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Our	
  MoBvaBon:	
  
Diet-­‐related	
  disease	
  causes	
  real,	
  avoidable	
  	
  

deaths	
  and	
  economic	
  loses,	
  both	
  on	
  a	
  grand	
  scale.	
  	
  	
  
For	
  example,	
  in	
  Canada…	
  

•  An average of nearly 5 years of healthy life expectancy is lost due to six diet-related risk 
factors. (See: World Health Organization, The World Health Report 2002, (Geneva: WHO, 2002).  Esp. see Table 4 in the annex which shows that loss of healthy life 
expectancy due to all risk factors is 9.4 disability-adjusted-life-years averaged for Canadian men and women at http://www.who.int/whr/2002/en/whr2002_annex4.pdf) and 
Table 10 which shows that, in developed countries, 50% of all-risk-attributable Disability-Adjusted Life Years (DALYs) were lost due to blood pressure, cholesterol, 
overweight, low fruit and vegetable intake, and certain rare types of childhood and maternal undernutrition at http://www.who.int/whr/2002/en/whr2002_annex9_10.pdf).  
So, 50% of 9.4 years is 4.7 years.) 

 
•  And estimated 48,000 premature deaths annually are caused by diet-related disease due	
  

mainly	
  to	
  cardiovascular	
  disease,	
  diabetes,	
  and	
  certain	
  cancers	
  caused	
  by	
  excess	
  sodium	
  
intake,	
  risky	
  blood	
  cholesterol	
  and	
  glucose	
  levels,	
  inadequate	
  fruit	
  and	
  vegetable	
  intake,	
  
and	
  excess	
  abdominal	
  body	
  fat.	
  	
  World	
  Health	
  Organiza9on.	
  Global	
  Health	
  Risks:	
  Mortality	
  and	
  burden	
  of	
  disease	
  a7ributable	
  to	
  selected	
  major	
  risks.	
  
2009.	
  W.H.O.	
  Geneva.	
  See,	
  esp.	
  p.	
  17.	
  	
  Available	
  at:	
  hFp://www.who.int/healthinfo/global_burden_disease/GlobalHealthRisks_report_full.pdf	
  	
  Sta9s9cs	
  Canada.	
  Mortality,	
  Summary	
  List	
  
of	
  Causes.	
  2008.	
  OFawa.	
  Catalogue	
  no.	
  84F0209X	
  which	
  indicates	
  the	
  total	
  number	
  of	
  deaths	
  in	
  2008	
  was	
  238,617,	
  20%	
  of	
  which	
  is:	
  47,723.	
  	
  Available	
  at:	
  
hFp://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/84f0209x/84f0209x2008000-­‐eng.pdf	
  	
  	
  See, for example, the extrapolation from published figures in endnote 11 at: http://cspinet.org/canada/pdf/
Eng_CSPI_Finance.pdf which, through crude, is also consistent on a per capita basis with the 365,000 annual US deaths attributed to poor diet and physical inactivity. (cf. 
Mokdad AH, et al, “Actual Causes of Death in the United States, 2000” 291(10) Journal of the American Medical Association 1238-1245, and 293(3) pp. 293-4, 298.  See 
also, the Drummond Commission Report (2012), recommendation #5-85 at hFp://www.fin.gov.on.ca/en/reformcommission/chapters/ch5.html#ch5-­‐o  

•  A total of $5-30 billion per year is lost from the Canadian economy as a whole (avoidable 
health care costs and lost productivity) Public	
  Health	
  Agency	
  of	
  Canada.	
  	
  Obesity	
  in	
  Canada.	
  2010.	
  	
  OFawa	
  at	
  28-­‐29.	
  	
  Available	
  at:	
  
hFp://www.phac-­‐aspc.gc.ca/hp-­‐ps/hl-­‐mvs/oic-­‐oac/assets/pdf/oic-­‐oac-­‐eng.pdf;	
  	
  Anis	
  AH,	
  Zhang	
  W,	
  et	
  al.	
  Obesity	
  and	
  overweight	
  in	
  Canada:	
  An	
  updated	
  cost-­‐of-­‐illness	
  study.	
  Obesity	
  
Reviews.	
  2009;11(1):31-­‐40;	
  Behan	
  DF,	
  Cox	
  SH,	
  et	
  al.	
  Obesity	
  and	
  its	
  RelaCon	
  to	
  Mortality	
  and	
  Morbidity	
  Cost.	
  December	
  2010.	
  CommiFee	
  on	
  Life	
  Insurance	
  Research.	
  Society	
  of	
  Actuaries.	
  	
