairQuestions
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Fair Questions
1)

Funding from registered charities:
o

By its own admission, The Dogwood Initiative is not eligible for tax-receipted donations.1
Why then has Dogwood been funded via at least ten registered charities?

o

Why has Tides Canada Foundation funded The Dogwood Initiative indirectly via
The Institute for New Economics Public Research, the DI Foundation & Salal Foundation?

o

The DI Foundation and The Institute for New Economics Public Research abruptly ceased
all financial activity in 2013. Why? Are these charities in trouble with the CRA?

2) Use of U.S. funds in get-the-vote-out election campaigns:
o

Does Dogwood separate and keep apart the volunteer teams and supporters that
Dogwood develops using U.S. funds? If not, how does Dogwood ensure that it
does not use U.S. funds in election-related activities?

1 https://web.archive.org/web/20060714050147/http://staging3.onenw.org:80/DogwoodInitiative/getinvolved/donate 53

Response from Dogwood
Dogwood was contacted in September of
2017 with most of the questions raised here.
Apart from a short conversation and an
e-mail from Don Gordon, Head of Revenue,
Dogwood did not answer specific questions.
On Sept. 14, Dogwood published a blog post
about the author under the headline ”Trolls.”
Dogwood was informed that its article
contained numerous inaccuracies. Dogwood
then removed the entire article for several
days before posting a revised version on
September 22, or thereabouts. Dogwood
also sent the letter shown at the right.
On Nov. 28, his entire presentation was sent
to Dogwood for its review, feedback and
input. On Dec. 7, 2018, replied “We have
thousands of donors all over Canada and the
Pacific Northwest. Out of respect for the
privacy of our supporters, we’re not going to
comment on specific gifts.”
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Additional Information About Dogwood’s Funding
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Funded by Canadian & U.S. Foundations Since it Began
As far back as 2003, Dogwood has received substantial funding from both Canadian and
U.S. charitable foundations and has acknowledged this at its web-site, as shown below.

*
*
*
*
*
**
*
*
***
***
**
*
**
*

* U.S. foundation
** Canadian registered charity

Source: https://web.archive.org/web/20030417045329/http://www.dogwoodinitiative.org:80/about/history.htm
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The Consultative Group on Biological Diversity
All or almost all of the U.S. foundations that fund Dogwood are members of an umbrella organization,
originally called the Consultative Group on Biological Diversity (”CGBD”).
The CGBD was created in the late 1980s with support from the U.S. Agency for International
Development (USAID), an agency of the U.S. State Department. Initially, its purpose was to
co-ordinate grant-making in developing countries, a worthy cause.

In the early 2000’s, CGBD members turned their focus to global warming and energy policy with a
specific focus on the western states and western Canada: British Columbia, Alberta and the Yukon.
In 2017, the CGBD changed its name to Biodiversity Funders. Each year, it holds an 4-day meeting,
at least six other multi-day meetings, dozens of webinars and conference calls to co-ordinate
funding amongst its member foundations.
The member foundations of Biodiversity Funders have at least $70 billion in assets and give away at
least $3 billion every year. As such, groups that are financed by these funders are tapping into
very deep pockets.
See www.biodiversityfunders.org
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The CGBD: Initiated by USAID, an Agency of the State Dept.

Source: https://www.cbd.int/doc/fin/submission/fin-cgbd-en.pdf

The CGBD: U.S. Government Funding As Recently as 2015
U.S. tax returns show that as recently as 2015, the CGBD is still receiving government funding.
Whether this funding is from the federal or state government is not publicly reported.

NOTE: Blacked out sections are as per the original.

Source: 2015 U.S. tax return for the CGBD

The CGBD & The Rockefeller Brothers Fund & Tides
The Rockefeller Brothers Fund
has played a key role in the
CGBD since it began.
According to this 1987 memo
for the Agency Director for
Energy & Natural Resources,
the Rockefeller Brothers Fund
was awarded a noncompetitive contract to act
as secretariat of the CGBD.
Shown ahead, the CGBD
received government funding
until at least 2011. Members of
the U.S. government regularly
attend or attended CGBD
meetings (see previous page).
Source: http://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/pdaaw515.pdf

The History of The Dogwood Initiative
Dogwood began in the late 1990s as “Forest Futures” and in its early years, its focus was
primarily on forests and “land reform” which Dogwood has also been referred to as

“devolution of control of land” (shown ahead). In 2003, Dogwood changed its name
from Forest Futures to Dogwood.

