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MORE THAN A SYMBOL

KANATA 150? EXHIBIT EXPLORES 
COUNTER-NARRATIVES OF COLONIZATION

Councillor Catherine McKenney pushes to make Ottawa a sanctuary city
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Ash Abraham Coutu

Like the raised fist of the 
resistance or the olive 
branch of the peace 

movement, symbols are only 
as powerful as the voices who 
drive them. One of those voic-
es is Somerset Ward Council-
lor Catherine McKenney, who 
will be presenting a motion 
to make Ottawa a sanctuary 

city in late February. 
“Symbolically[,] we have 

always been a generous and 
open community,” McKen-
ney told the Leveller. “This 
motion says, we continue 
to be.” 

In response to the anx-
iety induced by President 
Trump’s recent immigration 
ban, hundreds gathered in 
front of the Human Rights 

Monument in Ottawa on 
Feb. 4 to demonstrate sol-
idarity with with refugees, 
Muslims, and immigrants. 
The crowd left Mayor Jim 
Watson a voicemail message 
chanting, “We want Ottawa 
to be a Sanctuary City.” The 
large crowd then marched 
to the U.S. embassy chant-
ing, “No hate, no fear, refu-
gees are welcome here,” and 

“From Palestine to Mexico, 
all the walls have got to go.”

Other cities across Cana-
da, such as Montreal, Peter-
borough and Regina, are also 
pushing for sanctuary city pol-
icies, where residents without 
legal status can access essential 
services without fear of pros-
ecution. McKenney says, “We 
see what is happening in the 
world. People are frightened. 

This is an opportunity for us 
to take care of each other.”

Councillor McKenney’s 
motion will be more than 
a symbol. It will guarantee 
all non-status residents 
equal access to city-funded 
services. Frontline service 
providers will be instruct-
ed to not ask for residents’ 
immigration statuses. 

Gowlene Selvavijayan

With Canada’s 
150th celebra-
tions underway, 

one Ottawa exhibit featur-
ing seven Indigenous artists 
reminded Canadians of cer-
tain colonial realities. These 
realities extend far beyond 
Canadian Confederation’s 
150-year history. They go 
hand-in-hand with the his-
tory our sesquicentennial 
celebrations do so little to 
acknowledge.

The KANATA 150? ex-
hibit, a nod to the origin of 
the country’s name, was on 
display at Studio Sixty Six in 
the Glebe from January 12 
to February 18. The exhibit 
explored a counter-narrative 
of Canadian Confederation 
by giving Indigenous artists a 
platform to reflect upon the 
festivities. 

As Rose Ekins, gallery 
manager and curator at 
the emerging artist’s stu-
dio, mentioned on the 
Studio Sixty Six website, 
“Canada is a country built 
from settler colonialism, 
which leaves the question 
of how the Indigenous 
peoples of this land are 
meant to participate in 
these celebrations.”  This 
question inspired Ekins to 
organize the group show 
and reach out to emerging 
Indigenous artists of vari-
ous backgrounds to share 

their thoughts on the cel-
ebrations.

“From what I can see, a 
lot of the events and celebra-
tions do not include the en-
tire history of Canada,” Ekins 
told the Leveller.

Ekins felt that the celebra-
tions were simplistic — espe-
cially when colonization of 
the land began long before 
1867 and the timeline of In-
digenous people in Canada 
extends even further. “This is 
why the exhibit is so import-
ant,” she said. 

Ekins said it was the best 
attended opening of the sea-
son, welcoming about 300 
to 400 people, and resulted 
in early sales of four works of 
art by Indigenous artists. 

Shelby Lisk, a Haudeno-
saunee artist who contrib-
uted to the exhibit, said she 
appreciates how the show 
questioned the way stories 
are told and histories are por-
trayed in Canada.

“I have always felt strange 
about patriotism as an Indig-
enous person living in a col-
onized nation,” Lisk said.

“I never want to make 
people feel bad and I realize 
that people will continue to 
celebrate Canada Day,” she 
added, “but even if they can 
take a few minutes out of 
their parties to think about 
how Indigenous people fit 
into the representations and 
celebrations of Canada, we 
can start to broaden the per-
spective and dialogue.”

Alexandre Aimée, a Mé-
tis Franco-Ontarian artist 
also involved in the exhib-
it, described art as a tool of 
communication that makes 
difficult subjects easier to ex-
press and vocalize through 
imagery.

“The exhibit started di-
alogue, which is important 
especially starting off this 
year,” she said.

According to Aimée, the 

opening night of the show 
welcomed an interesting 
medley of people — from 
government workers to art-
ists, and lawyers to students. 

“I think it is important 
to give platforms to the In-
digenous artists of this land 
but also important that the 
other qualities they have to 
offer — like their wonderful 
artistic talent — should be 
made available much in the 
same way as are the talents of 
others,” said Ekins.

By adding these artists to 
the roster, Ekins said Studio 
Sixty Six intended to make 
artistic and cultural diversity 
the norm for the work shown 
and sold at the gallery and 

in Ottawa’s commercial art 
market as a whole.

Moving forward, how-
ever, amidst the upcoming 
official Canada 150 celebra-
tions, Lisk urges Canadians 
to recognize the history they 
are celebrating. 

“We need to make sure 
that we are not silencing the 
true history of the country 
and the Indigenous nations. 
We need to not use Indige-
nous imagery and traditions 
as tokens so that we can look 
like a ‘diverse and inclusive’ 
country with no race relation 
issues,” Lisk said.

“We need to ask Indige-
nous people how they want 
to be represented.”
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Happy birthday! This 
month we celebrate eight 
years of the Leveller.

In February 2009, the Lev-
eller published its first issue, 
commencing a new era of 
consistent, critical indepen-
dent newspaper publishing 
for Ottawa-area students and 
residents.

At that time and to this 
day, we continue to defy tech-
nological logic and media cri-
tique alike that relentlessly rel-
egate print media — especially 
in the newspaper format — to 
the dustbins of history.

Flying in the face of these 
trends, we have even decided 
to increase our print num-
bers and our reach. Is there 
not a better way to celebrate 
such an anniversary? (Even if 
isn’t quite as delicious as the 
batch of Leveller-brand wine 
fermented for our fifth anni-
versary.)

That’s right, with the help 
of a local distribution busi-
ness, we are now expanding 
into various Ottawa neigh-
bourhoods via free home de-
livery service. This issue, four 
thousand Ottawa residents 
will receive this newspaper 
in their mailboxes, in a vari-
ety of low-to-middle income 
and student neighbourhoods 
straddling the Rideau and Ot-
tawa rivers.

If you are one of these 
lucky residents and actually 
made it past the front cover, 
we commend you and prod 
you to read further. Wheth-
er you love or hate what you 
read, please send us a letter 
(or email) regardless. We 
would love to hear from you, 
even if it’s to say you never 
want to see our paper again.

Here’s a bit more about us 
for you first-time readers.

The Leveller was born as 
the brainchild of a handful 
of disgruntled leftist graduate 

students at Carleton Universi-
ty in late 2008. The students 
were fed-up with negative 
media coverage berating 
workers and unions — at that 
time, OC Transpo workers 
during the Ottawa bus strike 
and CUPE 4600 members at 
Carleton. Pooling their hard-
earned teaching assistantship 
and scholarship money to-
gether, these determined stu-
dents put out the first issue of 
the Leveller in February 2009.

The Leveller seeks to bal-
ance such negative coverage 
of worker struggles and other 
important social justice issues 
and promote the progressive 
values that so many of you 
hold dear. That is, we attempt 
to augment the voices of peo-
ple over profit and power. 
Whereas the corporate press 
and mainstream media mis-
lead their readers by speaking 
of balance and non-bias, we 
recognize that newspapers 
and media have never been 
so. Pure objectivity was not 
the historical purpose of news-
papers, which have always ei-
ther been tied to business and 
political interests or the critical 
voice of the people.

We are tied to nobody. 
We receive a small amount of 
funding from Carleton gradu-
ate students, so we try to take 
our membership into consid-

eration in our coverage.
We want to see the cre-

ation of a more equitable, 
just society and we hope that 
is reflected in our content. We 
strive to be open, democratic 
and non-hierarchical. We also 
pride ourselves on develop-
ing grassroots journalistic 
skills amongst our contribu-
tors, seasoned or green.

We are attempting to ex-
pand our readership in a time 
of national and international 

turmoil as we feel that our 
newspaper may be more rel-
evant than ever.

The left — already frag-
mented — is under consis-
tent attack. The social welfare 
state is being eroded beyond 
recognition. Environmental 
regulations are being slashed. 
Indigenous rights continue 
to be denied. Those without 
citizenship status are ren-
dered increasingly vulnerable. 
Those not “belonging” to the 
dominant culture are increas-
ingly marginalized.

Sexism, racism, Islamopho-
bia, xenophobia, bigotry and 
homophobia are on the rise.

We are now in a peculiar 
period of time where corpo-
rate media — often criticized 
by the left for their unabashed 
pro-war, anti-democratic 
coverage (demonization of 
protesters, for example) — is 

equally under vicious attack. 
The U.S. President publicly 
refers to established corporate 
media outlets as “fake news.” 
Heck, on Feb. 17 he even re-
ferred to mainstream media 
outlets as “the enemy of the 
American people!”

Alongside the discrediting 
of mainstream media is the 
rise of the so-called alt-right 
and its various media outlets. 
The self-ascribed label of “alt 
right” is sugarcoating the real-
ity of what it is: xenophobic, 
white-nationalist media.

