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The Carleton University 
Students’ Association (CUSA) 
is steadily purging any and all 
material, campaigns or plans 
made and associated with the 
Canadian Federation of Stu-
dents (CFS), for its long term 
goal of leaving the CFS.

“I think the direction of 
this [CUSA] executive is one 
that ends up creating an at-
mosphere of hostility and 
division, the antithesis of pro-
gressive thought. The most 
serious consequence though 
is that students suffer; they are 
improperly served by people 
hellbent on wasting money,” 
says anti-homophobia/trans-
phobia campaigner Arun 
Smith. To Smith, the sitting 
executive is set “on demon-
izing valuable campaigns and 
resources of which students 
made use of every single day.”

Smith has been ac-
tive in promoting the anti-
homophobia/transphobia 
campaign at Carleton. The 
campaign, customizable per 
university, is designed to help 
spread the message of ending 
discrimination and prejudice 
towards the LGBT communi-
ty.  This campaign is support-
ed by the Carleton University 
Academic Staff Association 
(CUASA), the Graduate Stu-
dents’ Association (GSA), and 
the administration at Car-
leton–as well as with support 
from Canada’s largest public 

sector union, CUPE. Despite 
the mainstream credibility 
and wide-ranging support of 
such a campaign, CUSA was 
alone in voting against it.

CUSA’s Vice President 
Michael De Luca told the 
Charlatan that the reason for 
rejecting the anti-homopho-

bia campaign was due to the 
fact it was “run” by the CFS, 
despite it being administered 
by Carleton students. He also 
claimed that a solely CUSA-
run campaign would debut 
this fall to combat it. Such a 
campaign remains to be seen.

CUSA Vice President 
Fatima Hassan detailed in 
the Charlatan that their prob-
lems with the CFS come from 
“corruption, undemocratic 
behavior and profiteering on 
the backs of students,” and 
that CUSA indeed wanted to 
leave the CFS.

She claims CUSA’s ac-
tions will ultimately cut costs 
for students, yet the actions 
of CUSA contradict a cost-
saving rationale.

For example, the CFS had 
student agendas ready for 
Carleton, yet CUSA decided 
to spend money to switch 
manufacturers and reject the 

already-made agendas from 
the CFS. They claim switch-
ing will save them money, 
but rejecting the previously 
made agendas from the CFS 
does not.

In general, CUSA has been 
disassociating and purging 
anything that has to do with 

the CFS–despite the fact Car-
leton remains a paying mem-
ber and CFS materials are 
already provided for Carleton 
students. CUSA is denying 
students the services they are 
entitled to by virtue of being 
paying members of the CFS.

In September, CUSA 
threatened to write-up Ser-
vice Centre employees if 
they had any material–in-
cluding clothing–that con-
tained any reference to the 
CFS. Three write-ups, and 
you’re fired. Axed materi-
als include an anti-Islam-
ophobia campaign, an 
anti-sexism campaign, anti-
homophobia/transphobia 
campaign and various other 
paraphernalia that they 
have yet to replace with a 
suitable alternative.

There is reason to be-
lieve this is part of a longer-
term strategy.

Writer Glenn Burley at-
tended the Manning Centre 
for Democracy’s Confer-
ence in Ottawa in March 
2012 and attended a Po-
litical Activism on Campus 
panel where a speaker iden-
tified as Bruce,  a former 
Carleton student, boasted 

that “from 2009 to pres-
ent his close-knit group of 
Conservative students had 
slowly won position after 
position, eventually putting 
them in control of all six 
student-held seats in CUSA, 
giving them what he called, 
‘full control to battle the 
CFS,’” according to Burley.

Toby Whitfield, the On-
tario representative for the 
CFS, thinks the behavior from 
CUSA is “unfortunate.” He 
thinks all students in Canada 
should work on anti-discrim-
ination campaigns, and when 
students work together, they’re 
more successful.

He says during times 
of rising tuition fees, post-
secondary reform and un-
precedented personal debt, 
students should be working 
together, not fragmenting 
and in-fighting like we see 
from CUSA’s executive.

Kelly Black, Carleton’s 
GSA  president, thinks CU-
SA’s approach is confronta-
tional and one-sided.

“The actions of CUSA to 
date, whether they are deal-
ing with the GSA or the CFS, 
demonstrate that working 
together is not an option for 
them, and as far as they’re 
concerned there is no power 
in a student movement,” he 
told the Leveller.

He points to CUSA’s new 
health plan following their 
decision to leave the CFS 
and GSA-backed health plan 
which CUSA’s VP Finance, 
Michael De Luca claims is 
cheaper. Yet, according to an 
analysis in the Charlatan, the 
old GSA and new CUSA plan 
are identically priced at $ 178 
per student.

In addition, the new deal 
CUSA has now lasts for five 
years, and the prices are guar-
anteed only for two years. 
This means prices could rise, 
long after the current execu-
tive is gone.

The real reason for switch-
ing, Kelly believes, is that the 
original health provider is as-
sociated with the CFS’s Stu-
dent Health Network.

With its democratic struc-
ture, the CFS can be changed 
internally, however CUSA’s 
strategy does not try to engage 
with the organization whose 
purpose, flawed as it might 
be, is to unite students across 
the country to facilitate pro-
gressive change.
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Over 200 refugees, migrant 
workers, activists, and sup-
porters rallied at Parliament 
Hill on Oct. 2 to demand reg-
ularization for Mexican asy-
lum-seekers ahead of Ottawa’s 
implementation of Bill C-31, 
“An Act to amend the Immi-
gration and Refugee Protec-
tion Act, the Balanced Refugee 
Reform Act, the Marine Trans-
portation Security Act and the 
Department of Citizenship 
and Immigration Act.”

Regularization would 
give asylum-seekers simi-
lar access to public services 
that permanent residents 
receive, such as health care 
and education for their 
children. “Regularization 
means that all people al-
ready here [could access] 
every single human right 
that we all should have, 
and that we don’t have,” ex-
plained Romina Hernandaz, 
a Montreal-based activist 
with Mexican Unidos por la 
regularizacion (MUR).

MUR is an organization 
of Mexicans living in Que-

bec awaiting rulings on their 
asylum claims. Some have al-
ready been ordered deported.

Sponsored by Citizenship 
and Immigration (CIC) Min-
ister Jason Kenney, Bill C-31 

MExiCAn ASylUM-SEEkErS tAkE 
hUMAn rightS dEMAndS to ottAWA

Supporters rally at Parliament Hill Photo: Darryl Reid

claims to expedite the process 
of hearing asylum-seekers’ 
cases. This is done in part by 
giving the CIC unprecedent-
ed authority to make rulings 
that are unappealable, and by 
designating whole countries 
“safe” or “unsafe.”

Bill C-31 was signed into 
law on Jun. 28, but Kenney 
has not yet released his list of 

“safe” countries.
“Some people were here 

for three years and haven’t 
succeeded in getting the proof 
they need to make their case 
because of how difficult it is 
to get official papers from the 
[Mexican] police. Now they 
will have to present their case 
in three weeks. It’s a war that 
Harper is doing against all of 

the refugees,” Annie Lepal-
mne, a MUR spokeswoman, 
explained.

The Canadian Civil Lib-
erties Association, Canadian 
Council for Refugees, Cana-
dian Association of Refugee 
Lawyers, and Amnesty Inter-
national have called for the 

“The Canadian 

government is 

part of NAFTA 

and this NAFTA 

should not only 

be the right 

of commerce, 

people should 

not be denied 

the right to 

asylum.”

Continued on page 3

In September, CUSA threatened to write-up Service Centre employees 
if they had any material – including clothing – that contained 
any reference to the CFS. Three write-ups, and you’re fired.
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Lev•el•ler
noun

1 Historical: During the English Civil War (c. 
1649), one who favoured the abolition of all 
rank and privilege. Originally an insult, but 
later embraced by radical anti-Royalists.

2 One who tells the truth, as in “I’m going to 
level with you.”

3 An instrument that knocks down things 
that are standing up or digs up things that 
are buried or hidden.

The Leveller is a publication covering campus and off-campus 
news, current events, and culture in Ottawa and elsewhere. It is 
intended to provide readers with a lively portrait of their university 
and community and of the events that give it meaning. It is also 
intended to be a forum for provocative editorializing and lively 
debate on issues of concern to students, staff, and faculty as well 
as Ottawa residents.

The Leveller leans left, meaning that it challenges power and 
privilege and sides with people over private property. It is also 
democratic, meaning that it favours open discussion over silencing 
and secrecy. Within these very general boundaries, The Leveller is 
primarily interested in being interesting, in saying something worth 
saying and worth reading about. It doesn’t mind getting a few 
things wrong if it gets that part right.

The Leveller has a very small staff, and is mainly the work of a 
small group of volunteers. To become a more permanent enterprise 
and a more truly democratic and representative paper, it will require 
more volunteers to write, edit, and produce it, to take pictures, and 
to dig up stories.

The Leveller needs you. It needs you to read it, talk about it, discuss 
it with your friends, agree with it, disagree with it, write a letter, 
write a story (or send in a story idea), join in the producing of it, or 
just denounce it. Ultimately it needs you—or someone like you—to 
edit it, to guide it towards maturity, to give it financial security and 
someplace warm and safe to live.

The Leveller is an ambitious little rag. It wants to be simultaneously 
irreverent and important, to demand responsibility from others 
while it shakes it off itself, to be a fun-house mirror we can laugh 
at ourselves in and a map we can use to find ourselves and our city. 
It wants to be your coolest, most in-the-know friend and your social 
conscience at the same time. It has its work cut out for it.

The Leveller is published every month or so. It is free.

The Leveller and its editors have no phone or office, 
but can be contacted with letters of love or hate at  

editors.the.leveller@gmail.com
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withdrawal of C-31, citing 
its hasty timelines, over-
generalization of countries 
and disregard for individual 
circumstances.

Organizing against C-31 
has been ongoing in Mon-
treal for nearly a year.

“We have been doing 
demonstrations almost ev-
ery month inside of the ref-
ugee board in Montreal try-
ing to raise awareness in the 
public about these issues,” 
Lepalmne said.

MUR took their fight to 
Ottawa to raise awareness 
about the vulnerability of 
Mexican asylum-seekers 
and to clarify that despite 
an asylum rejection rate of 
90 percent from Canada, 
Mexico is not a safe country.

“We came here to build 

solidarity with our com-
munity in Montreal and 
with people from Ottawa,” 
Hernandaz said. “We want 
to tell the media and the 
government that we are in 
a dangerous and vulnerable 
situation. We want com-
plete regularization for ref-
ugees and asylum seekers.”

The march stopped for 
speeches at the Prime Min-
ister’s Office (PMO), the 
Human Rights Monument, 
and CIC. It then continued 
back to Parliament.

As Carlos explained out-
side CIC, “You’re telling 
tourist people not to go to 
Mexico because it’s dan-
gerous, and on the other 
hand you tell Mexican refu-
gees - no! Go back to your 
country! Please do the right 
thing. Let Mexican people 
get the rights. We are just 

asking for equality.”
The right to asylum is not 

a question of generosity, but 
one of international law.

“In the Geneva conven-
tion it is written that you 
cannot refuse a refugee that 
comes without papers,” 
said Lepalmne. “But that’s 
what Canada is doing.”

Even before the estab-
lishment of the North Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA) in 1994, travel be-
tween Canada, the United 
States, and Mexico has been 
visa-free. In 2006, the Mexi-
can government declared a 
“war on narco-traffickers” 
and deployed their military 
throughout the country.

The loss of lives and sys-
temic insecurity in Mexico 
has become severe.

Carmella informed the 
crowd through a translator 

that over 50,000 deaths have 
been documented in the last 
6 years. “People are found 
dead in the street everyday”

“The Canadian govern-
ment is part of NAFTA and 
this NAFTA should not only 
be the right of commerce, 
people should not be denied 
the right to asylum,” he said.

The ease with which busi-
ness interests flow across bor-
ders was starkly juxtaposed 
by the difficulty marginal-
ized people experience in 
eluding deportation. Yet the 
very opening of borders to 
regional economic integra-
tion under NAFTA, MUR ex-
plained, helped put in place a 
vicious cycle that the signato-
ries to NAFTA must begin tak-
ing responsibility for.

“90 percent of the mines in 
Mexico are run by Canadian 
corporations. These corpora-

tions are directly linked to hu-
man rights abuses by contract-
ing organized criminal groups 
to put pressure on people who 
practice any sort of resistance,” 
explained Adrian.

Hernandaz argued that 
freedom of economic move-
ment must not exclude peo-
ple themselves. The govern-
ment “doesn’t want to stand 
up for human rights and say 
Mexico is not a safe country 
because it is not in their eco-
nomic interest,” she said.

“Canada’s dirty little secret 
is that it likes to pretend that 
it’s the human rights guy, that 
the US is the bad guy,” Cana-
dian Union of Postal Work-
ers’ Dave Bleakney explained 
outside the PMO.