Source: https://web.archive.org/web/*/http://www.dogwoodinitiative.org:80/Energy/
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Early U.S. Funding via Tides for
Devolution of Control over Land on B.C.’s Central Coast
Early grants to The Dogwood Initiative were for the purpose of devolving control of land on
B.C.’s central coast to First Nations and communities in the interests of “long-term habitat
Protection” and also, to work with First Nations “to increase leverage…”

2002

2003

2004

Wilburforce Foundation is funded by Gordon Letwin, co-founder of Microsoft. Since 2000,
Wilburforce has granted at least US$30 million to environmental groups operating in B.C.
Source: U.S. tax returns of the Wilburforce Foundation.
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2003/2004: Shift from Forestry to Energy
Archives of Dogwood’s website show that if began to shift from forestry to campaigning
against energy development in 2003/2004. That’s around the same time that The William &
Flora Hewlett Foundation began to fund The Tides Foundation & Tides Canada to restrict oil &
gas development in western Canada. Dogwood has received Hewlett funds (shown ahead).

Source: https://web.archive.org/web/20060703002937/http://dogwoodinitiative.org:80/bulletins/opposition_growing_to_enbridge
Source (bottom excerpt): The U.S. tax return of the William & Flora Hewlett Foundation for 2004.
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Dogwood, The Rockefeller Brothers Fund & CorpEthics
Dogwood reports funding (shown at right) from CorpEthics which manages The Tar Sands Campaign.
As it says below, CorpEthics “recruits, co-ordinates and supervises,” and “provides regular

coordination meetings with the original funders.”

Sources: Left: https://corpethics.org/corporate-campaign-experts/ Right: The Dogwood Initiative’s annual report for 2011.
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US$ 260,132 from CorpEthics (2011)
Dogwood acknowledged funding from CorpEthics in 2011 (see previous page).
Of the US$260,132 that CorpEthics paid to Canadian organizations in 2011, the amount
that was paid to Dogwood is not provided in publicly available information.

Source: https://corpethics.org/corporate-campaign-experts/ and The Dogwood Initiative’s annual report for 2011.
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Rockefeller Payments to CorpEthics for
The Tar Sands Campaign
2007: US$ 250,000

2008: US$ 200,000
(plus $75,000 for
General Support)

2009: US$ 250,000

2010: US$ 250,000

2011: US$ 300,000

2012: US$ 200,000

Source: U.S. tax returns of The Rockefeller Brothers Fund.
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CorpEthics Claims Credit for Stalling Northern Gateway
U.S. tax returns (below) show that CorpEthics, based in San Francisco, claims credit for stalling the
Northern Gateway pipeline due to “high public participation” – which Dogwood helped to create.

2011

2010

2009

Source: U.S. tax returns of Corporate Ethics International.
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Rockefeller Brothers Payment to New Venture

“…to cap tar sands production in Alberta…”

After this payment was reported in The Financial Post, this information was
removed from the web-site of the Rockefeller Brothers Fund.
Source: http://www.rbf.org/grant/11393/new-venture-fund-12 as of January 1, 2013.
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Rockefeller Payments to New Venture for the
“Fossil Fuel Reduction Project,” (AKA The Tar Sands Campaign)
In 2012, Rockefeller Brothers Fund shifted from funding The Tar Sands Campaign via CorpEthics to the
New Venture Fund. The William & Flora Hewlett Foundation and the Marisla Foundation did the same.

2012: US$ 400,000
(two payments)

2013: US$ 400,000

2014: US$ 300,000
2015: US$ 325,000

2016: US$ 300,000

Source: U.S. tax returns of The Rockefeller Brothers Fund.
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Rockefeller Brothers Fund Has Been Funding
B.C. Environmental Groups To Stop Northern Gateway
Since 2006, Perhaps Earlier

Source: U.S. tax returns of The Rockefeller Brothers Fund.