  
University	
  of	
  Manitoba.	
  Winnipeg.	
   

	
  



Overarching	
  Disease	
  ReducBon	
  Goal:	
  

•  WHA:	
  NCD	
  deaths	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  25%	
  	
  by	
  2025	
  or	
  48,000	
  fewer	
  deaths	
  annually	
  	
  
–  approx.	
  190,000	
  Canadian	
  deaths	
  annually	
  due	
  to	
  NCDs;	
  	
  
–  approx.	
  100,000	
  due	
  to	
  alcohol+tobacco+diet;	
  	
  
–  Approx.	
  48,000	
  deaths	
  due	
  to	
  poor	
  nutri9on.	
  	
  

•  Probably	
  requires	
  taking	
  all	
  the	
  measures	
  CSPI	
  advocates	
  (plus	
  stronger	
  ac9on	
  on	
  
tobacco,	
  alcohol	
  control),	
  e.g.	
  

–  halve	
  sodium	
  levels	
  in	
  food	
  supply,	
  	
  
–  eliminate	
  synthe9c	
  trans	
  fats,	
  	
  
–  ban	
  commercial	
  ads	
  targe9ng	
  children,	
  	
  
–  improve	
  nutri9on	
  labelling	
  on	
  the	
  front	
  of	
  food	
  packages,	
  
–  mandate	
  calories,	
  high-­‐sodium	
  no9ces	
  on	
  restaurant	
  menus,	
  	
  
–  reform	
  food	
  taxes	
  to	
  promote,	
  not	
  discourage	
  healthy	
  ea9ng,	
  
–  make	
  Canada’s	
  Food	
  Guide	
  more	
  persuasive	
  and	
  more	
  consistent	
  with	
  science;	
  spur	
  other	
  

changes	
  in	
  procurement,	
  school	
  food	
  standards;	
  
–  Mandate	
  sensible	
  nutriBon	
  standards	
  for	
  school	
  foods	
  and	
  subsidize	
  school	
  meals	
  to	
  a	
  level	
  

more	
  in	
  keeping	
  with	
  other	
  OECD	
  countries	
  



Heart	
  and	
  Stroke	
  Founda9on’s	
  	
  
Make	
  the	
  Last	
  10	
  Years	
  Count	
  

	
  	
   	
  	
  



Example	
  Campaign	
  #1:	
  
70	
  community	
  leaders	
  (w/	
  8	
  millions	
  Canadian	
  members)	
  	
  	
  

Bill	
  C-­‐460,	
  Sodium	
  ReducCon	
  Strategy	
  for	
  Canada	
  Act	
  
failed	
  147-­‐122	
  vote	
  May	
  8,	
  2013;	
  the	
  end	
  of	
  the	
  beginning…incl.	
  

a	
  role	
  for	
  provinces	
  	
  	
  

	
  	
  



Mobilize	
  Supporters:	
  
Sodium	
  ReducBon	
  Bill	
  

60+	
  NGO	
  and	
  expert	
  supporters	
  (w/	
  links	
  to	
  at	
  least	
  2/3	
  of	
  households)	
  



	
  
	
  Example	
  Campaign	
  #1:	
  	
  

28	
  (and	
  coun9ng)	
  experts	
  and	
  NGOs	
  suppor9ng	
  	
  
mandate	
  cals	
  +	
  high-­‐sodium	
  noBces	
  menus	
  	
  	
  

	
  	
  



Example	
  Campaign	
  #2:	
  	
  
Conflicts	
  of	
  Interest	
  CoaliBon/Network	
  

159	
  groups	
  and	
  networks	
  represenBng	
  2,000+	
  NGOs	
  	
  



Wealth	
  of	
  Advice,	
  	
  
Poverty	
  of	
  Follow-­‐Through	
  

	
  	
  



1989,	
  House	
  of	
  Commons	
  unanimous	
  
resoluBon	
  to	
  end	
  child	
  poverty	
  

	
  “That	
  this	
  House	
  express	
  
its	
  concern	
  for	
  the	
  more	
  
than	
  one	
  million	
  
Canadian	
  children	
  
currently	
  living	
  in	
  
poverty	
  and	
  seek	
  to	
  
achieve	
  the	
  goal	
  of	
  
elimina9ng	
  poverty	
  
among	
  Canadian	
  
children	
  by	
  the	
  year	
  
2000.”	
  