“But Canada does the 
dirty work. It allows mining 
companies that would never 
sign up in the United States 

because they would be li-
able for the things they do 
in other countries.”

The hostility towards al-
leged “bogus” refugees has 
created much fear among 
asylum-seekers.

“We are never sure of 
how many people will actu-
ally make it out to a rally,” 
explains Simon, an Otta-
wa-based organizer of the 
march. “These are very vul-
nerable people, many with-
out proper documents, and 
it takes an awful lot of cour-
age to risk attending these 
public demonstrations in a 
hostile political climate.”

Kenney’s list of safe 
countries is expected to be 
released any day now.
Editor’s note: Where names 
are italicized, pseudonyms are 
used to protect the identities of 
speakers.

right to ExiSt, right to rESiSt
kelti Cameron and  
Martin Cook

From Nov. 8 to 10, orga-
nizers, activists, community 
members and workers from 
across Canada will convene 
at the Right to Exist, Right to 
Resist conference in Toronto.

The conference will ex-
amine how Canadian gov-
ernment policies, in col-
laboration with industry, 
are criminalizing the right 
to organize, attacking work-
ers’ rights, over-incarcerating 
people from marginalized 
communities, and criminal-
izing those who defend their 
lands and the environment.

One of the conference’s 
themes will bring together 
workers and organizers for 
unions and community or-
ganizations and will focus 
on the attacks on workers 
in Canada.

One particular focus of 
this theme will be the ex-
pansion of the temporary 
foreign worker programs. 
In 2009, there were over 
280,000 migrant workers 
working in Canada. Busi-
nesses and industries such 
as farms, food processing 
plants, hotels, construction 
sites, and private homes 
are demanding greater ac-
cess to migrant workers.

“The Canadian immi-
gration system over the 
years has intensified the 

shift towards a two-tier 
system. Such a system and 
particularly the temporary 
status of many migrant 
workers puts them in a vul-
nerable and exploitative 
situation with little or no 
recourse,” says Yasmeen, 
an Ottawa-based organizer 
with the Philippine Mi-
grant Society of Canada.

Yasmeen notes that “Mi-
grant workers are brought 
over to work low paying jobs 
and they are often denied 
health care, employment in-
surance, the right to change 
employers, and even the 
right to work in a safe and 
respectful environment.” As 
contract employees, some 
migrant workers are not 
guaranteed even the basic 
rights held by their Canadi-
an counterparts, such as the 
right to a minimum wage.

Yasmeen organizes with 
Filipino migrant workers to 
fight for workers’ rights. She 
has spent several years work-
ing with live-in caregivers 
who often face exploitative 
working conditions.

“There is a need for mi-
grant workers to get togeth-
er and organize not only 
amongst themselves, but also 
with other communities that 
are being affected. There’s a 
bigger picture here that we 
don’t always see or get the 
opportunity to discuss and 
analyze,” says Yasmeen.

Bringing those workers 
together across community 
lines is specifically what the 
conference seeks to do.

Other issues that bring 
together community orga-
nizers are the policing of 
marginalized communities 
and the expansion of the 
prison system in Canada.

Despite a falling crime 
rate, the police budget 
throughout Canada has been 
increasing. In 2009, it was 
over $12 billion. Spending on 
prisons is increasing and was 
at $4.4 billion dollars in 2011.

“The jails are clogged with 
people who are in jail mainly 
because they are poor, ad-
dicted, and/or Native. Of 
charges that came to court in 
Canada in 2008-2009, about 
21 percent were for adminis-
trative ‘crimes’ such as failure 

to appear in court, missing 
an appointment with your 
probation officer, or failure 
to comply with an order 
such as a no-go in a certain 
area,” says Aiyanas Ormond, 
an organizer in Vancouver 
with the Alliance for People’s 
Health, an organization of 
health workers and people 
concerned with adequate 
health care for all.

Ormond notes that 
“These charges are often gen-
erated as a consequence of 
drug charges, especially pos-
session charges, that are later 
dropped because they are un-
likely to result in any serious 
sanction. They are crimes that 
someone with the resources 
to keep track of court ap-
pointments, get to court and 
have representation would 
never do time for.”

In Toronto, Kabir Joshi, 
who organizes with the 
group Justice for Alwy, is all 
too familiar with the polic-
ing of marginalized com-
munities. Justice for Alwy 
formed after Alwy Al-Nadir, 
an 18 year old high school 
student, was shot and killed 
in Riverdale Park by Toron-
to police on Oct. 31, 2007.

In 2010, the investiga-
tion by the Special Investi-
gations Unit (SIU) exoner-
ated the officer, P.C Raheim, 
of Alwy’s murder. However, 
many family members and 
community members be-
lieve there was a clear bias 
in favour of the officer in 
that investigation.

The case of Alwy is, un-
fortunately, not the only 
case of suspected police mis-
conduct towards Toronto 
residents. In 2010, the To-
ronto Star reported on this 
issue, stating that, “In its 
20 year history, the SIU has 
conducted at least 3,400 in-
vestigations and laid crimi-
nal charges after only 95 of 
them...only 16 officers have 
been convicted of a crime. 
Only three [police officers] 
have seen the inside of a 
jail–as inmates.”

Recently, after a tragic 
shooting at a summer BBQ, 
the mayor of Toronto, Rob 
Ford, claimed that he would 
launch a war on gangs to ad-
dress youth violence.

“When Rob Ford declares 
a war on gangs, he does not 
mean a war on the Hell’s 
Angels, the mob or any high 
level syndicates. He means 
a war on racialized youth at 
the very bottom of the drug 
trade,” says Joshi.

Politicians are all too 
eager to use cases of youth 
violence to increase police 
budgets and implement 
harsher laws.

The conference will pro-
vide a space to analyze the 
causes of youth violence, 
but also examine how po-
licing is often a violent 
presence in marginalized 
communities.  

“I’m looking forward to 
the conference,” says Joshi. 
“It will give us a chance to 
think about how what’s hap-
pening in Toronto is hap-
pening in other cities as well, 
and how the Harper govern-
ment’s expansion of the pris-
on system and the introduc-
tion of mandatory minimum 
sentencing will affect us. It 
will also allow us to meet 
with other organizers and to 
learn from their work.”

The conference aims 
to increase awareness and 
establish networks for 
collective action amongst 
those communities facing 
exploitation and violence 
in Canada as a result of 
government policy and 
economic system.

Conference brings together organizers from different communities

As contract employees, some 

migrant workers are not 

guaranteed even the basic 

rights held by their Canadian 

counterparts, such as the 

right to a minimum wage.

Nous acceptons actuellement des articles en français pour la prochaine édition du Leveller.
Envoyez vos articles à editors.the.leveller@gmail.com, et aidez-nous à diversifier notre contenu!
Si vous avez de l’expérience dans la révision de textes en français, contactez-nous!

le Leveller étend 
ses branches!

asylum seekers 
Continued from page 1
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The Conservative regime of Stephen Harper is leaving a legacy of  
environmental destruction, reduced public services and diminished 
economic opportunity for the next generation of Canadians. More 
than ever, the Public Service Alliance of Canada in the National 
Capital Region is committed to reversing this legacy in solidarity with 
the local community. The people, united, will never be defeated.
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“hUngry For CliMAtE lEAdErShip”
Crystel Hajjar

Concerns over climate 
change are anything but ab-
sent from the capital city these 
days. During a protest against 
the lack of governmental cli-
mate leadership,  charges were 
dropped against 13 people 
arrested last year at the Green-
peace protest against the de-
velopment of the Keystone 
XL pipeline.  Two of the 13 
Greenpeace protesters were 
taking part in the fast at the 
same time.

Starting on Sept. 21, a 
group of concerned individu-
als from Ottawa and Toronto 
started a fast for climate jus-
tice under the name “Hungry 
for Climate Leadership.”  The 
group gathered on Parliament 
Hill daily with signs and flyers 
to attract the public and pro-
mote their cause.

They also had a banner 
petition that they were urg-
ing Members of Parliament, 
specifically from the opposi-
tion, to sign. The petition had 
three very specific and direct 
demands: to “end the fossil fu-
els subsidy,” to “put a price on 
carbon” and to “support the 
development of a new renew-
able energy plan for Canada.”

“The fast is to draw atten-
tion to the lack of climate 
policy here in Canada. We’re 
going very fast in the opposite 
direction and we need to be 
going in the other direction,” 
said Lyn Adamson, a partici-
pant in the fast from Toronto. 
“Our inaction and the green-
house gas emissions we’re 
putting out are going to cause 
a lot of hunger and starvation 
around the world in different 
locations [...] so we felt that 
by volunteering for 12 days 

we could indicate the climate 
hunger that is going to hap-
pen because of not having the 
climate leadership we need.”

Recent studies have been 
projecting an increase in 
droughts and weather changes 
that will impact agricultural 
practices in many parts of the 
world, leading to famines.

The fast started on Sept. 21,  
the International Day of Peace, 
and ended with an evening 
vigil on Parliament Hill on 
Oct. 2, the International Day 
of Non-violence. These sym-
bolic efforts emphasize the 
importance of non-violence 
in addressing the uncertain 
and potentially severe conse-
quences of climate change.

The vigil, attended by a few 
dozen participants, featured a 
moment of silence along with 
various readings and perfor-
mances to celebrate the Earth. 
It ended with testimonies 
from the fasting participants 
who described what the expe-
rience has been like for them.

The protest was mimick-
ing a similar action that took 
place in Washington DC out-
side the White House in Au-
gust 2011. The proposed pipe-
line, which was rejected by US 
President Barack Obama in 
January 2012, was expected to 
transport crude oil from the 
tar sands in Alberta all the way 
to Texas.

Many economic and en-
vironmental concerns were 
raised about this issue, mostly 

centered around pollution 
from oil spills, the unlaw-
ful use of native land and 
most evidently the increase 
in greenhouse gas emissions 
caused by the tar sands.

“This government is taking 
the country in exactly the op-
posite direction that we need 
to go,” said Graham Saul, one 
of the defendants, in a press 
release. “While most of the 
industrialized world is slowly 
putting in place policies that 
will help us phase out oil, coal 
and gas and increase renew-
able energy and energy effi-
ciency, the Harper government 
is slashing support for renew-
ables and efficiency, gutting 
environmental regulations and 
providing billions of dollars in 
subsidies to the richest oil com-

panies in the world.”
Simultaneously, Cana-

dian youth are gearing up for 
PowerShift Canada 2012, a 
national conference dedicated 
to climate justice, being held 
from Oct. 26 to 29 in Ottawa. 
In collaboration with Lead-
now.ca, PowerShift Canada 
launched a petition on Sept. 
27 calling on MPs to pledge to 
stop fossil fuel subsidies.

The current federal govern-
ment supports the oil and gas 
industry with $1.4 million 
in the form of tax breaks and 
subsidies. At the Pittsburgh 
G20 Summit in Sept. 2009, 
national leaders, including 
PM Stephen Harper, pledged 
to end fossil fuel subsidies.

Item 24 of the preamble 
in the Leader’s Statement reads, 

“To phase out and rationalize 
over the medium term inef-
ficient fossil fuel subsidies 
while providing targeted sup-
port for the poorest. Inefficient 
fossil fuel subsidies encourage 
wasteful consumption, reduce 
our energy security, impede 
investment in clean energy 
sources and undermine efforts 
to deal with the threat of cli-
mate change.”

Through this campaign, 
PowerShift Canada aims to 
end fossil fuel subsidies on the 
basis that it is one of the most 
straightforward ways to bal-
ance the budget and invest in 
alternative energy. It also aims 
to build a national climate 
justice movement to pressure 
the government for significant 
climate action. 

Protesters urged Members of Parliament to sign this banner petition.  Photo: Darryl Reid 

“So we felt that by volunteering 

for 12 days we could indicate 

the climate hunger that is 

going to happen because 

of not having the climate 

leadership we need.”
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CAMpUS

Alana Roscoe

Over 70 people attended 
an Oct. 5 panel discussion 
at the University of Ottawa 
that brought together female 
leaders in advocacy, journal-
ism, research, and human 
rights to speak about the 
experiences, challenges, and 
lessons learned in their work. 

The event, entitled “Femi-
nist Activism: Local and In-
ternational Perspectives,” 
featured a diverse group of 
six speakers from Canada, 

Sudan, Palestine, and Mex-
ico, as well as a moderator 
from Amnesty International.

Despite their recognized 
positions of leadership, the 
women were quick to situate 
themselves as spokespeople 
and their work and accom-
plishments as dependent on 
the efforts of countless others. 

While important as 
benchmarks, international 
and government-level stan-
dards and mechanisms for 
advancing human rights 
were largely described by the 
panelists as being far less ef-
fective than organizing and 
forming partnerships at lo-
cal, grassroots levels. 