70

Dogwood Has Campaigned Specifically
Against Northern Gateway Since 2006, Perhaps Earlier

Source: https://web.archive.org/web/20060703002937/http://dogwoodinitiative.org:80/bulletins/opposition_growing_to_enbridge
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An Example of A Grant Proposal Submitted by Dogwood for
No Tankers

Source: A proposal submitted by The Dogwood Initiative to the Conservation Alliance.
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80% of Dogwood’s NO TANKERS Funds From The U.S. (2012)

Hewlett funding
to restrict oil & gas
development in
Canada.
See next page

Source: A funding request submitted by the Dogwood Initiative.

73

Hewlett Funding via Tides Was Specifically to
Restrict Oil & Gas Development in Canada:
US$ 9.2 Million (2004 - 2011)
2004: US$ 70,000
(Tides Canada Foundation)

2005: US$ 250,000
2007: US$ 750,000
(Tides Canada Foundation)

2008: US$ 750,000
(Tides Canada Foundation)

2008: US$ 3 Million
2010: US$ 400,000
(Tides Canada Foundation)

2010: US$ 2 Million
2011: US$ 2 Million

Source: U.S. tax returns for The William & Flora Hewlett Foundation.
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Hewlett Funding via New Venture for the

“Fossil Fuel Reduction Project” (AKA The Tar Sands Campaign):

US$ 8.2 Million (2012 - 2015)
2012: US$ 2,450,000

2013: US$ 2,150,000
2014: US$ 2,750,000

2015: US$

850,000

2015: US$ 1,000,000
Moving Beyond Oil

Source: U.S. tax returns for The William & Flora Hewlett Foundation.
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US$ 890,000 via Tides for The Tar Sands Campaign
Paid to Dogwood via The Tides Foundation: > US$ 460,000
2010: US$ 65,000
2011: US$ 150,000
2012: US$ 75,000
2013: US$ 100,000

2014: US$ 71,517
2015: US$ 15,000

Paid to Dogwood via Tides Canada Foundation: CAN$ 450,00
(not including $160,000 granted to Salal Foundation in 2015 & 2016)

2008: US$ 40,654
2009: US$ 46,639
2010: US$ 88,902
2011: US$ 136,368
2012: US$

6,763

2013: US$ 117,437
Source: U.S. tax returns of The Tides Foundation and Tides Canada Foundation.
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Tides funded Dogwood “… to cultivate widespread public opposition
to tar sands oil tankers and pipeline proposals …
As shown in the excerpt below of a covering letter on a payment via Tides,
Dogwood was specifically funded “to cultivate widespread public opposition to
tar sands oil tankers and pipeline proposals in British Columbia.”

Note that Dogwood was funded to cultivate opposition to “tar sands oil tankers,” not to oil tankers in general.
Source: A covering letter on a payment made by The Tides Foundation, publicly available on-line during November of 2013.
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Tides funded Dogwood “… to develop volunteer teams…”
As shown in the excerpt below of a covering letter on a payment via Tides,
Dogwood was funded “to increase the number of no tankers supporters; develop
volunteer teams in each area and deepen the engagement of existing supports.”

Note that the identity of the original donor of the funds is not identified.
The donor is referred to as “an existing fund.”
Source: A covering letter on a payment made by The Tides Foundation, publicly available on-line during November of 2013.
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Vancouver Voters Targeted
Some of the grants from U.S. foundations that Dogwood has received via Tides
are specifically for reaching urban voters and blocking oil and gas infrastructure
in the Vancouver area.

NOTE: After the bottom grant (2009) was exposed in The Financial Post in 2010 and
reported in testimony to a Standing Committee of The House of Commons, it was re-written
by the donor, The Bullitt Foundation.
Source: The on-line database of The Foundation Center.
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Vancouver Voters Targeted

Source: Posted to Instagram on July 5, 2016: https://www.flickr.com/photos/dogwoodinitiative/27988373330/in/album-72157668126898003/

US$ 920,000 Paid to Dogwood via Tides for Related/Other Purposes
2009: US$ 102,983
2010: US$ 14,725
2011: US$ 108,321
2012: US$ 163,875

2013: US$ 91,675

2014: US$ 130,235

2015: US$ 172,475

2016: US$ 142,279
Source: U.S. tax returns of The Tides Foundation.
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Dogwood Supported by Groundwire, based in Seattle

In addition to direct funding,
Dogwood has also received
support from Groundwire,
a Seattle-based organization that
builds web-sites and provides
other support.
Groundwire was heavily funded
by the same U.S. foundations that
fund Dogwood: Tides, Wilburforce,
Brainerd, Bullitt and others.