1997:	
  “Keeping	
  the	
  Balance”	
  1997	
  
House	
  of	
  Commons	
  Standing	
  CommiFee	
  on	
  Finance	
  

hFp://www.parl.gc.ca/HousePublica9ons/Publica9on.aspx?DocId=1031504&Language=E&Mode=1&Parl=36&Ses=1&File=9	
  	
  
(only	
  commieee	
  member	
  sBll	
  in	
  House	
  of	
  Commons:	
  Gerry	
  Ritz,	
  then	
  a	
  dissenBng	
  member	
  of	
  the	
  Reform	
  Party)	
  

RECOMMENDATIONS	
  
	
  
The	
  Commieee	
  recognizes	
  the	
  iniBaBves	
  of	
  the	
  federal	
  
government	
  to	
  date	
  and	
  recommends	
  addiBonal	
  resources	
  be	
  
dedicated	
  toward	
  helping	
  poor	
  children	
  as	
  the	
  fiscal	
  dividend	
  
grows.	
  	
  	
  The	
  Commieee	
  further	
  recommends	
  that	
  the	
  federal	
  
government	
  partner	
  with	
  communiBes,	
  parents,	
  provincial	
  
governments,	
  private	
  corporaBons,	
  the	
  agri-­‐food	
  industry	
  and	
  
voluntary	
  organizaBons	
  such	
  as	
  the	
  Canadian	
  Living	
  FoundaBon	
  to	
  
create	
  a	
  naBonal	
  school	
  nutriBon	
  program.	
  This	
  type	
  of	
  
partnership	
  approach	
  could	
  apply	
  to	
  other	
  organizaBons	
  and	
  
iniBaBves	
  as	
  well.	
  
	
  
``70%	
  of	
  Canadians	
  believe	
  that	
  child	
  hunger	
  in	
  Canada	
  is	
  more	
  
important	
  than	
  naFonal	
  unity	
  or	
  the	
  deficit."	
  	
  
``Strategic	
  investment	
  in	
  a	
  naFonal	
  school	
  nutriFon	
  program	
  is	
  an	
  
investment	
  in	
  the	
  future	
  of	
  all	
  Canadians."	
  	
  

Ms.	
  Martha	
  O'Connor	
  	
  
ExecuBve	
  Director,	
  	
  

Canadian	
  Living	
  FoundaBon	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
NOTHING	
  In	
  1998	
  (majority)	
  Liberal	
  Government	
  budget	
  	
  



2005:	
  fed/prov/terr	
  	
  
ministers	
  of	
  health	
  

Federal	
  Medium	
  Term	
  (18–60	
  months)	
  
Inves9gate	
  ways	
  to	
  subsidize	
  access	
  to	
  
healthy	
  food	
  choices.	
  
	
  
Federal	
  Short	
  Term	
  (6–18	
  months)	
  
Allocate	
  some	
  infrastructure	
  investments	
  
to	
  projects	
  that	
  support	
  physical	
  ac9vity	
  
and	
  healthy	
  ea9ng.	
  
	
  
Federal	
  Medium	
  Term	
  (18–60	
  months)	
  
Undertake	
  feasibility	
  study	
  on	
  fiscal	
  
measures	
  to	
  encourage	
  healthy	
  living	
  (i.e.	
  
tax	
  credits/penal9es,	
  subsidies,	
  price	
  
supports,	
  etc.)	
  



2007:	
  Caroline	
  Alphonso.	
  “NutriBous	
  fare	
  is	
  tough	
  sell	
  in	
  schools,”	
  	
  
The	
  Globe	
  and	
  Mail,	
  January	
  20,	
  2007,	
  p.	
  A7.	
  	
  	
  	
  

(74	
  of	
  139	
  139	
  Canadian	
  school	
  boards	
  responded.)	
  

aqer	
  conduc9ng	
  its	
  own	
  
na9onal	
  survey	
  of	
  school	
  
boards	
  in	
  early	
  2006,	
  the	
  
Globe	
  and	
  Mail	
  concluded	
  
that	
  most	
  Canadian	
  
schools…	
  

“while	
  they	
  talk	
  a	
  good	
  
line	
  about	
  healthy	
  fare	
  
and	
  food-­‐educaBon	
  
programs,	
  most	
  schools	
  
are	
  nutriFonal	
  
wastelands.”	
  