Human rights declara-
tions and national commis-
sions remain meaningless if 
governments are unwilling 
or unable to follow through 
with these mandates. But co-

ordinated action by popula-
tions, explained the panel, 
has been able to draw na-
tional and international at-
tention to continuing rights 
abuses.

It is this emphasis on 
building links between dif-
ferent organizations and on 
collaborative models that of-
ten characterizes approaches 
to feminist activism, said the 
University of Ottawa’s Direc-
tor of the Institute of Wom-
en’s Studies Michael Orsini. 

There tend to be overarch-

ing goals, and “the kinds of 
strategies and tactics advanced 
are going to vary according to 
the context,” he noted. 

“But people don’t really 
talk about feminist move-
ments in the plural sense.”

Ottawa-based academic 
and social justice advocate 
Julie Lalonde stressed that 
such collaboration and co-
ordinated action on advanc-
ing feminist goals needs to 
be even more prominent.

She appealed to women’s 
rights advocates to “start rec-
ognizing the enemy is not 
always in the room, and that 
if you disagree with people 
on one issue, it doesn’t mean 
you chuck them away. We 
don’t need the patriarchy 
when we’re biting at each 
other’s heels.” 

“Universal agreement on 
issues,”  she claimed, “is not 
necessary to move forward 

FEMiniSt lEAdErS ForgE gloBAl ConnECtionS 
At UnivErSity oF ottAWA pAnEl

with social change. Let’s just 
figure out what we have in 
common and get it done, 
rather than constantly being 
divisive.”

When asked about their 
thoughts on academic cam-
puses as spaces for social 
change, the panelists ap-
proached the topic from a 
variety of perspectives. Walaa 
Salah Mohamed Abdelrh-
man, a women’s rights activ-
ist from Sudan, cited univer-
sity regulations on curfews, 
dress codes, and restricted 
courses as examples of the 
legalized violence Sudanese 
women face, in addition to 
threats of physical violence 
and rape on campuses. 

Panelists Aghssan Bargh-
outhi and Maria Luisa Agui-
lar Rodriguez pointed out 
challenges for women wish-
ing to access education in 
their countries. For example, 
Palestinian women face safe-
ty and harassment risks at 
checkpoints, while those in 
Mexico are often subjected to 
contemporary slavery in the 
form of household labour.

The Canadian participants 
noted certain elements in-
herent on our campuses as 
simultaneously promoting 
and hindering their potential 
for positive change. While 
academia presents excellent 
opportunities to learn about 

and share feminist ideas and 
strategies, these benefits may 
be offset by high rates of 
sexual assault on campus, as 
well as other issues of safety 
and discrimination faced by 
women. 

Elected band councillor 
of Kitigan-Zibi Anishinabeg, 
Caitlin Tolley noted the ad-
ditional barriers to educa-
tion faced by First Nations 
peoples, adding “It is often 
when you come to univer-
sity that you learn about and 
become aware of the realities 
that are going on with the 
First Nation communities, 
but I think this kind of edu-
cation should start at the pri-
mary and elementary levels 
to educate our young Cana-
dian public.”

It seems that standing up 
for women’s rights can be a 
dangerous endeavour any-
where in the world. Speakers 
described facing a variety of 
personal consequences for 
their advocacy and leader-
ship efforts. 

The women have been 
subject to death threats, bul-
lying, arrests, sexual assault, 
harassment, beatings, and 
threats of litigation, yet their 
resolve to continue their 
work remains strong. Girls 
Action Foundation Canada 
co-founder and former Exec-
utive Director Tatiana Fraser 

advises women to “be really 
brave and think big.”

In closing, the speakers 
were asked what the audience 
could do if they wanted to 
advance feminist and human 
rights goals, and they were 
unanimous in their response: 
get informed, spread the 
word, and take action. They 
encouraged everyone to see 
themselves as leaders and to 
see the challenging of injustice 
as a duty and a responsibility 

to themselves and others. 
Jess Tomlin, as the executive 
director of the women’s rights 
and empowerment organiza-
tion Match International and 
one of the event’s organizers, 
explained her hopes for the 
discussion: “I think I’ve been 
in this long enough to know 
that true change happens 
when something resonates 
with you, something hits you 
at a visceral level, and when 
you can create a connection.”

Feminist leaders share their experiences  Photo: Alana Roscoe

It seems that standing up for 
women’s rights can be a dangerous 
endeavour anywhere in the world.
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WhAt’S in A nAME? ShAME.

CUSA ExECUtivES MUSt ApologizE And 
End politiCAl CEnSorShip

In the last issue, our top 
story was about Ojibwe mu-
sician Ian Campeau reach-
ing out to the administra-
tion of the Nepean Redskins 
amateur football club to 
change its name to some-
thing not racist. A mem-
ber of the community who 
sympathized both with the 
team’s position that it has 
to bear a significant cost 
to change the name, and 
with the problems associ-
ated with naming a football 
league after an age-old racial 
slur, stepped forward with a 
solution. Jim McKeown of-
fered to help raise money 
to change the name –we’ve 
published his letter below.

A representative for the 
Redskins told Campeau, 
McKeown and the Leveller  
to shove it. “You are going 
after the wrong people and 
further going after people on 
a personal level, which I find 
even more offensive. In effect 
you and your supporters are 
branding as “racist” anyone 

who disagrees with your po-
sition. That is not how a free 
society works. We can agree 
to disagree without calling 
names,” they wrote.

We disagree  – it is not 
about positions. It is about 
mainstreaming the use of 
a discriminatory term that 
reflects a history of racial 
oppression perpetrated by 
settlers against the original 
inhabitants of this land, some 
of whom find the use of this 
term inappropriate.  It is ironic  
that the Redskins are accus-
ing Campeau et al. of calling 
THEM names, when the only 
issue anyone has with them 
is that they are calling them-
selves a name that is rooted in 
a history of racism.

The team representative 
wrote, “Obviously you and 
your supporters don’t under-
stand football, where once 
you become part of the team, 
no matter what, all are equal!”

While the Leveller loves 
football, we categorically re-
ject the idea that kicking a ball 

around brings about equality 
on or off the field. There is tre-
mendous power in names, as 
this kerfuffle has shown.

The Leveller wonders if 
the Redskins’  administration 
would take issue with similar-
ly offensive names, such as the 
“Bytown Honkies,” “Parkdale 
Pakis,” or “Carleton Coolies”? 
We know we certainly would!

The power to name is a 
powerful responsibility, and 
when we make mistakes we 
must  graciously accept criti-
cism from those whose lived 
experience can teach us better 
about our missteps. Certainly 
the name “Redskins” is noth-

ing more than a name to a 
predominantly settler society 
on unceded indigenous terri-
tory in the 21st century.  The 
racism within the name rests 
largely in the uncritical coop-
tion of the name by people 
who have not experienced 
the negative consequences 
of this name. To those of us 
who walk through this world 
grappling with the long-term 
indignities of names such as 
“redskins,” “coolies,” “pakis” 
and more, these names are 
powerful reminders that the 
racism of antiquity echoes 
through to today.

Some might think we 

are being nitpicky – that 
we should leave the kids to 
their football. It’s because 
of our commitment to com-
munity and the fact that we 
see sports as being vital to 
healthy communities that 
we implore the Nepean 
Redskins to understand the 
history of oppression asso-
ciated with their namesake. 
There is power in naming, 
and being in a free society 
does not allow an indi-
vidual to simply decree for 
him or herself what is and 
is not offensive. The power 
of racial name-calling rests 
in the fact that we do not 

yet live in an equal society, 
and people with the power 
to co-opt names in jest or 
reverence need to think 
critically about how those 
names are experienced by 
those with different expe-
riences. We hope  that the 
Nepean Redskins will re-
consider accepting  the con-
structive criticism offered 
to them by Ian Campeau 
and that they will take se-
riously the words of the 
concerned Ottawa commu-
nity that understands that 
the power to name, when 
abused, will be confronted 
with the power to shame.

editorial

letter to the editor

The power to name is a powerful responsibility, and when we 
make mistakes we must  graciously accept criticism from those 
whose lived experience can teach us better about our missteps.

Dear Mr. Dean,

I am writing in response 
to an article in the Septem-
ber /October issue of The 
Leveller titled:  Ojibwe Mu-
sician “Looking for Trouble”.

My stepsons played about 
7 years with the Bel –Air Li-
ons football club. They / 
we had a wonderful time, 
met many dedicated volun-
teers and many great kids 
throughout the league.  What 
always impressed me was the 
attitude of teaching our kids 
life lessons on and off the 
field. Racial slurs were not 
tolerated. Unsportsmanlike 
conduct was not tolerated. 
Respect for your teammates, 
coaches and opponents were 
important.

I feel strongly that the 
Redskin’s name should be 
changed. It is not meant 
to be offensive, and may 
not seem so to some, but 
times have changed and 
it is offensive.  This is an 
important opportunity to 
teach our kids that “tradi-
tion” is not an excuse for 
racial slurs. The name “Red-
Skins” is clearly offensive. 

This issue is simply about 
respect and lack of respect 
is at the core of so many of 
our problems in society.

Let’s take leadership in 
this issue by educating kids 
and parents why a name 
change is required.  I am 
prepared to contribute 
$500.00 towards the name 
change. I was reading the 
article in question in Pure 
Gelato on Elgin Street and 
one of the owners, Randy 
Tommy is also prepared 
to contribute $500.00 to-
wards a name change. I am 
sure there will be others 
that will help out too. It is 
not about tradition or the 
cost of changing the name; 
it is really about respect 
and the opportunity to set 
an example.

Ojibwe musician Ian 
Campeau is looking for 
change, not trouble. I hope 
the leadership at the Nepe-
an Redskins football club 
will give serious consider-
ation to a name change.

Sincerely,
Jim McKeown

Ajay Parasram

The policy of the Car-
leton University Students’ 
Association (CUSA) ban-
ning students’ use of ma-
terials associated with the 
Canadian Federation of 
Students (CFS), as revealed 
in this issue of the Level-
ler, constitutes a serious 
breach of trust and viola-
tion of the right of politi-
cal expression of students. 
CUSA executives have 
abused their authority by 
attempting to mass-censor 
the student body and have 
compromised the ability 
of service centres to serve 
their members.

To back up these mea-
sures, CUSA executives 
have threatened to dis-
cipline service centre co-
ordinators if they do not 
police the attire of users of 
their centres. More shock-
ingly, sources close to the 
Leveller indicate Campus 
Safety has been called on 
more than one occasion to 
enforce this censorship on 
students.

The campaigns and ma-

terials in question, many 
of which have existed on 
campus for a decade or 
more, happen to be associ-
ated in one way or another 
with the CFS. They express 
the well-known anti-rape 
slogan “No Means No,” 
the currently active local 
“Challenge Homophobia 
and Transphobia” cam-
paign, along with slogans 
in support of lower tuition 
fees and more financial 
support for students.

These materials express 
aspirations of students 
and are worn by hundreds 
of Carleton students daily. 
It is inconceivable that 
CUSA executives think 
they have a right to ban 
students’ political expres-
sion simply because they 
disagree with the outlook 
or origin of the materials. 
Regardless of where you 
sit on the spectrum, this 
in itself is a gross offense 
to students and something 
never before seen at Car-
leton.

The Leveller has closely 
covered campus politics 
from all angles since its in-

ception, and it is necessary 
to point out that this policy 
contradicts the long-since 
productive relationships 
between CUSA executives, 
staff, and the student body. 
There is a system of mu-
tual responsibility, and ex-
ecutives, within reasonable 
limits, work in partnership 
with the student unions’ 
service centres to set pri-
orities, work on improving 
CUSA services, and ensure 
that each person upholds 
their responsibility to the 
students.

Service centre coordina-
tors work with the student 
body at large to decide 
which campaigns to en-
gage in and which issues 
to work on. It is certainly 
not the job of executives 
to dictate this informa-
tion to employees and stu-
dents, nor to rule on what 
political expression may 
occur within the centres 
and CUSA space. It comes 
as some surprise that two 
highly respected service 
centre coordinators were 
replaced in early October 
for reasons that are not 
clear even to the former 
employees themselves.

Censorship of political 
expression by the CUSA 
executive is one part of a 
broad pattern of violation 
of students’ trust by the cur-
rent executives. In order to 
jettison the existing health 
plan and enter into a dif-
ferent agreement, the CUSA 
executive redefined the 
meaning of “referendum.”

According to CUSA’s by-
laws, a referendum of the 
student body is needed to 
violate the health plan con-
tract and change providers 
suddenly. To get around 
this obstacle, the CUSA ex-
ecutive simply changed the 
meaning of referendum to 

be a “referendum” of the 
three CUSA signing officers, 
that is, a poll of the Presi-
dent Alexander Golovko, 
Vice President (VP) Finance 
Michael De Luca, and VP 
Internal Maher Jebara.