In a twisted perversion of 
logic, this media of the ex-
treme right invents stories out 
of thin air, creating an alter-
native truth, alternative facts, 
which feeds the extreme right-
ist base to levy further attacks 
on marginalized commu-
nities and people of colour. 
The media on that end of the 
spectrum are successfully dis-
crediting the centrist corporate 
media with charges of “fake 
news” while they relentlessly 
invent stories and spread lies 
and hate propaganda

We are reminded of the 
soundbyte that went out af-
ter the tragic Québec mosque 
shooting: that it was carried 
out by two Syrian refugees 
when, in reality, it was carried 
out by a white supremacist fu-
eled by the hate rhetoric of po-
litical leaders such as Marine 
Le Pen and Donald Trump.

On this end of the spec-
trum — the holier-than-thou 
left — where do these circum-
stances leave us? We must 
continue to carve out our 
niche, fight back and try to 
unite progressive forces.

Leveller contributors come 
from all segments of the left-
ist political spectrum — from 
centre-left to anarchist — and 
perhaps our attempts at inclu-
sion and unity is what we need 
in this moment of turmoil.

Contact us 
submissions/inquiries  editors.the.leveller@gmail.com 
advertising/volunteering  operations.the.leveller@gmail.com
Join us
facebook  The Leveller: Campus • Community • Culture
twitter  twitter.com/leveller_ottawa
web  www.leveller.ca
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EDITORIAL

ALTERNATIVE MEDIA AND “THE ENEMY OF THE PEOPLE”

NEEDS
• A Business 

Assistant
• Distribution 

Assistants
• Layout Apprentice
• Listings 

Coordinator 

• Photographers
• Copy Editors
• Online Editor 
• Proofreaders
• Journalists - 

from amateur to 
professional

The Leveller is experimenting with paying our 
contributors, recognizing that your time is valuable 
and without you, the Leveller would cease to print.
 
$50 - Investigative pieces / Feature spread
$25 - Most others - campus, news, magazine, 
culture, comics
$15 - Columns
$10 - Comment/Opinion

Whether you’re looking to add your accent 
to our voice of dissent or if you’re interested 
in learning what it takes to get a grassroots 
media project up off the ground, contact 
editors.the.leveller@gmail.com to find out 
how you can get involved.

To facilitate paying our contributors, the Leveller has created an 
Investigative Journalism Fund, so that we can sustain this payment 
model as well as fund larger investigative research projects, or 
perhaps even add a journalist to the payroll someday… 

Contact operations.the.leveller@gmail.com to contribute any amount.
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NEWS

McKenney says, “These 
residents work, contribute, 
pay property tax and pay 
sales tax. They have every 
right to the services without 
fear of us turning them over 
to immigration. This isn’t 
necessarily providing any-
thing extra. It’s just saying, 
we’re not going to do immi-
gration’s job for them.”

A pilot study on sanctu-
ary city policies in Toron-
to found that “the human 
rights implications of liv-
ing without status are pro-
found.” The study, conduct-
ed by the Ryerson Centre 
for Immigration and Set-
tlement in February 2017, 
states, “The degradation of 
mental and physical health 
is a primary concern, which 
is attributable in large part 
to fear of detection and de-
portation, social isolation, 
poor working and living 
conditions, vulnerability 
to abuse and exploitation, 
and a host of institutional 
barriers.” Undocumented 
residents may also choose to 
not vaccinate their children 
or phone the police for fear 
of potential deportation.

Toronto declared itself a 
sanctuary city in February 
2013 and implemented “Ac-
cess without Fear” policies 
that ensured all residents 
opportunities to access 
city-funded services.

Aditya Rao, who is in-
volved with the Sanctuary 
City Ottawa campaign, be-
lieves Ottawa should look to 
cities like Toronto for guid-
ance. Rao told the Leveller 

that, “There’s no reason for 
cities to be assisting the fed-
eral government in round-
ing up individuals. Cities 
should be building welcom-
ing and safe communities 
for everyone regardless of 
their status.”

Rao cites the story of 
an undocumented woman 
who was detained in Van-
couver after attempting to 
flee domestic violence: “She 
didn’t have bus fare, and 
the bus driver called CBSA.” 
Rao continued, “She was 
put into detention and 
chose to hang herself, rath-
er than going back to the 
situation she was in.” Rao 
points out that this exam-
ple is extreme but is also the 
kind of situation sanctuary 
cities could prevent.

Rao further commented 
that Sanctuary City Otta-
wa is not calling for merely 
a symbolic gesture. “That 
could be dangerous for mi-
grants who come expecting 
safety, and are handed over 
to CBSA. It is putting their 
lives at risk. Catherine McK-
enney agrees, and that’s why 
we are hoping this motion 
will pass.”

McKenney says, “It’s im-
portant to always be mov-
ing forward together. But 
at the same time, people 
live in real fear. If you’ve 
never been a victim of dis-
crimination, then it might 
be difficult to understand 
what that’s like on a day to 
day basis. We have to sup-
port each other.”

Counsellor McKenney is 
set to present her motion on 
Feb. 22, 2017. 

SANCTUARY CITY  
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

Sarah Nixon

The Standing Rock Sioux 
Tribe filed a new legal chal-
lenge to the Dakota Access 
Pipeline, or DAPL, on Feb. 
13, requesting that a feder-
al judge block the easement 
granted by President Trump 
through executive order on 
Feb. 8. This last-ditch legal 
effort comes after a failed 
attempt to acquire a re-
straining order against En-
ergy Transfer Partners, the 
company responsible for 
the pipeline construction. 
The restraining order was 
filed for immediately after 
President Trump granted the 
easement, but was denied 
soon after, on Feb. 13, spur-
ring the filing of a new legal 
challenge.

Drilling to lay the final 
1.5-mile leg of DAPL under 
Lake Oahe, however, has al-
ready begun. Spokeswoman 
for Energy Transfer Partners 
Vicki Granado confirmed in 
an email last week that the 
company “expect[s] to be 
completed in 60 days with 
another 23 days to fill the 
line to Patoka,” where Bak-
ken crude oil from North 
Dakota will be refined for 
sale. This final leg of the 
pipeline is being laid less 
than a mile north of the 
Standing Rock Sioux Res-
ervation, beneath the Lake 
Oahe portion of the Mis-
souri River where the Sacred 
Stone camp has stood since 
Spring 2016.

Clayton Thomas-Muller, 
a prominent Indigenous 
activist from the Mathias 
Colomb Cree Nation in 
Northern Manitoba, told 
the Leveller in a Feb. 18 in-
terview that DAPL’s con-
struction “is a classical case 
of environmental racism in 
the heartland of the United 
States, and everyone should 
be concerned about it.” 
Thomas-Muller also noted 
that the pipeline is “a piece 
of infrastructure that will 
hardwire our economy into 
the dirty energy economy” 
and push us “far past the 

Paris Accord’s 2050 goals,” 
referring to the Paris Climate 
Agreement goal of achiev-
ing net zero greenhouse gas 
emissions globally by 2050. 

Meanwhile, officials with 
Energy Transfer Partners 
have attempted to discred-
it water protectors resisting 
the pipeline by characteriz-
ing them as “terrorists.” Ex-
ecutive Vice President Joey 
Mahmoud wrote of activists 
who shut off a handful of 
pipeline pumping stations 
in October, that “had these 
actions been undertaken by 
foreign nationals, they could 
only be described as acts of 
terrorism” in a testimony to 
congress on Feb. 15. 

Yet, in regard to violent 
acts surrounding the pipe-
line’s construction, Chase 
Iron Eyes noted on Democ-
racy Now, Feb. 8, that the re-
cord of the Morton County 
Police during the months-
long resistance to DAPL 
“includes the brutalizations 
of a young woman named 
Sophia Wilansky. It includes 
the loss of eyesight of anoth-
er young lady. It includes the 
permanent maiming by at-
close-range deployment of 
less lethal bullets. It includes 
dog attacks. It includes wa-
ter cannons in subfreezing 
temperatures, the negligent 
or intentional risking of 
human lives. It includes the 
lying — the Morton Coun-
ty law enforcement agen-
cies lying about the crimi-
nal conduct.” In total, the 
Morton County police have 
made over 700 arrests in re-
lation to pipeline protests, 
which Iron Eyes described 
as a “peaceful, prayerful, 
nonviolent exercise of our 
human, treaty, constitution-
al and civil rights.”

Thomas-Muller warns 
that “it’s important to un-
derstand that this issue of 
Standing Rock is tied to so 
many other issues that are 
being disrespected and dis-
regarded and agitated by the 
Trump administration poli-
cies,” and observed that “the 
circumstances are eerily sim-

ilar to the geopolitics pre-
World War Two Germany.” 
He went on to say that these 
geopolitics have “serious 
ramifications for our entire 
economy, our country, our 
security, and certainly that 
is magnified on vulnerable 
populations through Cana-
da like Indigenous Peoples.”

Water protectors are 
continuing to fight against 
DAPL, calling for mass 
mobilizations worldwide. 
An All Nations March on 
Washington will take place 
on March 10. This will be 
to demand respect for In-
digenous rights and climate 
justice, while “standing in 
solidarity against the tyran-
ny of the Trump administra-
tion,” according to Thom-
as-Muller. Chairman of the 
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe 
Dave Archambault also 
vowed in a recent letter that 
“[i]f DAPL is successful in 
constructing and operating 
the pipeline, the Tribe will 
seek to shut the pipeline op-
erations down.”

In addition to rallies and 
direct action, other forms 
of resistance are also being 
pursued. The Seattle City 
Council voted unanimous-
ly to divest $3 billion from 
Wells Fargo on Feb. 7, as a 
means of retaliating against 
the bank’s role in funding 
DAPL. The City Council 
made the move by pass-
ing a Socially Responsible 
Banking bill, which stated 
that the city would not re-
new its contract with Wells 
Fargo when it expires in 
2018, and enshrined other 
social justice principles for 
the city’s future investments 
and banking relationships 
as well. 