	
  
2007:	
  House	
  of	
  Commons	
  Standing	
  Commieee	
  on	
  Health	
  (Chair,	
  Rob	
  Merrifield).	
  	
  

Healthy	
  Weights,	
  Healthy	
  Kids.	
  	
  39th	
  Parliament,	
  1st	
  Session	
  at	
  30.	
  	
  	
  
Available	
  at:	
  hFp://www2.parl.gc.ca/content/hoc/CommiFee/391/HESA/Reports/RP2795145/hesarp07/hesarp07-­‐e.pdf	
  

	
  

	
  	
  



2007:	
  CSPI	
  report,	
  “Making	
  the	
  Grade”	
  

	
  	
   •  Major	
  public	
  interest	
  
•  Some	
  NGOs/gov’t	
  took	
  
cri9que	
  personally	
  
(“Raising	
  the	
  Bar”	
  
moniker	
  may	
  
discourage	
  this	
  
response)	
  



2007/2008:	
  What	
  became	
  PPM	
  150	
  

•  First	
  mandatory	
  
nutri9on	
  standards	
  in	
  
Canada	
  enshrined	
  in	
  
regula9ons	
  



2008,	
  Open	
  leFer	
  to	
  provincial	
  health	
  
and	
  educa9on	
  ministers	
  

	
  	
  



2008,	
  NB	
  legislaBve	
  Commieee	
  tesBmony	
  

	
  	
  



Children’s	
  Health	
  and	
  NutriBon	
  IniBaBve	
  



2008:	
  WHO	
  Healthy	
  Schools	
  Framework	
  
	
  Available	
  at:	
  hFp://www.who.int/dietphysicalac9vity/SPF-­‐En.pdf	
  

	
  	
   	
  	
  



2008:	
  J	
  Larry	
  Brown,	
  William	
  H.	
  Beardslee,	
  Deborah	
  Prothrow,	
  Impact	
  of	
  School	
  
Breakfast	
  on	
  Children’s	
  Health	
  and	
  Learning:	
  An	
  Analysis	
  of	
  the	
  ScienFfic	
  Research.	
  

Harvard	
  School	
  of	
  Public	
  Health.	
  	
  	
  
Available	
  at:	
  hFp://www.sodexofounda9on.org/hunger_us/Images/Impact%20of%20School%20Breakfast%20Study_tcm150-­‐212606.pdf	
  

	
  	
  
…more	
  than	
  100	
  published	
  research	
  arCcles,	
  
provides	
  the	
  scienCfic	
  basis	
  for	
  concluding	
  that	
  
the	
  [US]	
  federal	
  School	
  Breakfast	
  Program	
  is	
  
highly	
  effecCve	
  in	
  terms	
  of	
  providing	
  children	
  
with	
  a	
  stronger	
  basis	
  to	
  learn	
  in	
  school,	
  eat	
  
more	
  nutriCous	
  diets,	
  and	
  lead	
  more	
  healthy	
  
lives	
  both	
  emoConally	
  and	
  physically…
significantly	
  improves	
  their	
  cogniCve	
  or	
  mental	
  
abiliCes,	
  enabling	
  them	
  to	
  be	
  more	
  alert,	
  pay	
  
be7er	
  a7enCon,	
  and	
  to	
  do	
  be7er	
  in	
  terms	
  of	
  
reading,	
  math	
  and	
  other	
  standardized	
  test	
  
scores.	
  Children	
  geXng	
  breakfast	
  at	
  school	
  also	
  
are	
  sick	
  less	
  oYen,	
  have	
  fewer	
  problems	
  
associated	
  with	
  hunger,	
  such	
  as	
  dizziness,	
  
lethargy,	
  stomach	
  aches	
  and	
  ear	
  aches,	
  and	
  do	
  
significantly	
  be7er	
  than	
  their	
  peers	
  who	
  do	
  not	
  
get	
  a	
  school	
  breakfast	
  in	
  terms	
  of	
  cooperaCon,	
  
discipline	
  and	
  inter-­‐personal	
  behaviors.	
  