Source: http://groundwire.org/case_studies/dogwood_initiative/index.html
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Dogwood’s On-line Petition Tool Created by Groundwire, Seattle

Source: http://groundwire.org/case_studies/dogwood_initiative/index.html &
https://dogwoodbc.ca/petitions/stop-kinder-morgan-illegal-construction/
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12,000 Letters Sent to Potential Enbridge Customers in China & Korea

With support from Groundwire,
Dogwood sent 12,000 letters to
potential customers of Enbridge in
China and Korea.
With Groundwire’s support, Dogwood
also sent 646 letters to the Canadian
Environmental Assessment Agency,
dwarfing the usual number of
submissions typically received by
CEAA.

Source: http://groundwire.org/blog/no-oil-tankers/?searchterm=dogwood%20initiative
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Dogwood’s Funding From Canadian Registered Charities
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At least 10 Canadian registered charities have funded Dogwood:
1. Tides Canada Foundation (via INE & Salal): >$400,000 (2009-2012)

* 2.
* 3.

The New Economics Institute for Public Research (INE)
The Salal Foundation (part of the Tides network)

4. Vancity Community Foundation – at least $147,000
5. Luna Trust (via the INE): $82,000 (2008-2011)
6. Vancouver Foundation (via the INE): $110,000 (2001-2004)

* 7.

Endswell Foundation (part of the Tides network, also a U.S. foundation)

8. Glasswaters Foundation (via the INE): $25,000 (2009-2011)

**

9. McLean Foundation (via the INE) - $85,000 (2007-2010)

* 10. Westcoast Environmental Law
* Amount not publicly reported.
Glasswaters also funded The Salal Foundation. Whether these funds went to Dogwood is an unanswered question.

**

All of the above listed charities are involved to varying degrees with Tides.
Both Tides Canada Foundation and Endswell Foundation have equivalency status as U.S. charities.
Not listed above: The DI Foundation and Tides Canada Initiatives Society.
Source: Annual reports of The Dogwood Initiative and Canadian tax returns.
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The DI Foundation
Since it began in 2012, The DI Foundation, a registered charity, has made only one
major financial transaction: The transfer of $120,000 from Tides Canada Foundation to
The Salal Foundation, which funds The Dogwood Initiative under a fee-for-service contract
with Salal’s project called Solutions for Lands and People.
The Executive Director of
The DI Foundation is Don Gordon.
Mr. Gordon is also the Head of
Revenue of The Dogwood Initiative.
This transaction raises questions
about whether The Dogwood Initiative,
The DI Foundation, The Salal Foundation
and Tides Canada Foundation are
part and parcel of a common operation.

Why has the Head of Revenue of
The Dogwood Initiative channeled
funds from Tides Canada through
not one but two registered charities?
Source: Compiled from Canadian tax returns for The DI Foundation.
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$120,000 from Tides Canada Foundation (2013)
Excerpts of Canadian tax returns:
Payment of $120,950 from Tides Canada Foundation
to DI Foundation:
See this payment reported in the
Canadian tax returns of Tides Canada Foundation at the
on-line database of the Canada Revenue Agency:
file:///Users/viviankrause/Desktop/CRA%20TCF%202013%20Gr
antees%20DI%20Foundation%20$120,950.webarchive

Payment of $120,000 from The DI Foundation to
The Salal Foundation:
See this payment reported in the
Canadian tax returns of DI Foundation at the on-line
database of the Canada Revenue Agency:
http://www.cra-arc.gc.ca/ebci/haip/srch/t3010form23giftseng.action?b=841753882RR0001&fpe=2013-1231&n=DI+Foundation&r=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.craarc.gc.ca%3A80%2Febci%2Fhaip%2Fsrch%2Ft3010form23eng.action%3Fb%3D841753882RR0001%26amp%3Bfpe%3D2013-1231%26amp%3Bn%3DDI%2BFoundation%26amp%3Br%3Dhttp%253A%252F%252Fwww.cra
-arc.gc.ca%253A80%252Febci%252Fhaip%252Fsrch%252Fbasicsearchresulteng.action%253Fk%253D%252522di%252Bfoundation%252522%2526amp%253Bs%253Dre
gistered%2526amp%253Bp%253D1%2526amp%253Bb%253Dtrue
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Dogwood & Vancity
As far back as 2001, Vancity assisted Dogwood with financing to purchase a
heritage house in Victoria to use as an office.