Resistance to DAPL may 
spill over into opposition 
against the renewed Keystone 
XL pipeline project, after 
President Trump ordered its 
construction on Feb. 8. The 
pipeline, thought by many 
to be dead after Obama re-
jected it in late 2015 on the 
grounds that it would con-
tribute to climate change, 

would carry Alberta tar sands 
oil south across the border to 
Steele City, Nebraska, where 
it would connect to other 
major pipelines. Prime Min-
ister Trudeau has repeatedly 
expressed his support for the 
project. On Democracy Now, 
Feb. 14, Thomas-Muller ex-
plained that “the Trudeau 
government has prepared it-
self for a Standing Rock level 
of resistance.”

WATER PROTECTORS 
CONTINUE TO RESIST DAPL
Peaceful Protests Turn to Legal Action, Direct 
Action and Divestment

Photo: Joe Brusky, flickr.com
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 Leveller Staff

CUPE 4600, the union 
representing Teaching As-
sistants (TAs) and Contract 
Instructors (CIs) at Car-
leton University, filed a No 
Board Report on Feb. 10, 
which puts the organiza-
tion into a legal strike po-
sition by March 6.

“A No Board Report 
is filed [with the Ontario 
Labour Relations Board] 
when either side feels ne-
gotiations have stalled in 
conciliation and to move 
towards a legal strike or 
lockout position,” accord-
ing to CUPE 4600’s website.

CUPE 4600 has been 
negotiating new collective 
agreements with the uni-
versity since July (Unit 1 
– TAs) and August (Unit 2 
– CIs). Carleton’s adminis-
tration called for a concili-
ation process in December 
2016, which prompted the 
union to seek a strike man-
date from its members.

The No Board Report 
is “a formality that can be 
triggered by either side af-
ter an initial meeting with 
the conciliator and starts a 
countdown to the date at 
which job action can legal-
ly take place,” CUPE 4600 

President Kevin Partridge 
told the Leveller.

Partridge emphasized 
that it does not necessarily 
mean that job action will 
take place on March 6, as 
meetings with the employ-
er continue to occur and 
collective agreement pro-
posals exchanged.

“Carleton has a ‘tra-
dition’ of not bargaining 
about some of the most 
important issues until 
both parties are faced with 
a deadline and the union 
has mobilized for some 
sort of job action,” he said.

In late January, CUPE 
4600 members voted over-
whelmingly in favour of a 
strike mandate, with TAs 
voting 84 per cent and CIs 
voting 91 per cent in favour.

A press release an-
nouncing the No Board 
Report filing notes that 
Carleton’s offer would 
have TAs working a lot 
more for a lot less and that 
Carleton CIs were on track 
to becoming the lowest 
paid in the province.

The union also cites 
other outstanding issues 
arising from negotiations, 
including better teacher/
student ratios, better feed-
back tools for students and 

heightened job security for 
CIs who must frequently 
reapply for their jobs de-
spite decades of continu-
ous service.

Although CUPE 4600 
will continue to meet with 
the university administra-
tion hoping to reach an 
agreement by March 6, the 
union is preparing for pos-
sible job action.

“Organizing successful 
job action is a massive task 
and requires many vol-
unteers, careful planning, 
hard working staff and the 
support of others outside of 
the union,” said Partridge. 
“CUPE 4600 has been do-
ing this work for many 
years now and the massive 
majority vote of our mem-
bers in support of our bar-
gaining teams was a result.”

“The No Board Report 
was just one part of this 
long term mobilization 
plan,” said Partridge.

According to the 
union’s Mobilization Co-
ordinator, Pierre Blais, 
many members have al-
ready signed up for picket-
ing in the event of a strike.

“CUPE 4600 has nev-
er been on strike before 
but we are trying to get 
the employer to recognize 

that our members are fed 
up with being treated so 
poorly and need substan-
tial improvements to their 
working conditions and 
compensation,” said Par-

tridge.
“Very few people look 

forward to the disruptions 
that job action may cause 
but I sincerely believe that 
the vast majority of our 

members are prepared to 
back up their demands 
with action and that a 
substantial portion of the 
broader community will 
support them.”

FRUSTRATED UNION PRESSURES 
UNIVERSITY TO NEGOTIATE
CUPE 4600 job action could commence on March 6

CUPE 4600 staff have packed up the office and getting ready to move to strike headquarters.   Photo: CUPE 4600
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Espoir Manirambona

On Feb. 2, students and 
workers rallied in front of 
Carleton University’s Rich-
craft Building (formerly 
known as River Building) to 
protest a closed-door meet-
ing of the Board of Gover-
nors (BoG). The “Noisy Per-
sons” protest was organized 
by a number of groups in-
cluding students who sup-
port free tuition, activists 
who oppose Carleton’s In-
frastructure Resilience and 
Research Group (IRRG), 
students who oppose the 
new sexual violence policy 

and Students Against Israeli 
Apartheid.

The BoG is a largely un-
elected body that makes de-
cisions regarding resource 
allocation and tuition fees 
and has been the subject of 
controversy for a number of 
years. Last year, the Leveller 
documented how the Board 
tried to silence dissent with-
in its own ranks and used 
security to intimidate stu-
dent protesters. 

Responding to more re-
cent protests, Carleton Pres-
ident Roseann Runte sent 
a letter to students on Jan. 
12. According to the “Noisy 

Persons Unite” Facebook 
organizing page, Runte re-
ferred to student protest-
ers as “noisy persons” that 
are “contravening the basic 
principle of a civil society” 
by “the din” of “what they 
consider to be their right to 
freedom of speech.” This 
recent series of events is a 
sign that the contradictions 
between the Board and the 
Carleton community are in-
tensifying. 

At the rally, the mood 
was cheerful with a strong 
sense of enthusiasm ema-
nating from the crowd. The 
students and their allies 

were indeed noisy, loud, 
proud and determined to 
be heard. Many expressed 
disapproval of the unelect-
ed Board members’ inten-
tion to increase tuition fees 
over the next two years. 

Ashley Courchene, VP 
Support Services with the 
Carleton Undergradu-
ate Students’ Association, 
spoke first during the Feb. 
2 protest. “This is not my 
first time here; I’ve been 
here, in this exact spot, 
fighting against tuition 
increases for years now,” 
Courchene told the crowd. 
“And as usual, today, the 
Carleton Board of Gover-
nors plans to increase tui-
tion for the maximum rate 
for the next two years.”

The move by Boards of 
various universities across 
the country to increase fees 
points to a growing dispar-
ity of motivations between 
university administrators 
and students. In Novem-
ber of 2016, the Canadian 
Federation of Students or-
ganized a National Day of 
Action for free tuition. 

“The administration 
votes to increase tuition ev-
ery year. They often argue 
that it is due to reduced 
government funding [for] 
post-secondary education 
and their own rising costs 
of maintaining the Univer-

sity. This is despite them 
posting millions in surplus 
every year,” Jenna Amirault, 
Vice President External with 
the Graduate Students’ As-
sociation, told the Leveller. 
“The Board of Governors 
and Carleton adminis-
tration do not want free 
post-secondary education 
for all students. Instead, it 
is in their interest to further 
corporatize the University 
and try to maximize their 
profits.” 

There were also students 
attending the rally to op-
pose the IRRG. The IRRG 
held a security symposium 
at Carleton in November to 
brainstorm legal measures 
— including using the An-
ti-terrorism Act — against ac-
tivists challenging Canada’s 
natural resource sector. Car-
leton students published an 
open letter and launched an 
online petition in mid-Feb-
ruary  to “end Carleton 
University’s support to [the 
IRRG] promoting use of Bill 
C-51 against protesters.”

Students and workers 
concerned with the Car-
leton administration’s new 
sexual violence policy were 
also well represented at 
the protest. The Board im-
plemented the policy in 
December following pro-
vincial legislation mandat-
ing Ontario universities to 

adopt sexual violence pol-
icies by January. While the 
new policy marks progress, 
students, faculty and work-
ers still argue more needs 
to be done, including ad-
dressing rape culture on 
campus. 

A coalition of campus 
groups argues that the sex-
ual violence policy needs 
to be more survivor-cen-
tric. In addition, Carleton 
students launched a “Not 
Our Policy” campaign in 
February which included 
an open letter and a peti-
tion to reform the sexual 
violence policy.

The Feb. 2 rally affirms 
that the “Noisy Persons” 
are back. The rally signals 
to the Carleton adminis-
tration and the community 
that activists will not be in-
timidated and will continue 
to exercise their democratic 
rights. Where will this mo-
ment take us? Will these 
groups continue to embrace 
unity? Will they continue to 
challenge the undemocrat-
ic nature of the BoG? One 
thing is clear, the student 
and worker movement at 
Carleton is alive and well. 
What happens at Carleton 
might seem small but it is 
part of a bigger picture: dis-
sent on campus has a but-
terfly effect. The Leveller will 
be watching.

Students Against  
Israeli Apartheid

Student leaders at Car-
leton University have 
abandoned their moral 
leadership by choosing to 
celebrate and promote the 
Israeli government and its 
human rights abuses.

Earlier this month, the 
Israel Awareness Commit-
tee (IAC) hosted an event 
for students featuring Israe-
li wine, which was attended 
by current and future CUSA 
executives, as well as CUSA 
Councilors. 

The purpose of the 
event was to promote clos-
er ties to the Israeli gov-
ernment. Implicitly, the 
event sanctioned the Is-
raeli state’s ongoing prac-
tices of occupation and 
apartheid. The event was 
attended by the Israeli Em-
bassy and organized by the 
IAC, which refers to itself 
as “the official voice for Is-
rael on campus.” 

During the fiftieth year 
of the military occupation 
of the West Bank and Gaza, 
in the midst of rapid settle-
ment expansion and only 
one week after the Israeli 
government adopted a new 
law expropriating private 
Palestinian land, it is shock-
ing that student leaders felt 
it was appropriate to show 

their support for those ac-
tions by networking with 
the Israeli Ambassador over 
wine and cheese.