The issue around the 
current CUSA executive is 
not a question of right or 
left-wing clashes; rather, it 
is a matter of the abuse of 
executive power over the 
student body by employing 
unprecedented and arbi-
trary bullying and censor-
ship of all students’ right 
to political expression. 
Student representatives do 
not exist to impose their 
own political beliefs and 
limit students’ expression 
to what they personally ap-
prove of.

In previous years, stu-
dents supportive of the 
CFS have been elected as 
CUSA executives, but did 
not use that position to 
ban material not originat-
ing from the CFS or even 
material highly critical 
of the CFS. Such a thing 
is completely outside the 
scope of the legitimate 
role of elected executives 
in CUSA.

Students of all political 
stripes are understandably 
disturbed upon finding 
out that CUSA executives 
have banned No Means 
No and other campaigns 
out of sheer political op-
portunism. CUSA execu-
tives must end this policy 
and publicly apologize for 
overstepping the bounds 
of their positions.

If they are unable to 
correct their mistake, stu-
dents and CUSA council-
ors have the right and abil-
ity to recall intransigent 
executives determined to 
undermine students’ right 
to expression on campus.

Send us 
your letters.

 editors.the.leveller@gmail.com 

CoMMEnt

The issue around the current 
CUSA executive is not a 
question of right or left-wing 
clashes, rather, it is a matter 
of the abuse of executive 
power over the student body 
employing unprecedented 
and arbitrary bullying and 
censorship of all students’ 
right to political expression.
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Nairobi’s Masses’ Media
Wairimu Gitau, Eric Omwanda, Owen Sheppard

Photos: Liberation Cooperative Organization, Nairobi
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Nairobi’s Masses’ Media
Wairimu Gitau, Eric Omwanda, Owen Sheppard
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Indeed, journalists 
working within a 

corporate media 
system have to 

watch their step in 
order to keep their 

jobs, constantly 
avoiding or 

diluting truths 
that could upset 
their employers. 

Many choose to 
accommodate 
this structure 

and advance 
their careers 

within it, 
rather than 

taking a 
much more 

difficult 
stand for 
accuracy.
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MAgAzinE

I’m a  
       Leveller!

Whodunit?
Match these words of wisdom to the public figure!

a) “Don’t they know everything I’ve done for Egypt?”

b) “Too many tax dollars are spent on bogus refugees.” 

c) “I like being able to fire people who provide services to me.”

d) “First they ignore you. Then they laugh at you. Then they fight 
you. Then you win.”

e) “I don’t fear death; I fear remaining silent in the face of injustice. 
I am young and I want to live. But I say to those who would elimi-
nate my voice: I am ready, wherever and whenever you might 
strike. You can cut down the flower, but nothing can stop the 
coming of the spring.”

f) “If you’re not doing needles and you’re not gay, you won’t get 
AIDS, probably.” 

g) “I will get my education if it’s at home, school, or any place.” 

h) “Why is it that if you take advantage of a tax-cut you’re a smart 
businessman, but if you take advantage of something you need 
to not be hungry, you’re a moocher?”

i) “The difference between you and your government is much big-
ger than the difference between you and me. And the difference 
between me and my government is much bigger than the differ-
ence between me and you. And our governments are very much 
the same.”

j) “Let the free market run it, but with strict oversight!”

1) Mohandas K. Gandhi, Indian activist and philosopher

2) Malalai Joya, Afghan politician and activist

3) Malala Yousafzai, 14 year old Pakistani activist

4) Jon Stewart, TV Host for The Daily Show

5)  Carleton President Roseann Runte 

6) Mitt Romney, GOP Presidential nominee

7) Marjane Satrapi, Iranian novelist and director

8) Jason Kenney, Canadian Minister of Citizenship and Im-
migration

9) Bill O’Reilly, TV Host for Fox News Channel

10) Rob Ford, Mayor of Toronto

Answers: a) Roseann Runte b) Jason Kenney c) Mitt Romney d) Mohandas K. Gandhi e) Malalai Joya f) Rob Ford g) Malala Yousufzai h) Jon Stewart i) Marjane Satrapi j) Bill O’Reilly

All poWEr to thE gEnErAl ASSEMBliES
doug Nesbitt

While Quebec’s post-war 
history under the authoritar-
ian Duplessis Regime and 
subsequent Quiet Revolution 
(which became increasingly 
loud through 1960s) created 
a student movement in the 
1960s far larger and more po-
litically astute than anything 
seen in English Canada, ques-
tions still remain as to why 
English Canadian campuses 
are so dormant in compari-
son. Is it a matter of culture, 
or structures, or both, that 
impedes the development of 
a comparable student move-
ment?

This always raises the ques-
tion of what role the Cana-
dian Federation of Students 
(CFS) plays in galvanizing or 
squandering the potentially 
large numbers of students out-
side Quebec that are opposed 
to the commodification of 
post-secondary education.

A TAle of Two STudenT 
MoveMenTS

Since the 1950s, the fun-
damental distinction in struc-
tures between Quebec and 
English Canadian student 
unionism is that of direct de-
mocracy versus representative 
democracy: the general assem-
bly versus the student council.

The general assembly was 
imported from France in the 
late 1940s by Quebec ex-

change students. Many French 
students in the late 1940s had 
emerged from a Communist-
led anti-Nazi resistance. These 
students organized themselves 
in 1946 and drafted La Charte 
de Grenoble. The document de-
scribed students as “young in-
tellectual workers” who were 
responsible for participating 
in a democratic reconstruc-
tion of post-war France. It 
was not by accident that this 
philosophy was termed “stu-
dent syndicalism,” as the gen-
eral assembly was seen as the 
equivalent to a general meet-
ing which has the ultimate 
decision-making body in a la-
bour union. Through general 
assemblies on each campus, 
these same students organized 
and led massive student strikes 
in 1947 and 1948, which won 
universal healthcare for stu-
dents and a number of other 
progressive reforms.

Through the 1950s, op-
position to the authoritarian 
Duplessis regime in Quebec 
provided the space for student 
syndicalism to gain a foothold 
as a philosophy underpin-
ning a student movement that 
sought to modernize and de-
mocratize the education sys-
tem. Quebec’s student unions 
still had elected leaders, but 
decisions affecting the mem-
bership were addressed in the 
general assembly.

This Quebec student move-

ment influenced the direc-
tion of the English Canadian 
student movement. The Na-
tional Federation of Canadian 
University Students (CUS), 
changed its name to the Ca-
nadian Union of Students and 
adopted student syndicalism 
in its 1965 “Declaration of 
the Canadian Student.” Based 
on a groundbreaking socio-
economic survey of students, 
CUS irrefutably confirmed se-
vere class biases in the compo-
sition of the university student 
body and endorsed a policy of 
eliminating tuition fees as a 
financial barrier to university. 
Through demonstrations and 
lobbying, CUS was also able 
to secure a decade-long Ontar-
io tuition fee freeze that lasted 
until 1976.

CUS would go on to take 
evermore radical stances, in-
cluding its support for wom-
en’s liberation, immediate 
American withdrawal from 
Vietnam, and the democratiza-
tion of university governance. 
These radical pronouncements 
alienated a number of local 
student unions who initiated 
referendum campaigns on 
CUS membership. CUS mem-
bership collapsed, forcing its 
dissolution in October 1969.

The CAnAdiAn federA-
Tion of STudenTS

The CFS was born at Car-
leton at a delegated confer-
ence in 1981. With CUS as a 

warning, CFS has been care-
ful to moderate the scope of 
its political interventions on 
campus. Its advocacy efforts 
focus on issues such as tu-
ition fee reductions and a va-
riety of valuable and necessary 
anti-oppression initiatives. 
At certain times, it has taken 
anti-poverty, pro-labour and 
anti-war stances.

Amidst a harsh recession 
in the early 1990s, the fed-
eral Liberals made the deepest 
cuts to health and education 
transfers to the provinces in 
Canadian history. Provincial 
governments sought to raise 
tuition rates in response, help-
ing to catalyze a CFS campaign 
culminating in a hundred 
thousand student strong one-
day strike on Jan. 25, 1995.

The strike was such an af-
front to Liberals and other 
right-wing-led student unions 
that a wave of defederation 
votes were held. Some right-
wing student leaders unilater-
ally pulled their respective stu-
dent unions from CFS without 
a democratic referendum. This 
right-wing split from CFS laid 
the basis for the Canadian Al-
liance of Student Associations.

Since then, CFS has devot-
ed huge amounts of human 
and financial resources to 
combating defederation cam-
paigns, often contending with 
calculated anti-CFS misinfor-
mation put out by Liberal and 

Tory campus groups, but also 
against the corruption scan-
dals involving CFS-aligned 
student leaders.

The GenerAl ASSeMbly
At Carleton and on other 

campuses, student activists 
are once again trapped in 
a battle between defending 
CFS from the right, while 
desiring something more 
democratic and capable of 
generating high levels of 
student participation in po-
litical action. It is no wonder 
many student activists iden-
tify not with CFS but with 
l’Association pour une Soli-
darité Syndicale Étudiante 
(ASSÉ), the Quebec student 
federation which led the vic-
torious 2005 and 2012 stu-
dent strikes.

Yet, ASSÉ itself is nothing 
without the general assembly. 
General assemblies are the fo-
rums in which students have 
ensured that the strike has 
spread beyond the most radi-
cal campuses and into those 
which are more conservative 
and aligned with other stu-
dent federations. Furthermore, 
Quebec student federations 
have come and gone, but the 
general assembly has survived 
because it is the local form of 
democratic student decision-
making. Direct democracy 
has provided a major bulwark 

against the student right from 
making serious gains on Que-
bec’s Francophone campuses.

The general assembly and 
its threat of direct democracy 
is kept at bay with the current 
representative student council 
structure, a structure CFS activ-
ists continue to leave unchal-
lenged. Its limited democratic 
nature and the power it places 
in the hands of the student 
union executive also allows 
the right to do plenty of dam-
age without any accountabil-
ity outside of annual student 
union elections.

Student activists inside 
and outside the CFS who rec-
ognize the need to build a 
powerful student movement 
in English Canada ought to 
be looking to the general as-
sembly as the means to build 
such a movement. This would 
require a multi-level reform 
movement on each campus 
that can engage not only indi-
vidual students, but make the 
introduction of the general as-
sembly part of student union 
election campaigns, as well 
as a campaign within the CFS 
to compel the adoption and 
construction of general assem-
blies. More democracy will 
be the antidote to the student 
right as well as the prescription 
for a new student movement.
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MAgAzinE

Motion 312: 
dividing pArtiES And 
ShoCking thE pUBliC

Food not BoMBS SpEAking toUr 
highlightS ongoing SUpprESSion 
oF SoCiAl MovEMEntS

kathleen saylors

Few words can make so 
many powerful women and 
men uncomfortable as “abor-
tion.” Canadian politicians 
strive to keep the abortion 
debate closed for many rea-
sons, not least of all re-elec-
tion. Yet last week, the de-
bate was briefly re-opened in 
Parliament with Motion 312, 
brought forth by Kitchener-
Centre Conservative MP Ste-
phen Woodworth and voted 
on Sept. 26.

While pegged as the “abor-
tion legislation,” the motion 
does not deal explicitly with 
abortion. The proposed leg-
islation called for a panel to 
consider redefining when hu-
man life begins.

Regardless, the Canadian 
media is heralding the revival 
of the abortion debate, and 
the issue is most certainly be-
ing handled as such by Cana-
dian politicians.

Abortion became legal in 
Canada in 1969, under PM 
Trudeau. It was allowed cir-
cumstantially, if and when a 
woman’s life was in danger 
due to her giving birth. Fol-
lowing the Charter of Rights 
and Freedoms (1982), the 
existing law was struck down 
in R. vs. Morgentaler (1988) 
because it violated a woman’s 
right to security of the person 
under section 7 of the Charter.

The Conservatives began 
what might now be described 
as a trend in 1990, when they 
raised the abortion issue un-
der PM Mulroney. The pro-
posed legislation would have 
made it illegal for a doctor to 
perform an abortion if a wom-
an’s life was not in danger. It 
passed the House of Com-
mons but died in the Senate.

Since then, the issue has 
remained dormant, with a 
few exceptions. The Conserva-
tives raise legislation every few 
years, but these bills rarely ever 
make it past the second read-
ing. When looking at abortion 
from a partisan perspective, it 
seems like the desire to reopen 
the debate is in Woodworth’s 
deeply-Conservative blood.

As expected, the motion 

caused a variety of emotions 
in Canadians, but perhaps 
one of the most prevalent 
was confusion. The question 
seems to be: why now? Abor-
tion is not a hot-button issue 
in Canada anymore, unlike in 
the United States.