	
  
2008,	
  report	
  of	
  the	
  former	
  Chief	
  Public	
  Health	
  Officer	
  

David	
  Butler-­‐Jones,	
  The	
  Chief	
  	
  Public	
  Health	
  Officer’s	
  Report	
  on	
  the	
  State	
  of	
  

Public	
  Health	
  in	
  Canada	
  ,	
  (Oeawa:	
  Public	
  Health	
  Agency	
  of	
  Canada)	
  at	
  41.	
  
	
   	
  

	
  
	
  
When	
  children	
  go	
  to	
  school	
  hungry	
  or	
  poorly	
  
nourished,	
  their	
  energy	
  levels,	
  memory,	
  problem-­‐
solving	
  skills,	
  creaCvity,	
  concentraCon	
  and	
  
behaviour	
  are	
  all	
  negaCvely	
  impacted.	
  Studies	
  
have	
  shown	
  that	
  31%	
  of	
  elementary	
  students	
  and	
  
62%	
  of	
  secondary	
  school	
  students	
  do	
  not	
  eat	
  a	
  
nutriCous	
  breakfast	
  before	
  school.	
  Almost	
  one	
  
quarter	
  of	
  Canadian	
  children	
  in	
  Grade	
  4	
  do	
  not	
  
eat	
  breakfast	
  daily	
  and,	
  by	
  Grade	
  8,	
  that	
  number	
  
jumps	
  to	
  almost	
  half	
  of	
  all	
  girls.	
  The	
  reasons	
  for	
  
this	
  vary	
  –	
  from	
  a	
  lack	
  of	
  available	
  food	
  or	
  
nutriCous	
  opCons	
  in	
  low-­‐income	
  homes,	
  to	
  poor	
  
eaCng	
  choices	
  made	
  by	
  children	
  and/or	
  their	
  
caregivers.	
  As	
  a	
  result	
  of	
  being	
  hungry	
  at	
  school,	
  
these	
  children	
  may	
  not	
  reach	
  their	
  full	
  
developmental	
  potenCal	
  –	
  an	
  outcome	
  that	
  can	
  
have	
  a	
  health	
  impact	
  throughout	
  their	
  enCre	
  
lives.	
  



2009	
  federal	
  budget…	
  

	
  	
   	
  	
  



2009:	
  World	
  Cancer	
  Research	
  Fund.	
  Policy	
  and	
  AcCon	
  for	
  Cancer	
  PrevenCon—	
  
Food,	
  NutriCon	
  and	
  Physical	
  AcCvity:	
  A	
  Global	
  PerspecCve.	
  Washington,	
  D.C.	
  
Available	
  at:	
  hFp://www.dietandcancerreport.org/	
  (based	
  on	
  an	
  expert	
  systema9c	
  review	
  of	
  7,000	
  studies).	
  	
  

	
  
“GOVERNMENT…Require	
  
schools	
  to	
  provide	
  meals	
  
to	
  high	
  nutriBonal	
  
standards,	
  and	
  faciliBes	
  
for	
  recreaBon	
  and	
  sport,	
  
and	
  to	
  include	
  nutriBon	
  
and	
  physical	
  acBvity	
  in	
  
core	
  curricula”	
  



Canadian	
  Children	
  and	
  Youth	
  NutriBon	
  Network	
  
of	
  Toronto	
  FoundaBon	
  for	
  Student	
  Success	
  

	
  	
  
	
  



2010	
  

	
  	
   	
  	
  



2011	
  

	
  	
   	
  	
  



2011-­‐2012,	
  	
  
UN	
  Special	
  Raporteur	
  on	
  the	
  Right	
  to	
  Food	
  

	
  	
   hFp://daccess-­‐dds-­‐ny.un.org/
doc/UNDOC/GEN/G12/189/56/
PDF/G1218956.pdf?
OpenElement	
  



2012,	
  tes9mony	
  to	
  House	
  of	
  
Commons	
  Standing	
  CommiFee	
  on	
  

health	
  
	
  	
  



2012,	
  Toronto	
  Public	
  Health	
  
"The	
  School	
  Breakfast	
  Program	
  is	
  a	
  miracle	
  of	
  good	
  public	
  
policy.	
  It	
  not	
  only	
  reduces	
  hunger,	
  but	
  it	
  has	
  a	
  range	
  of	
  
otherposiFve	
  outcomes	
  that	
  advance	
  key	
  naFonal	
  prioriFes.	
  