It is also disturbing that 
the event featured Israe-
li wine, when the Israeli 
wine industry is complicit 
in the ongoing military oc-
cupation of the West Bank 
and the theft of resources, 
including farmland and 
the monopolization of wa-
ter. Wine that is produced 
from grapes grown in il-
legal settlements is practi-
cally impossible to distin-
guish from wine produced 
in  Israel proper, as settlers 
have a variety of means to 
conceal the origin of their 
products.

Regrettably, this is not 
the only recent incident of 
CUSA executives lending 
legitimacy to Israeli apart-
heid. Over the holiday 
break, the CUSA Vice Pres-
ident of Finance went on a 
heavily subsidized trip to 
Israel as part of a “young 
leaders” program led by 
the Centre for Israel and 
Jewish Affairs (CIJA).  This 
program mirrors those in 
South Africa during apart-
heid, when the South Af-
rican Embassy and other 
organizations brought 
scores of politicians and 
community leaders on free 
propaganda tours of the 

country. These individuals 
would often return as new 
supporters of South Afri-
ca and would push back 
against calls for boycotts 
and sanctions. 

This month, the Israeli 
government hosted a simi-
lar propaganda tour to Isra-
el for NFL players with the 
intention to turn them into 
“ambassadors of goodwill 
for Israel.” Courageously, 
more than half of the del-
egation backed out of the 
trip after Seahawks’ Michael 
Bennett stated his refusal to 
be “used” in this way. We 
only wish that our CUSA 
executives had the same 
courage.

It is as unconsciona-
ble now as it was then for 
anyone to let themselves 
become propagandists by 
aligning with an apartheid 
regime. How can anyone in 
good conscience support a 
government that currently 
denies full political and civ-
il rights to nearly five mil-
lion of the people under its 
control? 

When Palestinians fi-
nally win their freedom, 
history will remember 
harshly how our student 
leaders stood alongside 
the Israeli state, an unjus-
tifiable and flagrant vio-
lator of human rights and 
international law.

VOICES OF DISSENT 

STUDENT LEADERS: 
STOP PROMOTING 
ISRAELI APARTHEID

Carleton’s “Noisy Persons” bring their grievances to the BoG’s door

Photo: Carleton Human Rights Society
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“Every day as I walk by 
that place, I am reminded 
of the man who dreamed 
up the school where I was 
sent purposely to sever the 
connection to my family, to 
my people,” said NDP MP 
Romeo Saganash during the 
Feb. 16 question period.

“That place” is the Lan-
gevin Block. It houses the 
privy council and the Prime 
Minister’s Office. It is named 
after Hector-Louis Langevin, 
who is considered a Father 
of Confederation and an 
architect of the residential 

school system. 
During the aforemen-

tioned question period, Saga-
nash asked if the government 
was committed to changing 
the building’s name as a 
means of furthering recon-
ciliation by abolishing ties 
to a more antagonistic re-
lationship with Indigenous 
peoples. MPs Hunter Tootoo, 
Robert-Falcon Ouellette and 
Don Rusank are also calling 
on the government to consid-
er renaming Langevin Block. 

Calls are already getting 
louder as more Indigenous 
leaders support changing 
the name of the Langevin 

Block. In fact, there is 
precedent for this that in-
spiring optimism.

Linda Many Guns is 
looking forward to helping 
her mother, a residential 
school survivor, cross Cal-
gary’s Reconciliation Bridge 
on her ninetieth birthday in 
an attempt to bring reconcil-
iation to her family. 

Until recently, the Recon-
ciliation Bridge was called 
the Langevin Bridge.  

Many Guns is a professor 
in Native American studies at 
the University of Lethbridge 
and one of the community 
leaders who campaigned to 

change the bridge’s name. 
Now, Many Guns is hop-

ing the federal government 
follows Calgary’s lead and 
changes the name of Otta-
wa’s Langevin Block.

Perry Bellegarde, Assem-
bly of First Nation National 
Chief also supports a name 
change.  

Scratch the surface of 
Langevin’s history and it 
isn’t difficult to see why. 

The Truth and Recon-
ciliation Commission it-
self cited an 1883 budget 
speech made by Langevin, 
then-Public Works minister. 
He argued:

“If you leave them in the 
family they may know how 
to read and write but they 
still remain savages, where-
as by separating them in the 
way proposed, they acquire 
the habits and tastes — it is 
to be hoped only the good 
tastes — of civilized people.” 

Many Guns says it is im-
portant to recognize the nega-
tive actions of historical figures. 

“The changes that he made 
turned schools into genocidal 
incubators,” she said. 

The federal government 
has repeated they are com-
mitted to reconciliation but 
the name of the Langevin 
Block does not look like rec-
onciliation to Many Guns. 

“This reaffirms they’d 
rather stick to their histo-
ry than reconcile,” Many 
Guns said. “I think a name 
change to remove that name 
from the Langevin building 
is a small action but to us, 
it is humongous because it 
means taking our reconcilia-
tion as an important part of 
Canadian history seriously.” 

The government has not 
yet come out in support of 
renaming the Langevin Block. 

When asked about this 
change, the office of Judy 
Foote, Minister of Public 
Services and Procurement 

Canada, told the Leveller that 
“Public Services and Pro-
curement Canada has not re-
ceived nor is it aware of any 
requests to change the name 
of the Langevin Block.”

That being said, Ms. 
Foote’s office was sure to 
mention that, “There is no 
relationship more important 
to our government than the 
one with Indigenous peo-
ples. Our government is fully 
committed to implementing 
the Truth and Reconcilia-
tion Commission’s Calls to 
Action. This includes devel-
oping a reconciliation frame-
work for Canadian heritage 
and commemoration. Any 
decision will be made in full 
partnership with Indigenous 
Peoples.” 

While it would be a step 
towards reconciliation, Many 
Guns said changing the name 
of Langevin Block would 
also be beneficial to all Ca-
nadians. “It’s not just for the 
Aboriginal people, it’s for 
non-Aboriginal people. We 
need leadership at the na-
tional level in order to give 
the impression that reconcil-
iation is important,” she said. 

“We need to come to-
gether and build growth 
from the same starting point 
rather than being divided.” 

Daniella Bendo

“Climate change proba-
bly constitutes the greatest 
threat to children’s rights 
that currently exists…As our 
planet warms up around us 
the rights of children, and 
not just the very poor, are 
increasingly at stake and so 
is the very future of human-
kind. To extract us from the 
looming disaster we have 
brought upon ourselves we 
badly need the energy and 
creativity of children and 
youth and to channel that 
energy we first of all need to 
hear what they have to say.” 
This quote from the Hon-
ourable Landon Pearson, 
former Canadian Senator 
(1994-2005), founder of the 
Landon Pearson Resource 
Centre for the Study of Child-
hood & Children’s Rights at 
Carleton University and ded-
icated advocate for children’s 
rights, highlights the impor-
tance of addressing climate 
change and children’s rights 
in the 21st century. 

On Jan. 27 and 28, 2017, 
the Child Rights Academic 
Network (CRAN), which 
includes a group of over 60 
academics from across Can-
ada, the U.S. and England 
who are involved in teach-
ing, researching, and advo-
cating for children’s rights, 
met to respond to children’s 
perspectives and solutions 
to climate change in relation 
to human rights and the UN 

Convention on the Rights of 
the Child (CRC).

Perspectives from young 
people were derived from 
an annual initiative devel-
oped out of the Landon 
Pearson Resource Centre 
titled Shaking the Movers, 
which is a youth led work-
shop that brings together 
children from various parts 
of Canada to address their 
rights in the context of their 
own lives and the issues 
they face. Shaking the Mov-
ers took place in Vancouver, 
Toronto, Montreal and New 
Brunswick in both English 
and French this year. At the 
heart of this initiative is the 
idea that children’s voices 
will be both listened to and 
heard, since young peo-
ple serve as “shakers” who 
provide insight to CRAN 
members and other “mov-
ers,” who implement their 
recommendations through 
legislation, policy, practice, 
teaching, research and ad-
vocacy efforts.

Shaking the Movers can 
function as a best-practice 
model for organizations in 
the community who hope to 
provide participatory rights 
under Article 12 of the CRC 
to young people. From a 
theoretical perspective, Shak-
ing the Movers serves as an 
appropriate rights-based 
framework that is critical of 
dominant, deficit-driven no-
tions of children’s experienc-
es, and is deeply embedded 

within traditional develop-
mental psychology, social 
work, youth justice and psy-
chiatric frameworks such as 
the Diagnostic and Statistical 
Manual (DSM) system. 

Shaking the Movers re-
veals the importance of un-
derstanding the diverse and 
unique experiences of young 
people, along with the need 
to identify interdisciplinary 
power struggles that remain 
evident in many of the dif-
ferent child-service delivery 
systems. As a best-practice 
model, Shaking the Movers 
can provide an alternative 
perspective to the tradition-
al discourses surrounding 
children and childhood that 
emphasize needs, problems 
and vulnerabilities. These 
conceptions are often drawn 
upon by policy makers, 
professionals engaged with 
young people, civil-society 

stakeholders and other adult 
gatekeepers. 

In typical child-service 
delivery systems, adult pow-
er exerts a maladaptive form 
of control on the lives of 
young people as they formu-
late decisions based on their 
beliefs of what is in the ‘best 
interests of children’ while 
rarely listening to the views 
of children. Positioned as a 
consequence of their young-
er age and perceived lack of 
competence, adult power is 
a significant unit of analysis 
in the lives and experiences 
of children and youth. Con-
sequently, many children 
and young people are si-
lenced within such systems 
as education, child wel-
fare and foster care, mental 
health and youth justice. 