The issue has been closed 
for years and this forms the 
core of Woodworth’s argu-
ment in defense of the motion. 
Woodworth said in a press re-
lease, “Parliament should not 

treat [abortion law] as if it is 
frozen in time forever.” He ar-
gues that the law about when 
a fetus becomes a human has 
not changed in roughly 400 
years, and that Canadians 
need a change.

Woodworth has been 
much criticized for raising 
the issue now. He did so even 
with the seeming disapproval 
of Stephen Harper, who stated 
explicitly that the abortion de-
bate would not be re-opened 
under his administration. 
Harper voted against the mo-
tion. In the past, Harper has 
forced his MPs to vote one 
way, but obviously chose not 
to force a vote on such a con-
troversial issue.

The motion was defeated 
203 to 91; the Conservative 
party formed the core of those 
who voted in favour, with 10 
cabinet ministers in favour. 
The Liberals, NDP, and Green 
Party comprised most of those 
opposed.

Elizabeth May, head of 
the Green Party, commented 
that she was “disturbed by 
Mr. Woodworth’s back-door 
attempt to re-open the abor-
tion debate.” She went on to 
state that she believes “it is 
vital that safe, legal abortions 
be available to the women of 
Canada.”

Breaking with the trend, 
four Liberal MPs voted in fa-
vour of the legislation. In a 
press release shortly after the 
vote, Liberal leader Bob Rae 
stated his party “respect[s] the 
right of individual Members 
of Parliament to vote freely 
on private members’ bills and 
motions” but “the Liberal Par-
ty is unequivocal in its support 
of a woman’s right to choose.”

Possibly the most pro-
vocative element of the vote 
is that 10 cabinet ministers 
supported the bill, including 
Canada’s minister for the sta-
tus of women, Rona Ambrose, 
and Citizenship and Immigra-
tion Minister Jason Kenney. 
Ambrose’s vote is what leaves 
the public most dismayed.

She is now under fire for 
what is being perceived as her 
failure to stand up for wom-
en’s rights. Ambrose herself 
has had almost nothing to say 
on the topic, with the excep-
tion of a vague tweet in reply 
to a query about her vote: “I 
have repeatedly raised con-
cerns about discrimination of 
girls by sex selection abortion: 
no law needed, but we need 
awareness!”

As it stands, the abortion 
debate has been effectively 
closed for years. Canadian 
women have control over 
their bodies, the public gener-
ally supports a woman’s right 
to choose, and yet, despite the 
Canadian attitude, the subject 
is resurfacing.  It is becoming 
clear that Conservative politi-
cians are calling for a change, 
whether we want it or not. 
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The first arrests for sharing food on August 15, 1988 in San Francisco, California.  Photo: www.foodnotbombs.net

Andy Crosby

The fight against terror-
ism has heated up in recent 
months as the Canadian and 
US governments continue to 
bring the war home. In an at-
tempt to stifle opposition and 
criticism to government poli-
cies, authorities on both sides 
of the border have amplified 
efforts to criminalize dissent 
under the guise of domestic 
terrorism.

Keith McHenry, co-found-
er of Food Not Bombs, spoke 
to an audience at Carleton 
University on Oct. 10 as part 
of OPIRG-Carleton’s Fall Col-
loquium speaker series.

Food Not Bombs serves 
free vegan and vegetarian 
meals in 1,000 cities around 
the world and has experienced 
significant police surveillance 
and harassment in the US 
throughout the course of its 
30 year lifespan.

In 1988, the arrest of doz-
ens of Food Not Bombs vol-
unteers in San Francisco led to 
international support for the 
movement and the establish-
ment of chapters in dozens of 
new cities. The organization 
was viewed as a security threat, 
as revealed by files obtained 
through access to information 
requests. Text from a San Fran-
cisco police wiretap memo 
in 1988 stated that Food Not 
Bombs advocated “civil dis-
obedience tactics, and non-
cooperation with law enforce-
ment agencies.”

According to the FBI’s Joint 
Terrorism Task Force (JTTF) 
in 2002, Food Not Bombs 
groups “promote, through 
protest, social remedies to in-
ternational crises rather than 
military solutions.” The FBI 
showed concern that “FNB 
also provides food for protest-
ers during an event.”

Numerous FBI counterter-
rorism files throughout 2003 
and 2004 reveal ongoing sur-
veillance and infiltration of 
Food Not Bombs groups that 
opposed the war in Iraq and 
the Republican National Con-
vention in New York.

According to Will Potter, 
author of Green is the New 
Red, “The police crackdown 
on Food Not Bombs reflects 
how completely upside-
down government priorities 
have become. In the US, the 
FBI has investigated Food 
Not Bombs as terrorists, 
and multiple cities have 
repeatedly tried to ban the 
distribution of free food to 
the homeless.”

Earlier this year, Presi-
dent Obama approved the 

National Defense Authori-
zation Act (NDAA), which 
contains provisions for the 
military to indefinitely de-
tain US citizens without 
charges or trial. Section 1021 
of the NDAA has been chal-
lenged on constitutional 
grounds and could eventual-
ly go to the Supreme Court.

Opposition to the NDAA 
surrounds fear that political 
activists and journalists could 
be targeted and detained as 
the criminalization of dissent 
intensifies under the guise of 
fighting terrorism.

A report to Congress 
on “The Domestic Terrorist 
Threat” in May urged lawmak-
ers to address the inconsistent 
application of terrorism termi-
nology by the federal govern-
ment and law enforcement 
agencies.

The report outlines au-
thorities as defining domestic 
terrorist activity broadly, in 
terms of “threats” from ani-
mal and environmental rights 
groups, while using the terms 
“terrorism” and “extremism” 
interchangeably, which “may 
lead to inconsistencies in the 
development and application 
of the law in the domestic ter-
rorism arena.”

In 2012, a number of in-
cidents have gained notoriety 
where political activists have 
been swept up on terrorism 
charges.

In Cleveland, an FBI cam-
paign targeting the Occupy 
Movement led to the entrap-
ment of five individuals, in-
cluding two Food Not Bombs 
volunteers. An FBI informant 
incited the group to blow up 
a large bridge in Ohio and ar-
ranged the purchase of explo-
sives from the FBI. Charged 
with conspiracy and attempt-
ing to use weapons of mass 
destruction, they could face 
life in prison.

In Chicago, three men 
were charged with material 
support for and conspiracy 
to commit terrorism, as well 
as possession of explosives 
or incendiary devices after 
FBI infiltrators accused the 
group of assembling molotov 
cocktails in the lead-up to the 
NATO Summit protests.

In Seattle, a May Day dem-
onstration, which saw van-
dalism to corporate property, 
resulted in numerous raids 
conducted by the FBI’s JTTF 
in search of anarchist litera-
ture, flags, black clothing, and 
paint. On Oct. 10, one of those 
investigated, Leah Plante, was 
taken into custody for refusing 
to testify before a grand jury.

In Canada, the hunt is 
less pronounced, but a shift 

is underway.
“While Canadian authori-

ties have suppressed a number 
of social movements, includ-
ing queer, environmental, and 
anti-capitalist, these examples 
pale in comparison to the 
repression of social move-
ments in the US,” explained 
Jeff Monaghan, a researcher 
focusing on social movement 
suppression, to the Leveller 
via email. “In Canada, the 
one exception is Indigenous 
movements, which have been 
violently repressed.”

Canada recently revealed 
its Counter-terrorism Strategy, 
which discusses the promotion 
of various causes associated 
with environmentalism, ani-
mal rights, and anti-capitalism 
under the heading “domestic-
issue based extremism.”

Widespread opposition 
to Alberta’s ecologically de-
structive oil sands has forced 
the Conservative govern-
ment to react maliciously. In 
January, Natural Resources 
Minister Joe Oliver warned 
of “environmental and radi-
cal groups” who seek to hurt 
Canadian families by block-
ing opportunities to diversify 
trade, and who “threaten to 
hijack our regulatory system 
to achieve their radical ideo-
logical agenda.”

Later that month, re-
leased government docu-
ments depicted environmen-
tal and Indigenous groups 
as “adversaries” and energy 
companies, industry associa-
tions, and the National En-
ergy Board as “allies.”

Following the slandering 
of environmental and In-
digenous opponents of the 
tar sands, the federal govern-
ment established a 32-mem-
ber counter-terrorism unit 
in Alberta. Led by the RCMP 
with assistance from CSIS and 
other law enforcement agen-
cies, the unit is mandated to 
protect “critical infrastructure,” 
including 400,000 kilometres 
of pipeline, eight oil sands 
mines, and 176,000 oil and 
gas wells in the province.

According to Monaghan, 
security agencies view direct 
action groups such as Food 
Not Bombs as threats to the 
status quo. As such, concerted 
efforts are ongoing to dele-
gitimize, disrupt, and destroy 
these organizations.

Potter echoes a similar 
sentiment, “More broadly, 
these groups also represent 
a threat, because they dem-
onstrate the potential for 
building an international 
movement that meets a com-
munity need while bypass-
ing the state altogether.”
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“WEAthEr thE StorM, tEAChErS”
Francella Fiallos

On Sept. 15, the Liberals 
passed Bill 115, otherwise 
known as the Putting Stu-
dents First Act. The contro-
versial piece of legislation en-
tailed a two-year wage freeze, 
slash of benefits, and disem-
powerment of teachers’ abil-
ity to strike.

 As retaliation, teachers 
have abruptly halted any ex-
tra-curricular programs they 
run and have staged protests 
outside of Queen’s Park in 
Toronto and Premier Dalton 
McGuinty’s constituency of-
fice in Ottawa South.

Although Liberals were 
wrong to take away the teach-
ers’ right to collective bargain-
ing, teachers would be wise to 
avoid striking lest they open 
the doors for a swift intercep-
tion by the Tim Hudak Con-
servatives. 

Historically, when union-
friendly governments like 
Bob Rae’s NDP government 
from 1990-1995 enforced 
legislation that hindered 
unions for a brief time, the 
unions responded harshly. 
Union members affiliated 
with the NDP turned their 
back on Rae and refused to 
support the NDP during the 
1995 election. 

Consequentially, Mike 

Harris of the Ontario 
Progressive-Conservatives 
was elected and during his  
mandate, over 6,000 nurses 
alone lost their jobs. Current 
Tory leader, Tim Hudak, was 
parliamentary secretary to 
then Ontario Minister of 
Health Tony Clement who 
oversaw the firing of nurses 
and the closing of 28 hospi-
tals during Harris’ mandate. 

Teachers faced the brunt 
of Harris’ severely con-
servative agenda when he 
proposed to take educa-
tion regulation out of the 
school board’s hands and 
cut $1 billion from educa-
tion. Harris even prohibited 
teachers to strike in Bill 160 
which led to the infamous 
two week teachers’ strike in 
1997. 

Still, McGuinty is nowhere 
close to Harris in light of the 
amount of benefits he has 
given teachers during his time 
as premier.

Teachers need to wake up 
from their political amnesia 
and grit and bear it for a while. 
Although McGuinty’s bravado 
in passing Bill 115 is enough 
proof to shy away from the 
Liberals, they did, however, 
increase teachers’ wages 34 per 
cent over the past eight years 
while guaranteeing a comfort-
able pension. 

On average, Toronto high 
school teachers earn an in-
come of $83,865, according 
to their 2011 collective agree-
ment. Ontario teachers have 
a starting income of $41,000 
- $44,000 depending on 
their qualifications, said The 
Globe and Mail.

Teachers can then make 
upward of $95,000 by their 
seventh year of teaching, how-
ever two-thirds of education 
graduates struggle to find full-
time work in Ontario, accord-
ing to Maclean’s. 

Furthermore, their high 
income is also compounded 
with the fact that teachers had 
20 sick days and could cash 
out 200 of them if they were 
left unused. Although Bill 115 
reduced sick days to six and 
eliminated the banking op-
tion, teachers need to realize 
that they’re still considerably 
well-off in this province de-
spite Bill 115.

Teachers don’t need to 
stick with the Liberals for-
ever, but they should at least 
consider the perks McGuinty 
has given them throughout 
his mandate, despite trou-
bling economic times.

According to Statistics Can-
ada, the unemployment rate 
in Ontario is 7.9 percent. In 
September, Ontario added 31, 
000 jobs but approximately 

Considering the unintended consequences of resistance tactics

The Liberals have duped themselves 
by betraying their key support 
group and teachers are more than 
entitled to look elsewhere for 
political allies. However, by giving 
in to a knee-jerk reaction, teachers 
risk spitefully strengthening the 
Tory opposition once again and 
can expect to see their income 
and benefits overhauled.

75 percent of those jobs were 
part-time, meaning they are 
more likely precarious, un-
stable, and often lead to stress 
and low income levels. 

Due to the cozy relation-
ship the teachers’ unions have 
had with the Liberals, it’s hard 
to be sympathetic when they 
call Bill 115 “insulting,” espe-
cially since they enjoy a com-
fortable wage, reasonable va-
cation time, a decent pension, 

and secure benefits. 
Not to mention, it can’t 

be easy for low-income On-
tarians who relied on teach-
ers to provide extra-curric-
ular activities for their kids 
to have that service stripped 
away in order to earn politi-
cal points.