In 2012, Vancity Community Foundation also paid Dogwood $100,000 for a “real estate acquisition.”
Vancity Community Foundation also granted $47,745 for other purposes including legal costs.
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Vancity & Tides
Court filings indicate that in 2009, Vancity Credit Union entered into a $10 million dollar deal with
David Berge, the chairman and founder of Underdog Foundation, a U.S. charitable foundation that is
a “related entity” of The Tides Foundation. Some of the details of this deal came to light in a wrongful
dismissal claim by Berge against Vancity. According to the claim, Berge was fired for his role in
Vancity Community Foundation issuing receipts for tax deductions involving Tides Canada Foundation.
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Dogwood & The Institute for New Economics (INE)
Dogwood Initiative has or has had ”an agreement with The Institute for New Economics Public Research
(INE) to provide tax receipts for “monthly gifts” in support of Dogwood Initiative.

U.S. tax returns (excerpts below) show that Tides Canada Foundation has funded Dogwood via INE.
2008
2009

2010
2011

The Vancouver Foundation and the Luna Trust have also funded Dogwood via INE.
Source (top excerpt): https://web.archive.org/web/20071030184655/http://dogwoodinitiative.org:80/documents/donationform_cdn.pdf
Source (bottom excerpts): The U.S. tax return for Tides Canada Foundation
91

Dogwood Raised Funds For Its Anti-Tanker Campaign via
The Institute for New Economics
Internet archives show that as far back as 2007, Dogwood raised funds specifically for its
campaign against oil tankers via Institute for New Economics Public Research.

Source: https://web.archive.org/web/20071107072911/http://www.dogwoodinitiative.org/Members/mtakach/Moratorium%20Donation%20Form%20D2.pdf
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The Institute for New Economics
Revenue

Expenditures

Source: Compiled from Canadian tax returns for The Institute for New Economics Public Research (INE).
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U.S. Funding of The Institute for New Economics
Back in 2001, more than half of the total revenue of The Institute for New Economics was from
a U.S. foundation. As shown below, the INE received US$ 60,000 from the Blue Moon Fund.
This grant alone accounted for more than half of the INE’s total revenue for that year.
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The Salal Foundation
Revenue

 Early Years 

Expenditures

Source: Compiled from Canadian tax returns for The Salal Foundation.

The Salal Foundation
was created in 2001.
During its early years,
Salal’s directors were
Joel Solomon and two
other individuals who
are very closely
connected with Tides.
This suggests that
from the beginning,
Salal was part of the
Tides network.
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The Salal Foundation
The Salal Foundation says that it runs three programs. An educated guess would be
that all three are projects funded by Tides Canada: Dogwood Initiative, Canopy & OpenMedia.
On Sept. 12, 2017, Dogwood confirmed that it receives funds from Salal’s project
“Solutions for Lands and People.” Dogwoood has not said how much it has received.

Source: http://salalfoundation.org/#Initiatives
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Salal: $1.3 Million from Registered Charities
In Canadian tax returns, The Salal Foundation reports $1.3 million in revenue from
Canadian registered charities. The Salal Foundation should identify the registered charities
that have granted $1.3 million to Salal and the charitable programmes on which these
funds have been spent. In particular, it is important to know how much funding, if any, was
from Tides Canada Initiatives Society.

2012:
2013:
2014:

2015:
2016:
.

Source: Canadian tax returns for The Salal Foundation.
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The Endswell Foundation
The Endswell Foundation is both a U.S. foundation and a Canadian registered charity.
Going back to its beginning in the early 1990s, Endswell has funded Tides and shared co-founders
with Tides. Endswell has a long history of supporting Dogwood but precisely how much Endswell
has received from Tides is not publicly reported.
Between 2000 and 2009, Endswell spent an average of roughly US$300,000 per year on
”grantee support & education” and “program support.” These funds were provided to unspecified
recipients. The amount spent on program support spiked sharply in 2009 to US$903,804.
How much of this, if any, was paid to Dogwood is an unanswered question.

Source: U.S. tax return for The Endswell Foundation for 2009.
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