Alternatively, the rights-
based approach of Shaking 
the Movers aspires to value 

and respect young people by 
recognizing their position as 
citizens in society who have 
participatory rights.   

In the context of chil-
dren’s rights, young people 
involved in Shaking the 
Movers remind us of their 
recommendations and 
hopes for addressing climate 
change in 2017: 

• Children and youth want 
to be involved in decision 
making

• Children and youth want 
to see improvements in 
education regarding the 
rights of children

• Children and youth high-
light the importance of 
raising awareness and 
opportunities for young 
people to learn skills and 
knowledge surrounding 
climate change 

• Children and youth be-

lieve that funding should 
be provided for particu-
larly marginalized groups 
of young people to learn 
about their rights and cli-
mate change

• Children and youth want 
to prioritize the creation 
of a clean and safe envi-
ronment 

As a doctoral candidate 
in the Law and Legal Studies 
Program at Carleton Uni-
versity studying child and 
youth advocacy and chil-
dren’s rights in Canada, my 
research has been enlight-
ened by Shaking the Mov-
ers and the true potential 
for “movers” to be “shak-
en” through this youth-led, 
youth-driven, participatory 
initiative that not only el-
evates the voices of young 
people, but also ensures that 
their voices are heard. 

STICKING TO HISTORY OR 
CHOOSING RECONCILIATION?  

“SHAKING THE MOVERS”

Langevin Block needs name change

A best practice model for children’s participatory rights

Photo: Sherry Prenevost

Photo: Alex Guibord, flickr.com
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Pourquoi les féministes ont 
des «préjugés» sur les hommes

Céline Hequet

Cet article est paru sur ric-
ochet.media le 10 février 2017

Les hommes souffrent-ils 
du discours des féministes qui, 
visant à dénoncer notamment 
les violences sexuelles et le 
paternalisme dont elles font 
l’objet, finissent par les mettre 
tous dans le même panier des 
violeurs et des mansplainers? 
Le député désormais indépen-
dant de Laurier-Dorion, Ger-
ry Sklavounos, a-t-il subi ce 
type de préjugés, alors que les 
hommes et les femmes ne sont 
pas considérés d’égal à égal, 
mais les premiers sont a priori 
vus comme des agresseurs et 
les secondes, comme des vic-
times? Autrement dit, y a-t-il 
une chose telle que le «sexisme 
inversé»?

Non.
Sincèrement, j’aurais pu 

arrêter cette chronique ici, 
depuis le temps que je rêve 
d’écrire des haïkus fémin-
istes. Je suis tellement lasse 
de faire des variations sur 
le même thème, je me sens 
comme un petit âne qui 
tire bêtement sa charrette. 
Je ne sais plus comment le 
dire: on ne discrimine pas 
les dominants, on les com-
bat. Demanderait-on aux 
travailleurs et travailleuses 
d’une usine d’aimer leur 
patron? Si les hommes et 
les femmes ne sont pas con-
sidérés d’égal à égal, c’est 
parce qu’ils ne sont, em-
piriquement, pas des égaux.

Non, les hommes ne 
sont pas «tous des salauds» 
(quoique, des fois, on se 
demande). Vous n’êtes pas 
tous les mêmes, d’accord. 
Mais bon Dieu, votre petite 
personne n’efface pas les 
tendances lourdes dans la 
société! Un moment don-
né, il faut arrêter de décon-
ner. Ouvrez vos petits yeux 
bouchés par votre gran-
deur d’âme humaniste et 
vos valeureux efforts pour 
avoir des comportements 
que vous percevez comme 
égalitaires. Regardez aut-
our de vous: chaque jour, 
on entend des histoires de 
femmes battues, violées, 
mal payées (voire pas 

payées du tout pour le tra-
vail qu’elles effectuent dans 
la sphère domestique), dis-
criminées, ridiculisées, ob-
jectifiées.

Mais par qui? Pas par 
l’abstraction «patriarcat», 
ce fantôme qui flotte par-
mi nous et qui agit on ne 
sait trop par quel moyen 
sur l’ensemble de la société 
pour lui faire croire que sa 
moitié féminine vaut moins 
que l’autre? Non, ce sont 
les hommes qui frappent, 
qui violent et qui s’arro-
gent les postes les mieux 
rémunérés. Pas tous. Mais 
visiblement beaucoup. Sans 
quoi on n’observerait pas 
de déséquilibre statistique 
entre les sexes concernant 
la violence conjugale, les 
agressions sexuelles et les 
salaires.

ÉLOGE DE LA 
NON-MIXITÉ

Alors toi, le préten-
dant pro-féministe, rav-
ale ton petit égo et dis-toi 
que, oui, ça se peut que 
des femmes veuillent vivre 
dans des colocations non 
mixtes (seulement avec des 
femmes). Parce que oui, ça 
se peut qu’elles aient déjà 
vécu des situations embar-
rassantes avec des hommes 
par le passé. Et non, elles 
n’ont pas nécessairement 
l’envie ou le loisir de ten-
ter leur chance pour voir si 
avec toi, ce serait différent. 
Ce n’est donc pas un pré-
jugé mais bien un post-jugé. 
En fait, beaucoup de fémin-
istes décident de s’organ-
iser en non mixité, et pas 
seulement dans le confort 
de leur foyer.

Il y a même eu, par le 
passé, des mouvements de 
lesbianisme politique : des 
féministes qui ont active-
ment choisi le lesbianisme. 
Et ça, on le sait, c’est prob-
ablement l’une des plus 
grandes peurs des hommes 
hétéros, qu’on les aban-
donne et qu’il n’y ait plus 
personne pour prendre soin 
d’eux ni pour les faire jouir. 
C’est pourquoi on traite 
régulièrement les fémin-
istes de lesbiennes frustrées. 
Mais c’est surtout dans 

leur militantisme que les 
femmes prisent habituelle-
ment la non mixité, parce 
qu’elles ont envie d’avoir ne 
serait-ce qu’un seul espace 
où elles ne se font pas con-
stamment faire des avances, 
couper la parole, repousser 
vers des tâches subalternes 
ou servir des évidences con-
descendantes qui ont tout 
du mansplaining.

Parce que oui, ça se peut 
que tu fasses du mansplain-
ing sans t’en rendre compte. 
Comme l’expliquait bril-
lamment un homme (il 
y en a au moins un qui a 
compris, y’a de l’espoir) la 
semaine passée dans son 
Petit guide à l’intention des 
hommes dégoûtés par le 
patriarcat, c’est bien facile 
de critiquer les politiques 
gouvernementales quand 
on est un allié, mais c’est 
un peu moins fun d’avoir 
à questionner ses compor-
tements au quotidien. Tu 
trouves ça irritant de te faire 
dire que tu mansplain parce 
que tu trouves que c’est un 
argument qui sert à clore 
le débat suite à n’importe 
quel désaccord entre un 
homme et une femme? Le 
mansplaining, ce n’est pas 
quand une femme n’est pas 
d’accord, c’est quand tu lui 
expliques quelque chose 
qu’elle sait déjà en présu-
mant que, du haut de ton 
grand savoir, tu es en train 
de lui apprendre quelque 
chose.

NOS «ALLIÉS» 
ET LA LUTTE

Alors oui, ça se peut que 
tu étais vraiment de bonne 
foi et que tu pensais que 
ta position de marde sur la 
présomption d’innocence, 
elle n’avait jamais entendu 
personne la défendre. Mais 
ça, ça ne veut pas dire que 
tu n’es pas condescendant. 
Au mieux, ça veut juste dire 
que tu ne t’es pas question-
né à savoir si ce que t’étais 
en train de raconter servait 
à autre chose qu’à monop-
oliser le crachoir. La so-
ciologie se penche sur les 
rapports de sexe depuis les 
années 60. Elle nous ap-
prend notamment que les 

Photo: Toma Izckovits

hommes sont socialisés à 
se surestimer. Si tu pens-
es que c’est un préjugé sur 
ces pauvres hommes qui 
souffrent de discrimination 
depuis si longtemps et que 
ton opinion sur la ques-
tion vaut mieux que 50 ans 
de travaux empiriques en 
sociologie, tu ne fais que 
confirmer cette thèse. Donc 
c’est un catch 22: soit tu re-
connais que tes propos ne 
sont pas aussi passionnants 
que ce que tu t’imaginais 
(oui, ça fait mal à l’ego, je 
sais, mais les gens meurent 
rarement d’une blessure 
égotique), soit c’est la fin de 
cette conversation insipide.

La plupart du temps, 
c’est la deuxième option 
qui est choisie. Je ne m’en 
surprends guère. Si tous les 
hommes étaient d’excel-
lents alliés, je n’aurais pas 
connu une chose telle que 
le patriarcat, puisque nos 
mères et nos grands-mères 
avaient déjà essayé de sec-
ouer le prunier de l’ordre 
établi il y a plusieurs décen-
nies. Et oui, il y a eu des 
gains. Or, ces avancées ont 
été le fruit de longues luttes. 
Et ce n’est certainement 
parce que nous avons été 
gentilles et compréhensives 
envers ces pauvres hommes 
victimes de «préjugés» sur 
leur tendance à la domina-
tion. C’est parce que nous 
nous sommes battues pour 
faire reconnaître la violence 
conjugale et les relations 
sexuelles non consentantes 
comme des crimes, que 
nous nous sommes battues 
pour faire reconnaître notre 
humanité et que nous avons 
mis sur pied les institutions 
nécessaires à l’imputabilité 
des hommes!