The Liberals have duped 
themselves by betraying their 
key support group and teach-
ers are more than entitled to 

look elsewhere for political 
allies. However, by giving in 
to a knee-jerk reaction, teach-
ers risk spitefully strengthen-
ing the Tory opposition once 
again and can expect to see 
their income and benefits 
overhauled. 

Teachers don’t have to 
endure the Liberals but they 
should look to history to 
avoid making the same di-
sastrous mistakes. 

WAiting For A WAlkoUt
doug Nesbitt and  
Andrew stevens

For the first time since 
the late 1990s, a provincial 
labour-related education bill 
has angered a substantial 
number of Ontarians, from 
students to parents and, of 
course, teachers. 

Bill 115, with the Or-

wellian title of the Putting 
Students First Act, passed into 
law on Sept. 11. To no one’s 
surprise, the law received 
unanimous support from the 
opposition Tories.

The bill effectively elimi-
nates collective bargaining 
rights for Ontario’s 180,000 
elementary and secondary 
school teachers. It imposes a 
two-year wage freeze, a 97-day 
delay on pay increments, three 
unpaid Professional Activity 
days, a halving of annual sick 
days to ten, and an end to the 
banking of unused paid sick 
days throughout a teacher’s ca-
reer which can be put towards 
early retirement.

While the bill does not pre-
vent strike votes from taking 
place, it provides the provin-
cial cabinet the power to inter-

vene to stop strikes from hap-
pening, even preemptively, 
without legislative approval. 

Even more draconian, the 
new law revokes the ability of 
local bargaining units to freely 
negotiate contracts with their 
respective school boards. Even 
the school board associations, 
which have a managerial role 
in the education system, op-

posed the restrictions.
McGuinty was re-elect-

ed in October 2011 with a 
minority government by a 
disillusioned electorate and 
record low voter turnout of 
49.2 percent. Since then, his 
austerity agenda has evolved 
from one designed around 
privatization and subcon-
tracting to a call for “volun-
tary” wage freezes from pub-
lic sector workers, beginning 
with teachers. 

The drive for a wage 
freeze, the clawing back of 
collective bargaining rights, 
and the concentration of 
power into cabinet offices 
may soon extend further to 
nearly half a million public 
sector workers if the pro-
posed Protecting Public 
Services Act is brought to 

Queen’s Park.
While the Ontario Second-

ary School Teachers Federa-
tion (OSSTF) and Elementary 
Teachers Federation of Ontar-
io (ETFO) refused to negotiate 
with McGuinty, the leaders of 
the Ontario English Catholic 
Teachers Association (OECTA) 
did agree to a concession-
based Memorandum of Un-
derstanding (MOU). 

Signed in early July, the 
MOU has been used by Mc-
Guinty as a blueprint for 
the concessions imposed on 
the other teachers’ unions 
through Bill 115.

The MOU represents a 
sellout of all Ontario teach-
ers, including OECTA’s own 
members. Not only were lo-
cal OECTA bargaining units 
not consulted by the union 
leaders negotiating directly 
with the government, but 
the MOU was never subject-
ed to a vote by the union’s 
34,000 members. 

Local OECTA bargaining 
units in Hamilton, Sudbury, 
Toronto and Halton have 
since filed complaints with 
the union based on the lack 
of local consultation and a 
ratification vote. The OSSTF, 
ETFO and CUPE (Canadian 
Union of Public Employees) 
leaders publicly rebuked the 
MOU. 

Resistance to Bill 115 has 
taken many forms. Members 
of the OSSTF and ETFO have 
engaged in work-to-rule ac-
tion, strike votes, and public 
demonstrations. The unions 
have also launched court 
challenges against the bills.

A work-to-rule campaign that is not 

applied uniformly across Ontario will 

ultimately fail in challenging Bill 

115 and in garnering public support.
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politiCS oF thE MorMon ChUrCh 

Postal workers were  legislated back to work, 
losing the right to  free collective bargaining,
after Canada Post and Conservative politicians 
claimed that the labour dispute was costing  
“hundreds of millions of dollars.” 
But the  nancial reports show this was a lie. 

That’s why critical thinking about what That’s why critical thinking about what 
you see and hear in the news really matters.
A message from the Canadian Union of Postal Workers

CRITICAL THINKING MATTERS 
TO WORKING PEOPLE.

darryl Reid

Mitt Romney represents 
the closest that any Mormon 
has ever come to winning the 
top spot in the White House. 
Though he has been relatively 
tight-lipped about his reli-
gion, his rise in the race has 
had some profound effects on 
the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-day Saints. Significantly, 
the church has taken measures 
to realign their relationship 
with the LGBTQ community. 
Mormon leaders are softening 
their rhetoric while proclaim-
ing their tolerance. Is this a 
hypocritical facade of reha-
bilitation, or is it a genuine 
change of heart after a decade 
and a half of homophobic 
teachings and practices?

The Mormon Church is 
distinct due to its heavy em-
phasis on hierarchical struc-
ture and a sprawling central 
bureaucracy in Salt Lake City, 
Utah. For example, leaked 
memos prove that in 2008, the 
leadership of the church heavi-
ly influenced the mobilization 
and funding of its members’ 
support for Proposition 8, a 
piece of legislative homopho-
bia that defines marriage as 
being only between a man 
and a woman. Even after the 
backlash, the church quietly 
conducted business as usual 
until Romney’s campaign fo-
cused the nation’s attention 
on the notoriously secretive 

church. Recently Mormons 
have marched in Pride pa-
rades, their private Brigham 
Young University (BYU) will 
no longer expel openly homo-
sexual students, and leaders 
of the church are somewhat 
softening their homophobic 
rhetoric.

Genuine change doesn’t 
come from a top-down de-
cree. While Mormons are 
backslapping themselves for 
their open mindedness, a 

brief look at similar past in-
stances in the church’s history 
shows that whenever progres-
sive stances were taken, it was 
for political opportunism 
rather than a fundamental 
change of heart.

When Joseph Smith Jr., 
the founder of Mormonism, 
instituted polygamy in the 
1830s, it instantly drew ire 
from government and citi-
zens alike. The leaders of the 
church defiantly preached 
the practice as a direct law 
from God until the govern-

ment passed the Edmunds-
Tucker Act, disenfranchising 
the church and threatening 
to seize all its assets and con-
trol over the Utah territory. 
After 60 years of defending 
polygamy, the church, un-
der the leadership of Wilford 
Woodruff, gave up the prac-
tice ―only after it became po-
litically untenable. Polygamy 
is a constant source of em-
barrassment for the church 
and in my own life within 

Mormonism, it was a source 
of cognitive dissonance as I 
have never heard a legitimate 
reason for it. Most members 
reason it away as a mystery of 
God, while being uncomfort-
able with the moral impli-
cations of the church’s past 
practices.

In the mid 1800s, 
Brigham Young succeeded 
Joseph Smith as the presi-
dent of the church and led its 
members to the Salt Lake Val-
ley. Though several black men 
were ordained to the priest-

hood during Smith’s time, 
Young quickly made it official 
policy to deny them full fel-
lowship. During the height 
of the civil rights struggle, 
the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored 
People asked church leaders 
to meet with them, give up 
their discriminatory practices, 
and support anti-discrimi-
nation laws. The church re-
fused, and N. Eldon Tanner 
explained, “We have decided 
to remain silent.” Not all the 
leadership decided to remain 
silent, Ezra Taft Benson often 
decried the civil rights move-
ment as a “communist plot.” 
Steve Benson, his grandson 
and a writer on the subject 
of Mormonism, remembers 
that “he frequently portrayed 
Blacks as a threat to the Amer-
ican Way of Life, at least as he 
defined it.”

Of course, preaching such 
discriminatory beliefs became 
impossible to the churches 
that hoped for expansion 
into Africa. In 1978, then-
president of the church Spen-
cer W. Kimball, declared that 
God had revealed to him that 
it was time to reverse the ban 
on Blacks holding the priest-
hood. So the church opened 
up full fellowship to black 
members of the church, thus 
ending a hundred years of 
racist teachings and practices. 
Just like polygamy, the Mor-
mons’ previous racism was 

struck from the conscience of 
the church membership, and 
apologists began to formulate 
excuses for why the ban was 
ever practiced. The leaders 
who instituted and defended 
racism within the church are 
seen as great men, not as a 
bunch of privileged racists.

Like polygamy or racism, 
homophobia is a discrimina-
tory teaching of the church 
that is now under review due 
to current political circum-
stances – namely, Romney’s 
rise to presidential candidacy. 
If one of their own is to be-
come the so-called leader of 
the free world, he needs to 
strike a balance capable of 
attracting independent and 
moderate voters on the one 
hand, while still convincing 
rank and file Republicans that 
he can protect their social con-
servative agenda. Yet like in 
the two examples above, de-
creased homophobia does not 
fit neatly into a religion that 
has practiced it for so long.

To be gay and Mormon 
means never having a truly 
loving relationship and living 
in shame because the church 
still teaches that your sexual-
ity is abnormal. Homosexu-
ality will be tolerated only as 
far as gay people are willing to 
assimilate into the Mormon 
world and their social expec-
tations – not when they ad-
vocate for real equality. Sure, 
BYU will let students admit 

homosexuality without giv-
ing them the boot, but they 
will not allow their students 
to actually have a relation-
ship with someone of the 
same sex. A Mormon cannot 
advocate for a “gay lifestyle,” 
meaning that homosexual 
Mormons must act as asexual 
beings. Like all members of 
the church, they must never 
question their leaders’ deci-
sions, even if those decisions 
negatively affect their own 
community, as the church’s 
support for Proposition 8 
did. To the Mormon Church, 
hating yourself, having to 
hide/suppress who you are, 
and feeling suicidal are just 
natural effects of the “gay 
lifestyle,” not results of being 
part of a religion that teaches 
intolerance and homophobia 
from the cradle to the grave.

I have never heard a sin-
gle church authority admit 
that polygamy, racism or 
homophobia were mistakes. 
The Mormon Church treats 
these practices as harmless in-
conveniences for those direct-
ly affected, not as a history of 
backwards thinking and con-
stant image rehabilitation.  

The Mormon church and 
Mitt can declare their toler-
ance for the LGBTQ commu-
nity until they are blue in the 
face, but we need to remember 
that “Great words won’t cover 
ugly actions, good frames 
won’t save bad paintings.”

Homosexuality will be tolerated only 
as far as gay people are willing to 
assimilate into the Mormon world 
and their social expectations – not 
when they advocate for real equality.
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• Caribbean • Hip-Hop • 
East European Hip-Hop • 
British • News • Psy-Trance • 
African • and much more!

go to CHUO.fm to stream the 
station, see the schedule, 
and find out about volunteer 
information.

CHUO - 89.1 FM

320 Lisgar Street, Ottawa 
To order: 877-370-9288 or www.venusenvy.ca

Educated Pleasure...
Bring your student card for

10% off toys and great discounts on workshops!

FrEEdoM oF SpEECh 
AFFrontEd in CArlEton 
CoMMiSSion rEport
Tyler Levitan

The Commission on In-
ter-cultural, Inter-religious 
and Inter-racial Relations 
on Campus report was re-
leased on Oct. 10, along 
with an e-mail from Car-
leton President Roseann 
Runte applauding its work. 
The commission was es-
tablished in 2010, with the 
mandate to “contribute to 
a better context for dialogue 
and understanding on the 
Carleton campus and in the 
surrounding community.”

The report focuses on 
two communities: Jewish 
students and Aboriginal 
students. While the report 
makes important recom-
mendations surrounding 
issues of inclusion and re-
spect towards Aboriginal 
students and Indigenous 
issues on campus, a section 
of the report that deals with 
issues surrounding Palestine 

solidarity work represents a 
dangerous threat to freedom 
of expression.

It is yet another instance 
of the Carleton administra-
tion showing its complete 
disrespect for Palestinian 
human rights, and its at-
tempts to intimidate and ul-
timately silence those who 
want to speak out against 
Israel’s crimes in support of 
Palestinian human rights. I 
was surveyed as part of this 
report as a Jewish student 
and staff member on cam-
pus, but this report does not 
represent me, nor my views 
regarding student issues re-
lated to this matter.

It needs to be recognized 
that the report was com-
missioned in the aftermath 
of the banning of Students 
Against Israeli Apartheid’s 
(SAIA) poster, which was 
used for the internationally 
organized Israeli Apartheid 
Week in 2009. The poster 
displayed an Apache heli-
copter firing a targeted mis-
sile towards a Palestinian 
child in Gaza, which ac-
curately portrayed Israel’s 

violent and brutal attack on 
the Gaza strip in December 
2008 and January 2009.