TheposiFve	
  impact	
  of	
  the	
  program	
  on	
  student	
  achievement,	
  
health	
  and	
  well-­‐being	
  is	
  well	
  documented	
  in	
  an	
  extensive	
  
body	
  of	
  research.“	
  Issue	
  Brief	
  regarding	
  the	
  U.S.	
  Child	
  
NutriCon	
  ReauthorizaCon	
  (2010)	
  
	
  
8.	
  That	
  the	
  Board	
  of	
  Health	
  reiterate	
  its	
  request	
  to	
  the	
  
federal	
  government	
  to	
  provide	
  core	
  funding	
  for	
  SNPs	
  across	
  
Canada,	
  which,	
  internaBonally,	
  is	
  a	
  best	
  nutriBon	
  pracBce	
  
for	
  students	
  to	
  achieve	
  improved	
  health,	
  learning	
  and	
  
behavioural	
  outcomes…The	
  review	
  of	
  SNPs	
  in	
  19	
  developed	
  
countries	
  reveals	
  that	
  most,	
  if	
  not	
  all,	
  successful	
  SNPs	
  are	
  
funded	
  by	
  mulCple	
  partners,	
  including	
  the	
  federal	
  
government.	
  
	
  
9.	
  That	
  the	
  Medical	
  Officer	
  of	
  Health	
  engage	
  key	
  private,	
  
public	
  and	
  voluntary	
  sector	
  leaders	
  in	
  strategic	
  discussions	
  
regarding	
  a	
  sustainable	
  funding	
  and	
  growth	
  plan	
  for	
  Toronto	
  
SNPs.…Key	
  influenCal	
  leaders	
  from	
  many	
  sectors	
  can	
  mobilize	
  
funding	
  sources	
  and	
  have	
  the	
  experCse	
  required	
  to	
  assist	
  in	
  
the	
  development	
  of	
  a	
  sustainable	
  funding	
  and	
  growth	
  plan	
  
that	
  will	
  stabilize	
  the	
  program	
  and	
  enable	
  more	
  Toronto	
  
students	
  to	
  benefit	
  from	
  the	
  posiCve	
  outcomes	
  of	
  SNPs.	
  



2013:	
  Report	
  of	
  the	
  Ontario	
  government’s	
  	
  
“Healthy	
  Kids	
  Panel”	
  

	
  	
   2.8	
  Establish	
  a	
  universal	
  school	
  
nutriFon	
  program	
  for	
  all	
  Ontario	
  
publicly	
  funded	
  elementary	
  and	
  
secondary	
  schools.	
  

	
  
2.9	
  Establish	
  a	
  universal	
  school	
  

nutriFon	
  program	
  for	
  First	
  
NaFons	
  communiFes.	
  

	
  
2.10	
  Develop	
  a	
  single	
  standard	
  

guideline	
  for	
  food	
  and	
  beverages	
  
served	
  or	
  sold	
  where	
  children	
  
play	
  and	
  learn.	
  

	
  



2013:Technical	
  brief	
  to	
  	
  
Ontario	
  Minister	
  of	
  Health	
  



2013:	
  Conference	
  Board	
  of	
  Canada	
  

“A	
  pan-­‐Canadian	
  school	
  
meal	
  program	
  should	
  
be	
  established	
  to	
  help	
  
ensure	
  that	
  children	
  
and	
  youth	
  have	
  access	
  to	
  
sufficient	
  safe	
  and	
  
nutriCous	
  foods	
  in	
  their	
  
everyday	
  seXngs.”	
  



2006-­‐present:	
  Jamie	
  Oliver’s	
  	
  
Food	
  RevoluBon	
  comes	
  to	
  Canada?	
  



2013:	
  CauBonary	
  news	
  story	
  (Nat’l	
  Post,	
  Nov.	
  20,	
  A2)–	
  
The	
  food	
  police	
  strike:	
  daycare	
  fines	
  for	
  crackerless	
  lunch	
  

(probably	
  a	
  by-­‐product	
  of	
  MB	
  law	
  that	
  decentralizes	
  nutri9on	
  standards)	
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Contact	
  info:	
  
	
  

Bill Jeffery 
Centre for Science in the Public Interest 

Suite 2701, CTTC Bldg. 
1125 Colonel By Drive 

Ottawa, Ontario  K1S 5R1 
bjeffery@cspinet.org  
Tel.:  613-244-7337 

www.cspinet.ca/ 