Mais beaucoup reste 
encore à faire. Ne serait-ce 
qu’en commençant par 
combattre l’idée de «sex-
isme inversé», qui pervertit 
la lutte féministe pour en 
faire une lutte «humaniste», 
en route vers la libération 
des femmes ET des hommes 
de toute forme de stéréo-
types. Des stéréotypes dont 
on ne saurait pas d’où ils 
viennent (sûrement du mal 
«patriarcat» qui s’est abat-
tu sur la société au 7e jour 

de la Création) ni à qui ils 
bénéficient. S’il est encore 
nécessaire de faire des mis-
es au point sur le discours, 
ce n’est pas pour le simple 
plaisir de polir le langage, 
mais bien pour définir 
clairement quel est le mal 
social qui nous afflige, et 
ce, dans le but prendre les 
moyens politiques pour le 
combattre.

Parce qu’en 2017, il est 
encore possible de dire «fi-
nalement, elle ne s’est pas 
fait violer» quand on veut 
dire «la preuve obtenue ne 
permettait pas de conclure 
à un acte criminel hors de 
tout doute raisonnable 
puisque l’on parle d’une 

relation intime donc, par 
définition, sans témoin». La 
justice libérale, telle qu’ac-
tuellement mise en place, 
ne permet pas de répon-
dre à la douleur que les 
femmes expriment de plus 
en plus fort depuis l’affaire 
Ghomeshi et la déferlante 
#AgressionNonDénoncée. 
Alors cessez de nous impor-
tuner au sujet de votre petite 
personne et combien elle 
se distingue des tendances 
lourdes de la société et re-
gardez-les bien en face, ces 
tendances lourdes, car elles 
se traduisent par des assauts 
quotidiens sur le corps des 
femmes. Des assauts bien 
concrets et palpables.

Le Leveller étend ses branches!
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!

Les Sans-culottes 
étaient les 
révolutionnaires 
radicaux pendant 
la Révolution 
française (vers 
1789). Leur nom 
émanait des 
pantalons qu’ils 
portaient au lieu 
de la culotte courte 
et des bas, portés 
par les nobles et 
les bourgeois.

Non, ce sont 
les hommes 
qui frappent, 
qui violent et 
qui s’arrogent 
les postes 
les mieux 
rémunérés. 
Pas tous. Mais 
visiblement 
beaucoup.



“NOT OUR POLICY”
Students opposing Carleton’s sexual violence policy threatened with arrest

Three students were threat-
ened with arrest on Feb. 16 
after placing a banner on the 
Carleton University sign at the 

Bronson and Sunnyside Avenue en-
trance to campus. Students have been 
placing banners that read, “Stop Sexu-
al Violence, Not Our Policy,” on the sign 
throughout the month of February.

Special constables with Carleton’s 
Department of University Safety indi-
vidually questioned the three students 
and informed them that their social 
media messaging was being tracked. 
They were also threatened with crimi-
nal charges of vandalism and mischief, 

according to a statement published 
by the Not Our Policy campaign.

“The threat of criminal charges seem 
to be purely an intimidation tactic,” 
Jodi Miles, a Not Our Policy campaign-
er, told the Leveller. “We have been 
denied access to Board of Governor 
meetings, we have had our concerns 
dismissed and now we have been 
threatened with arrest.”

Campus security threatened that 
any further banner drops would land 
the students “in a lot of trouble.”

“We believe they are using these 
threats to scare us and to silence us,” 
said Miles.

“We have been accused of vandaliz-
ing private property, when in reality we 
have just been tying pieces of paper 
to a sign, causing no permanent dam-
age whatsoever,” she said. “It is clear 
that they are more concerned about 
these demonstrations damaging their 
reputation.” 

The Not Our Policy campaign was 
launched in response to Carleton 
adopting a sexual violence policy under 
provincial legislation on Dec. 1, 2016. In 
addition to the banner drops, Carleton 
students involved with the campaign 
have published an open letter and 
launched an online petition with rec-

STATEMENTS FROM 
THE NOT OUR POLICY 
CAMPAIGNERS:

The Carleton administration has 
been stifling our voices when 
we criticize a policy that affects 
students so deeply. We have 
been shut out of board meet-
ings, we have had many con-
cerns dismissed, and we have 
been threatened with arrest 
for doing banner drops on the 
Carleton sign. This only goes to 
show that Carleton cares more 
about protecting their public 
image than they do about pro-
tecting survivors of sexual vio-
lence.
- Jodi Miles, fourth year hu-

man rights and political sci-
ence student

Our current sexual assault pol-
icy seems to encourage the 
secrecy of sexual violence, as 
it lacks the most important 
thing required to encourage an 
open dialogue: survivor-centric 
support. The banner drop chal-
lenges the desire to keep sex-
ual violence a private issue by 
making everyone see it, which 
I believe is extremely empow-
ering.
- Colleen Putzig, first year hu-

man rights student
 
Our campaign gives students 
on campus a platform to voice 
to the administration that the 
sexual violence policy does not 
currently represent our needs or 
the needs of survivors.  Univer-
sities should be a place where 
students feel safe to speak out 

1. Add visitors and alumni to those who 
are within the scope of the policy.

2. Add a clause prohibiting complainants from 
being forced to attend hearings that bring 
them face-to-face with the respondent.

3. Add an immunity clause to protect sur-
vivors from being sanctioned for drug or 
alcohol use at the time of the assault.

4. Amend the policy to allow the Review Com-
mittee to inform survivors of the sanctions 
ordered against the respondent (already 
found responsible of sexual assault).

5. Create a survivor advocate posi-
tion, whereby a support worker will 
be able to help the survivor as they 
navigate the complaint process.

THE RECOMMENDATIONS 
ARE AS FOLLOWS:



“NOT OUR POLICY”
Students opposing Carleton’s sexual violence policy threatened with arrest •   By Andy Crosby

ommendations to reform the policy.
The Not Our Policy campaign open 

letter and petition include a series of 
recommendations which implores the 
University to create a sexual violence 
policy that supports survivors at all 
stages of the complaint process.

The open letter was drafted in re-
sponse to a statement published by 
Suzanne Blanchard, Vice President 
Students and Enrollment. The “Com-
munity Update: Sexual Violence Pol-
icy” post put forth the University’s 
position that the policy will not be 
reviewed within a three-year period 
as it is important to see the policy in 

action. The Ontario government’s Bill 
132 mandates all universities to review 
their sexual violence policies every 
three years.

However, at the same time, Blanchard 
stated that “there is no provision that 
prevents the University from reviewing 
the policy sooner if it is determined 
that there are clauses that need to be 
amended.”

The main purpose of the Not Our 
Policy open letter was to highlight pos-
itive aspects of the Carleton sexual vi-
olence policy, as well as the continued 
existence of shortcomings that must 
be addressed. These include taking 

“meaningful steps towards creating a 
safe and inclusive campus for all mem-
bers of the Carleton Community.” 

The petition accompanying the 
open letter calls for “senior adminis-
tration to meaningfully engage with 
the Carleton University community 
and create a sexual violence policy 
that supports survivors at all stages of 
the Complaint process.”

The petition reached 118 signatures 
as of Feb. 18.

In response to the threats issued by 
the Department of University Safe-
ty, students are organizing a rally on 
campus on Mar. 2.

and not feel silenced. This is why 
reforms to the current policy, as 
well as our ability to voice dissent 
against it, are so important.
- Rudi Barwin, second year 

human rights and linguis-
tics student

The Not Our Policy campaign is 
an important platform for survi-
vors and the Carleton communi-
ty to truly voice their concerns. 
For the Carleton administration 
to continue to ignore our rec-
ommendations and to target 
those who speak out is deplor-
able. The Carleton administra-
tion is supposed to work for us 
and not against us.
- Jade Cooligan Pang, third 

year human rights and po-
litical science student

I am incredibly disappointed 
with the Carleton administra-
tion’s response to the Not Our 
Policy campaign. Instead of 
engaging dialogue with us we 
have been excluded from the 
process, demonized by our uni-
versity president and threat-
ened with arrest. Our students 
were intimidated and threat-
ened with criminal charges of 
vandalism despite there being 
no property damage.
We hope that in the upcoming 
months they are more captive 
to beginning a dialogue to 
work together to make Car-
leton safer for all students.
- Anonymous
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Adam Strömbergsson-
DeNora

Little has been made 
of the highly-sexualized 
“Vet’s Tour” organized by 
the University of Ottawa’s 
Science Students’ Associ-
ation (SSA), a branch of 
the Students’ Federation of 
the University of Ottawa 
(SFUO). News of this an-
nual pub crawl was broken 
by La Rotonde, the Univer-
sity of Ottawa’s French-lan-
guage newspaper, based on 
eyewitness and interview 
accounts on Oct. 17, 2016. 
The story subsequently 
received extensive Otta-
wa-area coverage. Criticism 
turned on the promotion 
of rape culture. 

La Rotonde reported 
some of these challenges: 
“avoir des rapports sexuels 
dans un lieu donné, se faire 
percer le clitoris, manger un 
beigne déposé autour du pénis 
d’un co-équipier, échanger du 
liquide éjaculatoire par voie 
buccale, ou encore mettre son 
pénis sur le comptoir d’un Mc-
Donald’s et commander à la 
caissière un Super Size Me.” 

Coupled with alcohol, 
something encouraged 
with the hashtag #JustAdd-
Alcohol, the event appears 
dangerously close to vi-
olating legal standards 
of consent and of public 
decency. Those standards 
have been adjudicated by 
the Supreme Court of Can-
ada in two recent cases, R v. 
J.A. (2011) and R v. Labaye 
(2005), respectively.

Consent in relation to 
sexual assault was defined 
in J.A., where the Court 
decided upon whether a 
person could consent to 
sexual penetration during 
a transitive state of uncon-

sciousness. In that case, the 
Chief Justice of Canada, 
Beverley McLachlin, wrote:

“In the end, we are 
left with this. Parliament 
has defined sexual assault 
as sexual touching with-
out consent. It has dealt 
with consent in a way that 
makes it clear that ongoing, 
conscious and present con-
sent to ‘the sexual activity 
in question is required.’”