According to the Gaza 
Ministry of Health, as of Jan. 
12, 2009, Israeli attacks in 
Gaza had killed at least 910 
Palestinians, including more 
than 292 children. Targeted 
missiles paraded over the 
besieged Gaza strip for three 
weeks, resulting in the deaths 
of over 1,400 Palestinians, 
including over 300 children.

The poster was banned 
because it was considered to 
be offensive to students on 
campus who support Israel. 
Carleton University defend-
ed their actions by claiming 
that the poster could incite 
hatred on campus.

The definition of anti-
Semitism in the commis-
sion’s report equates criti-
cism of the state of Israel 
with hatred of Jews. This 
definition is the definition 
used by the Canadian Parlia-

mentary Coalition to Com-
bat Anti-Semitism (CPC-
CA), which has been widely 
condemned in the Canadian 
public—including by the 
Jewish group Independent 
Jewish Voices— for its obvi-
ous political and unabash-
edly pro-Israel agenda.

The problem with its def-
inition is that it is too broad 
and vague to allow for an ac-
ceptable criticism of Israeli 
government policy to ever 
be defined. It also can be 
seen as anti-Semitic in itself, 
since it sees Judaism and the 
state of Israel as one and the 
same, which therefore as-
sumes that all Jews are Zion-
ists, and that the actions of 
the state of Israel are there-
fore pinned on the backs of 
all Jews internationally.

Of course it is important 
for Jewish faculty members 
to have the religious free-
dom to observe the holiest 
days of the Jewish calendar, 
and for Jewish students to 
have adequate access to ko-
sher food on campus. But 
these issues should not be 
conflated with issues sur-

rounding feelings of dis-
comfort felt by some Jewish 
students towards Palestine 
solidarity on campus.

The fact that some Jewish 
students feel uncomfortable 
is largely a consequence of 
the mainstream Jewish com-
munity lying about the his-
tory and reality of Israel’s 
crimes against the Palestin-
ians. I myself was raised in 
the mainstream Jewish com-
munity, and I did not even 
know that Palestine existed 
until grade 9, after I left my 
Jewish elementary school.

Jewish students’ feelings 
of discomfort over Israel’s 
systematic crimes against the 
Palestinian people should 
not result in making accom-
modations for such students 
that restrict the rights of oth-
ers students and faculty.

Palestinian students and 
Palestinian human rights ac-
tivists have been threatened 
with a knife for postering on 
campus, and have had their 
posters banned by the ad-
ministration. Furthermore, 
the administration spon-
sored a Jewish National 
Fund (JNF) gala last year. 
The JNF is an organization 
that is notoriously racist to-
wards Palestinians, and has 
played a continued role in 
ethnically cleansing Pales-
tinians from their lands.

President Runte was the 
honourable co-chair of the 
gala, and her excuse for 
participating in such an in-
sulting event to Palestinians 
was that she routinely par-
ticipates in religious events 
in the community. The JNF 
does not represent the Jew-
ish faith, since the Jewish 
faith does not promote ra-
cial discrimination and eth-
nic cleansing.

These are tangible ex-
amples, and only a few 
amongst many, of a climate 
of intimidation and fear for 
both Palestinians and Pales-
tinian human rights activists 
on campus. Why weren’t 
these students interviewed 
in this inter-cultural and in-
ter-racial commission too?

As a Jewish member of 
the Carleton community, I 
strongly condemn the sec-
tion of this report that at-
tempts to intimidate Pales-
tine solidarity activists, and 
hence all students on cam-
pus who care about free-
dom of expression. We need 
to question why only two 
groups were selected for this 
report, and what motivated 
the report to be commis-
sioned in the first place.

I was surveyed as part of this report 

as a Jewish student and staff member 

on campus, but this report does not 

represent me, nor my views regarding 

student issues related to this matter. 
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CUltUrE

ottAWA’S pop-Up dining 
nEvEr tAStEd So good!

xL Petite

liBra (Sept. 23-Oct. 22) Li-
bra, I’m beginning to believe 
that you are a wizard. Not 
just because I saw you on 
the quidditch field last Fri-
day doing lord-knows-what 
with the snitch, but because 
of your uncanny ability to 
grow your nails. Seriously, 
you’re like Wolverine or 
something. I’m not judging, 
in fact I’m a little bit envi-
ous. My only wizard-like 
abilities include donning a 
Mickey Mouse hat and fist-
pumping to Fantasia.

SCorPio (oct. 23-nov. 
21) Scorpio, heed my call. 
Hallowe’en might be a 
night of ghoulish devilry 
for most, but for you, it 
offers the romantic oppor-
tunity of a lifetime! You 
know how people always 
say, “Damn, that Scorpio is 
one hell of a dancer. ” What 
they mean to say is, “Damn, 
that dancing Scorpio looks 
fine with that jack-o-lantern 
on her head!” Bust a move 
my friend!

SagittariuS (Nov. 22-Dec. 
21) Did you ever realize that 
if you substituted “Sagittar-
ius” for “Sanitarium” from 
Metallica’s 1986 master-
piece album Master of Pup-
pets, that it works perfectly? 
Sag-i-tarrius! Leave me be! 
Sag-i-tarius! and so forth. I 
think this about determines 
your Hallowe’en costume. 
You’re gonna have to feather 
your head and thrash it up, 
Kirk Hammet style.

CaPriCorn (Dec. 22-Jan. 
19) I know you think that 
Joe Biden devastated Paul 

Ryan in the VP debates in 
October, Capricorn, but 
if you don’t stop running 
around yelling “Malarkey,” 
someone is gonna trip you 
until you tumble out of your 
Bidenmania.

aQuariuS (Jan. 20-Feb. 
18) Last month I warned 
you about your one-liners, 
urging you to watch The 
Expendables 2. Seriously 
Aquarius, you have much to 
be worried about if things 
don’t go as planned next 
month. Romney’s coming 
for Big Bird. Can you imag-
ine what he’ll do with you? 
Pull it together friend, you 
owe the kids that much at 
least.

PiSCeS (Feb. 19-March 20) 
I sense a deep disturbance 
in your deepest of chakras, 
young padawan. It’s raining 
now isn’t it? Listen to the 
pitter-patter, watch how the 
butterfly moves through the 
–wait, it’s not raining? Look 
again! Still not raining eh? 
Give it time.

arieS (March 21-April 19) 
O winged warlord, thou art 
the recipient of mine own 
haiku horoscope this moon!
The old man whispers
To the chagrin of the fool
“That’s a bunch of stuff!”

tauruS (April 20-May 20) 
Enjoy it while it lasts Taurus. 
I’m watching you...

geMini (May 21-June 20) 
I’ve always thought your as-
trological sign sounds like 
an award. And I’ll be honest, 
I used to like you less be-
cause of it. Everytime I check 
your stars I keep seeing lame 

black dresses and overblown 
tuxedos schmoozing about 
things they don’t actually 
care about in real life, but 
need to smile and pretend 
for the cameras. I got so 
caught up in the gossip that 
I forgot to actually read your 
stars this month...I blame 
Pisces. Don’t believe what 
Pisces is saying about me.

CanCer (June 21-July 22) 
Riddle me this, Cancer. 
22 years ago, one Arnold 
Schwarzenegger made a film 
called Total Recall. This year, 
Colin Farrell starred in a new 
movie called Total Recall and 
at the same time, Arnold re-
leases his memoirs, entitled 
Total Recall. Coincidence? 
Or is it that YOU are in fact 
experiencing a blip in the 
Rekall programming and 
you are in fact an adulterous 
Austrian bodybuilder ner-
vous about a Dubliner po-
tentially besting your classic 
film? We can remember it 
for you wholesale, Cancer, 
we can remember it for you 
wholesale...

leo (July 23-Aug. 22) A 
haunting forewarning by 
way of Japanese structured 
poetry for you:
Hallowe’en it is
When you sup upon the best
Cactus juice surprise

Virgo (Aug. 23-Sept. 22) 
Remember, remember, the 
fifth of November. It’s the 
day the ring of power could 
have been cast into the fires 
of Mount Doom once and 
for all! But alas, humankind 
is weak, Mr. Anderson. But 
fear not, ideas are bullet-
proof, even if you aren’t the 
chosen one.

horoSCopES

A seed bomb is a compressed bundle of soil containing seeds or live vegetation, often 
contained inside a hollow ball of clay. Seed bombs can be launched at any target 
(save concrete), where the clay breaks and forms a bedrock for the soil, resulting in the 
sprouting of new plants! 
Plant your question in Chrisanthemum’s garden (care of: editors.the.leveller@gmail.
com) and he’ll cultivate a response for you to harvest next edition!

Meet Chrisanthemum, a local gardener. Chrisanthemum’s Seed Bombs is the Leveller’s 
new year-round garden column, where Chrisanthemum will be fielding your questions 
relating to any aspect of gardening you might have. 

1) Q: Hey Chrisanthemum! i’ve been thinking about starting up a windowsill garden for a 
long time now, but with winter is right around the corner, is it too late? Can you offer some 
tips for getting started in greenifying my apartment with deliciousness? 

sincerely, 
Window Pain.

Dear Window Pain, 
It is easy to grow leafy greens inside during the winter. All you need is a south-facing 

window, table, a three inch tray, soil, seed (spinach, kale, lettuce), water and care. If you 
really want to be efficient, you can place shelves against your windows, or even hang a 
string of plastic bottles cut in half at the top of your window. Heated houses, especially 
near windows, can get really dry. Make sure to keep the soil moist, but not wet. The 
best way to do this is by watering your plants with a spray bottle. Also, watch out for 
indoor wildlife. Squirrels won’t destroy your crops like they did in the summer, but cats 
will certainly explore the odd new set-up—another reason to keep a spray bottle handy.

2) Q: Chrisanthemum! Are there community gardens available in ottawa?  
How does one go about accessing a plot? 

Love, 
in Need of a Plot.

Dear INOAP, 
There are an extensive number of community gardens in and around Ottawa. Unfor-

tunately there are even more eager gardeners. Last I heard there is an average four-year 
waiting list for a plot. However slowly, more gardens are developing by people fed up with 
waiting. There’s one being built right now at Carleton’s campus this autumn (contact: 
community garden@gsacarleton.ca). 

But if you simply cannot wait for a plot to get your hands dirty, there are alternatives. 
If you are interested in starting up your own community garden or want to get connected 
to any, get in contact with the Community Garden Network operated by Just Food. Many 
older, physically challenged or busier people have land on their property that they are 
not using. Why not ask them if you can use it, offering some fresh-organic produce in 
exchange? Then there is also guerrilla gardening, which is essentially planting gardens 
on otherwise neglected spots. 

3.) Q: i’ve read that if you arrange fruits and veggies in a particular way, i.e. apples with your 
potatoes and so on, that they will keep much longer. is that true? Why? 

yours faithfully, 
simply Curious.

My Dearest Simply Curious, 
I am not aware of any such method of storage. However there are many simple 

ways to store your harvest for the winter. Preserving your harvest is a great way to save 
money over the winter and reduce the carbon footprint of bringing food from warmer 
regions. Root vegetables are safely stored for winter consumption in a underground root 
cellar. Things like peppers, tomatoes, herbs or mushrooms can be dried and stored in 
the kitchen. Virtually anything can be pickled. Jams or preserves can make your peach-
es or raspberries last until the next harvest is ready. Meats can be smoked or salted. 

One word of caution: it is essential to sterilize all bottles, lids, etc. if you are going 
to be preserving. This can be done simply by boiling them for five minutes in a pot full 
of water before you fill them with preserves.

Francella Fiallos

Taboo Eats, held Sept. 20 at 
the Ottawa Jail Hostel, is the 
first in a series of competi-
tions across the province be-
tween “non-chefs” launched 
by Donna Henhoeffer.

“We go across the province 
of Ontario and look to ex-
pose the recipes of really good 
cooks, aka non-chefs, who 
want to put their good recipe 
out there,” said Henhoeffer.

Apart from being a 
new culinary event in Ot-
tawa, Taboo Eats is also 
about breaking the mold 
in traditional cuisine and 
dining experiences, said 
Henhoeffer. “The event is 
a pop-up dining event—it 
goes against what’s tradi-
tional” she said, while stuff-
ing spinach dip into small 
round pastries. 

Over 60 people sub-
mitted their recipes to the 
seven-member jury when 
Ottawa Taboo Eats was an-
nounced on Aug. 25, ac-
cording to an official press 
release. 

Although not victori-
ous, NAC development co-

ordinator and aspiring cook 
Brigitte Aubé-Harrison said 
Taboo Eats was the perfect 
opportunity to improve her 
cooking technique. 

Aubé-Harrison entered 
her Leeky Bacon Mini Piz-
zas, complete with an her-
bed crust, potato, leek, ba-
con, and crème-fraiche. “I 
get one-on-one feedback 
from people who are trying 
my dish,” Aubé-Harrison 
said. “I feel like I’m learn-
ing and growing from my 
experience all the time.”

Henhoeffer attributed 
the overwhelming response 
to the event’s appeal and 
the time crunch that comes 
along with the competition. 
“You  have two weeks [to 
enter] and it’s over. That’s 
the interest with pop-up 
dining. It’s there and it’s 
gone. It doesn’t give them 
time to back out of it.” 

The jury selected 20 
cooks to compete at Taboo 
Eats. The cooks were judged 
by the flavour, presentation, 
originality, and overall flair 
of their dishes. Within 48 
hours of the main event, 
the cooks were each award-

ed a time slot where they 
prepared their entries with 
an assistant at the hostel’s 
commercial kitchen. 

The 516 people in at-
tendance at Taboo Eats then 
voted for their favourite 
dish. Justin Way’s peach 
and blueberry tart with 
candied pecan crust won 
the day, and he will repre-
sent Ottawa at the Ontario-
wide event next year, Hen-
hoeffer said.

Both the food and the 
venue delighted capital 
acquisitions agent, Jenny 
Chook, who attended Ta-
boo Eats with friends. “I 
think it’s a great venue. I 
think it’s a great way of 
promoting local artists.”

Although the focus is on 
food, Henhoeffer wanted 
to stress the idea of expo-
sure by opting to use un-
conventional spaces for 
Taboo Eats. “People are try-
ing taboo foods so we need 
taboo places,” she told the 
Leveller. Henhoeffer said 
that she loved the space 
at the Ottawa Jail Hostel 
since it brings enough in-
trigue and curiosity.



liStingS

tues oCt 16
MuSiC: Organ Recitals. St. An-
drew’s Church. 12:15. Every 
Tues.

TAlK: Making Cycling Irresist-
ible: Lessons from Europe and 
North America. Tom Brown 
Arena, 141 Bayview Rd. 6pm.

Wed oCt 17
ProTeST: Justice for Julie Bilot-
ta. Madeleine Meilleur’s office, 
237 Montreal Rd. 12pm.

TAlK: European Union and Ca-
nadian Environmental Policy: 
moving in tandem or moving 
apart? Senate Room, 6th flr 
Robertson Hall, Carleton Uni-
versity. 1pm.

ArTZ & KulTure: Fundraiser 
for Pilipinong Migrante sa 
Canada. Luneta Bar and Bistro. 
6:30pm.

SinG: Just Voices weekly en-
vironmental choir rehearsals. 
Bronson Centre 222. 7pm. Ev-
ery Wed.

filM: Pink Ribbons Inc. Cin-
ema Politica. 132 Azrieli Pavil-
ion, Carleton University. 7pm.

booK lAunCh:  In Love, 
Hope and Optimism. Octopus 
Books Centretown at Under 
One Roof, 251 Bank St. 7pm.

uniTe: International Day for 
the Eradication of Poverty. The 
Hub, 71 Bank St. 8pm.

thurs oCt 18
TAlK: Believing in Religious 
Freedom. Rm. 125, Simard 
Hall, UOttawa. 4pm.

STiTCh n biTCh: Womyn’s 
Resource Centre, UOttawa. 
4:30pm. Every 2nd Thurs.

TAlK: Making Urban Transport 
Sustainable: Lessons from Eu-
rope and North America.The 
Pit, Architecture Bldg, Carleton 
University. 6pm.

filM feST: The Reel Food Film 
Festival. Ottawa Public Library, 
Main Branch Auditorium. 6pm.

fundrAiSer: Invisible Hands: 
Migrant Farm Workers in Cana-
da. Montgomery Legion, 330 
Kent St. 6:30pm.

fri oCt 19
GATherinG: Covenant Chain 
Link III. Bronson Centre, Mac 
Hall. Fri-Sat.

PAnel: Five Years after Charka-
oui v. Canada. Rm. 147 Fauteux 
Bldg, UOttawa. 5pm.

eAT: Community Kitchen. 
Sustainable SFUO Kitchen. 
5:30pm.

worKShoP: Indigenous Per-
spectives on Education. Bron-
son Centre, Mac Hall. 6:30pm.  
Cont’inued Sat 9:30am-5pm.

video lAunCh:  A Struggle 
to Remember: Fighting For Our 
Families. SAW Gallery, 67 Nich-
olas St. 7pm.

sat oCt 20
STuff: Fall Give Away Weekend 
in Old Ottawa South Neigh-
bourhood. Bank St. between the 
bridges. 8am-6pm.

fundrAiSer: For Friends of 
Lansdowne. Mayfair Theatre, 
1074 Bank St. 3pm. 

PoTluCK: Transition Ottawa 
and the Ottawa Community 
Currency Network. 2 Monk St. 
6pm.

ConCerT: If Food be the Mu-
sic of Life. First Unitarian Con-
gregation, 30 Cleary Ave. 7pm.

sun oCt 21
fundrAiSer: Bumps on the 
Road: A 9-km Walk. Starts at 
780 Echo Drive in the Old Otta-
wa South neighborhood. 8am.

wAlK: Explore Geoheritage 
Day. Hogs Back Park and other 
sites. 10am-3pm.

Mon oCt 22
reAdinG: Requiem. Nepean 
Centrepointe Library, 101 Cen-
trepointe. 7pm.

booK lAunCh: My Arab 
Spring, My Canada. St. Elias 
Church, 750 Ridgewood Ave. 
7pm.

tues oCt 23
TAlK: Green Energy Blues: 
Making Sense of Wind Energy 
Controversies in Ontario. Rm. 
2017 Dunton Tower, Carleton 
University. 5:30pm.

worKShoP: Resilient Kitchen 
- Homestyle Turkish Cooking 
for Herbivores. Beaver Barracks 
- CCOC, 464 Metcalfe St. 7pm.

booK lAunCh: Global Colo-
niality of Power in Guatemala: 
Racism, Genocide, Citizenship. 
Octopus Books at Under One 
Roof, 251 Bank St. 7pm.

TAlK: Building Resilience in 
an Era of Financial Crisis. Uni-
tarian Congregation, 30 Cleary 
Ave. 7:30pm.

Wed oCt 24
dinner: Ecology Ottawa Fun-
draiser Gala. St. Elias Banquet 
Centre, 750 Ridgewood Ave 
5:30pm.

thurs oCt 25
TAlK: Indie Media Exchange 
2012. Organized by LCO and 
Mathare Radio Project. Co-
sponsored by OPIRG-Carleton. 
Rm. M432 Tory Bldg, Carleton 
University. 2pm.

oPen houSe: Under One 
Roof Properties. 251 Bank St. 
(at Cooper St.). 4pm.

feSTivAl: Ottawa Internation-
al Writers Festival, Fall Edition. 
Knox Presbyterian Church, 120 
Lisgar St (and other venues). 
6:30pm. Thurs-Mon.

fri oCt 26
PowerShifT 2012: Opening 
Event. Museum of Civilization. 
6pm.

invASion: Westboro Zombie 
Walk. The Masonic Hall, 430 
Churchill Ave. 6:30pm. 

SToryTellinG: Once Upon A 
Slam. Mercury Lounge, 56 By-
ward Market Square. 7pm.

sat oCt 27
SyMPoSiuM: Gathering 
Knowledge. St. James Major 
Catholic Church Hall Road 38, 
Sharbot Lake. 9am-6pm.

ArT: Enriched Bread Artists 
20th Annual Open Studio. 951 
Gladstone Ave. 11am-5pm. Sat-
Sun. 

feSTivAl: Palestinian Cultural 
Festival. Bronson Centre The-
atre, 211 Bronson Ave. 11:30am.

PowerShifT 2012 : Work-
shops and Plenaries. University 
of Ottawa. 9am-5:30pm. Key-
note-7pm.

fundrAiSer: Blacktie Bean-
fest. The Ron Kolbus-Lake-
side Centre in Britannia Park 
6:30pm.

sun oCt 28
PowerShifT 2012 : Work-
shops and Plenaries. University 
of Ottawa. 9am-5pm.

reAd: The Paper Kindle Club. 
Collected Works Books, 1242 
Wellington St. W.. 3pm.

Mon oCt 29
PowerShifT 2012: Lobby 
meetings. 10am and 2pm; Day 
of Action on Parliament Hill. 
11:30am.

worKShoP: Clean Energy 
Technologies 2012. Travelodge 
Hotel & Conference Centre, 
1376 Carling Ave. Mon-Wed.

fun ArT: Dr. Sketchy’s Anti-Art 
School. Mercury Lounge, 56 By-
ward Market Square. 7pm. 

tues oCt 30
drAG: The Algonquin Queers’ 
Alliance (QSA). The Observato-
ry, Algonquin College. 8:30pm. 

Wed oCt 31
leCTure: Profits of War. Palais 
Imperial Restaurant, 311-313 
Dalhousie St. 12pm.

dreSS uP: Halloween Hard-
core 2012. Mavericks, 221 Ride-
au St. 6pm

thurs nov 1
ArT: Builders: Canadian Bien-
nial 2012. National Gallery of 
Canada, 380 Sussex Dr. 8am. 

fri nov 2
CelebrATion: Media Democ-
racy Day. Octopus Books Cen-
tretown at Under One Roof, 251 
Bank St 2nd flr. 7pm. 

PerforM: Open Mic. Mike’s 
Place Pub, 2nd level Unicentre, 
Carleton University. 8pm.

sat nov 3
worKShoP: Site Mapping for 
Permaculture Design. Just Food 
Ottawa’s office, 2389 Pepin 
Court. 1pm.

CirQue: Alfonse - Variety and 
humour. Shenkman Arts Cen-
tre, 245 Centrum Blvd, Orleans. 
8pm.

sun nov 4
food:  Green Earth Meet-up. 
Green Earth Restaurant, Preston 
St. 2pm.

Wed nov 7
worKShoP: Workshop: The 
Power & Theory of Media. 
Glebe Community Centre 175 

Third Ave. 7pm.

thurs nov 8
CyClinG Kickstand bicycle 
policy training sessions. Ottawa 
(details TBD).

ConferenCe: Right to Exist, 
Right to Resist! ilps-canada.ca. 
Toronto. Nov. 8-10.

yoGA: Drop-in Session. GSA 
lounge, 6th floor Unicentre, 
Carleton University. 5pm.

fundrAiSer: Serenity Re-
newal for Families. Hellenic 
Centre, 1315 Prince of Wales 
Dr. 5:30pm

MuSiC: Les Stroud and the 
Campfire Kings. Mavericks, 221 
Rideau St. 8pm. 

fri nov 9
oPerA: Cinderella for All. Arts 
Court, 2 Daly Ave. 7pm.

PArTy: Après Dark – DJ Night. 
Shenkman Arts Centre, 245 
Centrum Blvd, Orleans. 9pm. 

sat nov 10
worKShoP: Making it Mat-
ter: Truth, Reconciliation and 
Equity. Participants will explore 
discrimination against First Na-
tions students, violence against 
Indigenous women, and the 
legacy of residential schools. 
KAIROS Canada. 9:30am-1pm.

MeeTinG: Canadian Parks and 
Wilderness Society (CPAWS).
Victoria Park Suites Hotel, 377 
O’Connor St. 1pm.

PerforMAnCe: Ottawa Story 
Tellers and 2 Women Produc-
tions. Arts Court, 2 Daly Ave. 
7pm. 

sun nov 11
MuSiC: Open Mic at The Hin-

tonburg Public House. 1020 
Wellington St. W. 9pm

Wed nov 14
PAnel: Views from Afghani-
stan. Rm 4007, Faculty of So-
cial Sciences Bldg, UOttawa. 
8:30am-5:30pm.

worKShoP: Corporate vs 
Alternative Media. Glebe Com-
munity Centre, 175 Third Ave.  
7pm.

thurs nov 15
filM:: European Union Film 
Festival. Auditorium, Library 
and Archives Canada, 395 Wel-
lington St. 6pm.

STorieS:: The Ottawa Inter-
national Storytelling Festival. 
Saint Brigid’s Centre, 310 Saint 
Patrick St. 7pm. Thurs-Sun.

fri nov 16
ConferenCe: Media Democ-
racy. Keynote Panel Discussion. 
Rm 202 Montpetit, UOttawa. 
7pm.

sat nov 17
ConferenCe: Media Democ-
racy. Workshops All Day.. 1st flr 
Lamoureux, UOttawa. 9:30am-
5:30pm.

ConCerT: Tone Cluster, Ot-
tawa’s Quite Queer Choir Pres-
ents “Red”. Centretown United 
Church, 507 Bank St. 8pm.

sun nov 18
ConferenCe: Media Democ-
racy. Ottawa Media Co-op In-
tro Meeting. 1st flr Lamoureux, 
UOttawa. 1pm.

ConCerT: The Slavic Soul. 
Huguette Labelle Hall, Tabaret 
Hall, UOttawa. 2pm.