If consent is to be “on-
going” and “conscious,” 
to what extent does that 
standard apply to intoxica-
tion? Canadian courts have 
defined intoxication as 
extreme drunkenness, the 
kind that sometimes leads 
to memory loss. Plaintiffs 
of sexual assault are not, 
however, charged with jus-
tifying their intoxication. 
Rather, the Supreme Court 
reiterated that if “the com-
plainant was not consent-
ing in her mind while the 
touching took place, even if 
she expressed her consent 
before or after the fact,” an 
assault has occurred. This 
standard sets a high stan-
dard for consent.

In an environment that 
encourages the consump-
tion of alcohol, has consent 
in each case where a sexual 
act took place during the 
Vet’s Tour been achieved to 
the standard prescribed by 
the Supreme Court?

Moreover, the Supreme 
Court, in R v. Ewancuck 
(1999), said that judges or 
juries deciding upon an as-
sault case still have to take 
into account “whether the 
complainant consented be-
cause of fear, fraud or the 
exercise of authority.”

Is the authority of the 
group, colloquially known 
as peer pressure, enough to 

qualify an incident as sexu-
al assault under the Crimi-
nal Code? That question is 
for a judge to decide. What 
may be adduced here is 
that peer pressure seems to 
have been brought to bear 
in some cases during the 
Vet’s Tour.

Beyond the very serious 
charge of sexual assault, 
there is also a concern about 
what the Criminal Code re-
fers to as “indecent acts.”

A charge of indecency 
may be avoided if the space 
in which the act occurs 
is not public. A Montreal 
case, R. v. Labaye (2005), 
explains the meaning of 
indecency, albeit from the 
perspective of keeping a 
common bawdy-house. 

In said case, the Court 
defines indecency through 
a “harm test.” “Harm” is 
defined as “conduct which 
society formally recogniz-
es as incompatible with its 
proper functioning.” Is the 
Vet’s Tour something that 
society formally recogniz-
es as incompatible with its 
proper functioning? “Two 
general requirements” for a 
charge of indecency suggest 
that this case at least merits 
an investigation: the idea 
of harm is linked to what 
we are willing to allow as 
a society, with specific ref-
erence to the Constitution. 
It is not enough, however, 
for harm to violate what we 
might tolerate. It must also 
be “incompatible” with 
“proper societal function-
ing”. The Court thus sets 
the bar for indecency quite 
high. 

Is the encouragement 
of sexual contact and pub-
lic nudity by a community 
organization like the SFUO 
or the SSA compatible with 

proper societal function-
ing? Are the event organiz-
ers who are encouraging 
this sort of conduct engag-
ing in proper societal func-
tioning? 

The Court assists a de-
cision by supplying some 
forms of harm that are “ca-
pable of supporting a find-
ing of indecency: “(1) harm 
to those whose autonomy 
and liberty may be restrict-
ed by being confronted with 
inappropriate conduct; (2) 
harm to society by predis-
posing others to anti-social 
conduct; and (3) harm to 
individuals participating in 
the conduct,” although this 
list is not exhaustive. Aside 
from actual harm, the risk 
of harm is enough to trigger 
a charge of indecency. Have 
any or all of these forms of 

harm been engaged in the 
Vet’s Tour? That is again for 
a judge or a jury to deter-
mine. Absent a police inves-
tigation, however, the facts 
remain unclear.

That investigation is 
needed now more than 
ever. The University of Ot-
tawa decried the Vet’s Tour 
but refused to launch an 
internal investigation. 

The SFUO announced 
an investigation into the 
matter shortly after La Ro-
tonde reported on it. The 
investigation has not yet 
concluded four months 
later. La Rotonde subse-
quently published an 
SFUO internal memo that 
reads in part:

“After discussion with 
the presidents regarding 
the Vet’s Tour incident, 

here are the guidelines: We 
will not be making a state-
ment. It is dying down in 
the news, adding to the fire 
would be a bad move. If 
students come to you and 
ask questions, direct them 
to the statements made by 
the SFUO, the SSA and to 
the services available on 
campus, if they wish to talk 
about it. We will not be 
discussing the event, or the 
investigation.”

Rather than address-
ing the issue, it seems that 
the SFUO sought to let the 
matter peter out. At the 
time of publication, the 
SFUO had not responded 
to emailed and in-person 
requests for comment.

The SFUO and the SSA, 
however, are not the ulti-
mate authorities on poten-
tially criminal acts. Rather, 
the Ottawa Police and Otta-
wa Crown Prosecutor’s Of-
fice have jurisdiction over 
criminal investigation and 
prosecution. When asked 
for comment, the Ottawa 
Police stated that they “can-
not confirm or deny an in-
vestigation about a named 
organization/person un-
less or until such time as a 
charge is laid.” They further 
stated that they investigate 
all complaints.

The Police must be 
granted some credit. They 
operate with limited re-
sources. But they do have 
discretion as to what cases 
they take on. It is that dis-
cretion that is at issue here. 
It behooves law enforce-
ment to react when the 
authorities directly respon-
sible for the Vet’s Tour do 
not seem to take seriously 
the allegations of rape cul-
ture that are, seemingly, 
only the tip of the iceberg.

THE KIDS AREN’T ALL RIGHT
A follow-up to the SFUO’s ‘Vet’s Tour’

It behooves law 
enforcement to react 
when the authorities 
directly responsible for 
the Vet’s Tour do not 
seem to take seriously 
the allegations of 
rape culture that are, 
seemingly, only the tip 
of the iceberg.
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Mancini Ho

The list of electoral 
promises sidelined and 
abandoned by the Liber-
al government continued 
to grow as Prime Minister 
Justin Trudeau announced, 
during the Feb. 1 Question 
Period, that the motion to 
reform Canada’s first-past-
the-post electoral system 
would no longer be mov-
ing forward. 

While addressing the 
House of Commons that 
day, Trudeau stated that 
“there is no consensus, 
there is no clear path for-
ward” for electoral re-
form, and that “it would 
be irresponsible for us to 
do something that would 
harm Canada’s stability.” 

If this sounds familiar, 
it should, as it invokes 
the brief fiasco on Dec. 1, 
when Liberal MPs involved 
with the committee to ex-
plore alternatives to first-
past-the-post recommend-
ed abandoning Trudeau’s 
electoral promise. In the 
“Supplemental Report of 
the Liberal Members of 
the Special Committee on 
Electoral Reform,” the MPs 
stated: 

“After careful consider-
ation of the evidence that 
we heard and read, we 
contend that the recom-
mendations posed in the 
Majority Report (MR) re-

garding alternative elector-
al systems are rushed, and 
are too radical to impose 
at this time as Canadians 
must be more engaged. 
Our position is that the 
timeline on electoral re-
form as proposed in the 
MR is unnecessarily hasty 
and runs the risk of un-
dermining the legitimacy 
of the process by racing 
toward a predetermined 
deadline.”

Trudeau worked quick-
ly to smooth things over 
and assure his constit-
uents that his electoral 
reform promise, attain-
able by 2018, was still on 
the table. He asserted the 
very next day that “I make 
promises because I believe 
in them. I’ve heard loudly 
and and clearly that Cana-
dians want a better system 
of governance, a better sys-
tem of choosing our gov-
ernments, and I’m work-
ing very hard so that 2015 
is indeed the last election 
under first-past-the-post.” 

And yet, here we are. 
In an impassioned 

speech to the house on 
Feb. 9, NDP MP Dan-
iel Blaikie suggested that 
Trudeau’s claim of a lack 
of consensus amongst the 
population of Canada was 
simply another delaying 
tactic by a majority gov-
ernment that, should it 
truly desire reform, has the 

resources to expedite it. 
In his view, the Liber-

al government “did not 
say they were going to get 
every Canadian to agree 
on the exact same system 
and then move forward 
with change. They said 
they were trying to build 
a mandate to change the 
system. They received it. 
Over 60 per cent of Cana-
dians voted for a party in 
the last election that said 
that we need to change the 
system.”

The Liberal government 
has already taken the ini-
tiative on other complex 
matters, such as the na-
tional carbon price, but if, 
as Green Party Leader Eliz-
abeth May asked during 
the Feb. 9 Question Peri-
od, “there was going to be 
a precondition, a condi-
tion precedent, before the 
Liberal government kept 
its promise [on electoral 
reform], why was that nev-
er mentioned?”

What are these points, 
however, to a prime min-
ister who stated, during 
the aforementioned Feb. 
1 Question Period, that “I 
am not going to do some-
thing that is wrong for 
Canadians just to tick off 
a box on an electoral plat-
form. That is not the kind 
of prime minister I will 
be,” he said.

This begs the ques-
tion, though, what kind of 
prime minister shall he be, 
if not the one he was elect-
ed to be? 

According to NDP MP 
Nathan Cullen, Trudeau 
has proven himself to be 
“a liar and the most cyn-
ical variety of politician, 
saying whatever it takes 
to get elected then once 
elected seeking any excuse, 
however weak, however 
absent to justify that lie to 
Canadians.”  

Many of the progressive 
voters who cast their bal-
lot to bring Trudeau into 
office have rallied behind 
a similar sentiment. Letter 
writing campaigns, pub-
lic demonstrations and a 
petition signed by 90,000 
citizens have all have been 
ways in which the have 
aired their grievances. This 
culminated in the Nation-
al Day of Action on Elec-
toral Reform on Feb. 11. 

In Ottawa, about 300 
people gathered on Par-
liament Hill with signs 
saying “Every Vote Must 
Count” and “Perform on 
Reform.” In an email to 
the Leveller, local organiz-
er Daniel Rae comment-
ed on the outcome of the 
electoral rally. 

“The turnout was in-
credible... [The rally], with 
some help from journal-
ists, succeeded in its goal 
of keeping the issue in the 
news and was stated by 
members of Fair Vote Can-
ada to be one of the most 

Dear Ms. McKenna,

On Oct. 19, 2015, I 
stayed up late watching 
the election results come 
in. After so many years of 
disappointment and be-
trayal under Mr. Harper’s 
Conservatives, I was hope-
ful for change. I had not 
voted for the Liberals but 
I assumed they would do 
a better job of serving the 
people.

When Prime Minister 
Trudeau announced al-
most immediately that 
this would be Canada’s 
last election under the 
first-past-the-post (FPTP) 
electoral system, I was as-
tonished and thrilled. It 
is an archaic, broken and 
frankly backwards system 
that has ruined Canadian 
politics for far too long. 
FPTP has consistently giv-
en us governments whose 
fraction of seats is wildly 
different from the percent-
age of people who voted 
for them. It is the system 
that elected Mr. Harper the 
first time and brought him 

back the second time with 
a majority government 
and a minority of the vote.

Recently finding out 
that Prime Minister 
Trudeau’s Liberal govern-
ment has abandoned any 
efforts for electoral reform 
and broken this promise 
was gutting. I had tried to 
temper my hopes for this 
government, since I never 
expected members of the 
Liberal party to perfectly 
represent all of my views, 
but deep down I had be-
lieved that you would at 
least follow through on 
a campaign promise that 
was a fundamental part of 
your platform.

It is not just embarrass-
ing to be proven wrong, 
but sobering to realize that 
I can no longer trust any-
thing any representative of 
the Liberal party says. How 
can I tell what other parts 
of the platform on which 
you were elected are lies?

Lastly, this is a poor 
way to show gratitude to 
the vast numbers of mem-
bers of the NDP, Greens, 

Bloc Quebeçois and other 
parties who lent the Liber-
als their support in 2015 
to prevent the Conserva-
tives from winning. We 
were united in rejecting a 
government that had un-
remittingly lied, broken 
promises and implement-
ed regressive policies at ev-
ery turn. Now, after being 
lured into supporting the 
Liberals with the offer of 
fair representation for the 
first time in 150 years, that 
brief faith in a better Can-
ada has been shattered.

In closing, I kindly re-
quest that you never again 
claim to represent all con-
stituents in the Ottawa 
Centre riding. A govern-
ment and a party which 
have abandoned the strug-
gle for a better electoral 
system is one which vio-
lently opposes my funda-
mental belief in fair and 
representative democracy.

With all due respect,
Meredith Weinhold

FOOL US ONCE...

DEAR MS. MCKENNA
Re: Trudeau’s electoral reform

Trudeau backs out of promises for electoral reform

“I am not going 

to do something 

that is wrong for 

Canadians just 

to tick off a box 

on an electoral 

platform. That is 

not the kind of 

prime minister I 

will be.”  

-Prime Minister 

Justin Trudeau

LETTERS
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effective demonstrations 
they’ve seen about this 
issue,” said Rae. “It has 
provided a platform for 
taking this issue forward, 
both in terms of trying to 
push for local change and 
keeping this on the table 
‘til 2019. It is also an in-
credible demonstration of 
the power of the grassroots 
to galvanize people into 
action.”

While support for elec-

toral reform continues to 
grow, this should shed 
some light on the fact that 
public demonstrations of 
this nature are necessary 
because there actually is 
no system in place that 
ensures a political party 
does what they were voted 
in to do. Public popular-
ity will drop, the oppo-
sition will take the time 
to lecture on the party’s 
shortcomings, but the 

Liberal government will 
carry on for the duration 
of its term, same as it ever 
was, because there is no 
reason — as written in the 
constitution — for them 
to do otherwise. 

Therefore, until such a 
time as such a system of 
oversight exists, the peo-
ple, whose votes are strong 
enough to bring such peo-
ple into power, must stand 
up and be that reason.
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Black History Ottawa, a registered Canadian charity, thankfully offers plenty 
of information regarding what is happening for Black History Month in the city.  
Some upcoming events include: 

• The “Kallaloo” Afro-Caribbean Dance Festival; three workshops celebrating the 
rhythms and movement of Africa and the Caribbean. Feb. 25, 9:30am–2:30pm at 
the Hintonburg Community Centre, 1064 Wellington Street West. 

• Black Women Who Tea; a tea room event supporting entrepreneurship among 
local Black women. Feb. 25, 6:30pm. 

• Project: Humanity presents Freedom Singer; this concert features JUNO nominated 
freedom singer Khari Wendell McClelland, whose artistry is inspired by the music 
carried by fugitive slaves who traveled the Underground Railroad into Canada. 
Feb. 28, 8pm at Arts Court Theatre, 2 Daly Ave. 

More information and a list of further events can be found at blackhistoryottawa.
weebly.com

Jay Ramasubramanyam

On Nov. 8, 2016, the 
world saw the success of an 
unlikely, power-hungry nar-
cissist as he replaced the first 
African-American President 
of the United States of Amer-
ica. While the world still reels 
from the shock of such a turn 
of events, his reign of terror 
has continued well past his 
inauguration on Jan. 20, 
2017. The first few weeks of 
his presidency foreshadows 
a dystopian future. With one 
executive order after another, 
his measures inspire Orwel-
lian nightmares of epic pro-
portions. 

I am certainly not an 
alarmist nor do I intend to 
convey this with my piece. 
Trump’s presidency, howev-
er, has definitely had its im-
pact on Canada. On Jan. 29, 
barely ten days after Donald 

Trump became America’s 
Predator-in-Chief, Alexan-
dre Bissonnette, a far-right 
extremist, unleashed vio-
lence on a group of peaceful 
worshippers in a Quebec 
City mosque. Bissonnette 
killed six and injured many 
more. Canada’s benevolence 
and kindness shone in soli-
darity with the victims. The 
outpouring of support and 
slogans such as “Je suis Qué-
becois” became common-
place in the aftermath of the 
massacre. 

However, the same can-
not be said about a few oth-
er elements of the political 
elite, who have assumed 
the role of guiding Canada 
into a future similar to that 
of our southern neighbour. 
Dr. Kellie Leitch, who Fox 
News characterized as over-
qualified to be a politician, 
threatens to shake Canada’s 

multicultural foundations. 
Leitch is a candidate for 
leadership of the Conser-
vative Party of Canada. She 
promises to implement a 
“Canadian Values Test” for 
new immigrants. 

While Leitch has man-
aged to appeal to the low-
est common denominator 
of the voting population 
by exclaiming that Trump’s 
presidency brings a new and 
exciting prospect to Cana-
da’s future, she has alienated 
those who have a lot to of-
fer to Canada’s diversity by 
pitching her misguided and 
nonsensical Canadian Val-
ues Test. Leitch’s proposal 
views Canada’s diverse cit-
izenry as a disqualification 
for what she thinks is Cana-
dian-ness. This is unsettling 
and shocking.   

Trump has not only man-
aged to vilify and ostracize 

Jacqueline Atkinson

Though only recently 
recognized by Canadian 
legislation, February marks 
an important time to recog-
nize the historical achieve-
ments and contributions 
Black Canadians have made 
in our society. The genesis of 
Black History Month comes 
from the mid 1920s Negro 
History Week, which paid 
homage to Black American 
historical contributions.

Though the United 
States government only 
formally recognized this 
observance (effectively ex-
panding it to Black History 
Month) in 1976, it wasn’t 
until as recently as 1995 
that the Canadian House 
of Commons formally rec-
ognized this month of ob-
servance, followed by the 
Senate’s formal acknowl-
edgement in 2008. 

Since then, while refer-
ence to February as Black 
History Month has been 
consistent in Canada, ac-
tion to engage citizens and 
communities on behalf of 
Black History Month is in-

credibly lacking. 
The federal government’s 

website only has a page 
containing some quick facts 
about the history of Black Ca-
nadians, a virtual museum, a 
prime ministerial statement 
acknowledging Black History 
Month and a list of local or-
ganizations promoting activ-
ities throughout the month. 
There is no mention of feder-
ally-sponsored events or gov-
ernment intent to participate 
in any of the referenced inde-
pendent events throughout 
the country in 2017. 

The City of Ottawa web-
site is far less inspiring with 
only a short article listing 
a few local Black History 
Month events, all of which 
are hosted by indepen-
dent organizations. If you 
dig deep enough, Justin 
Trudeau’s participation 
in the 2016 Black History 
Month roundtable can be 
uncovered but it seems Can-
ada’s 150th celebrations 
have sadly taken priority 
over participation in 2017’s 
Black History Month. 

While our governments 
claim to acknowledge the 

fundamental role played by 
Black Canadians in shaping 
Canadian society, they con-
tinuously fall short of fully 
embracing Black History 
Month. 

Consequently, an un-
fortunate sentiment exists 
that this celebratory month 
is only intended for Black 
Canadians, since it is only 
Black Canadians who seem 
to be actively promoting 
it. Rather, Black History 
Month ought to be a time 
when all Canadians engage 
in learning about Black his-
tory, all the while embrac-
ing black communities and 
their wonderfully unique 
cultures which are simply 
vital for our celebrated Ca-
nadian mosaic. 

This shift from some to 
all in Black History Month 
participation could begin 
with government participa-
tion. By playing a primary 
role in the organization 
of events, governments at 
all levels help shine the 
spotlight on the historical 
achievements of a commu-
nity often wrongly neglect-
ed in Canadian society. 

A NEO-FASCIST RECIPE 
FOR TYRANNY

LIVING AND REMEMBERING 
OUR HISTORY

‘Trumpocalypse’ and its implications 
for Canada

Making Black History Month a 
government priority

Image: Montreal Simon, montrealsimon.blogspot.ca

Photo: Khari Wendell McClelland, twitter.com/Prjct_Humanity

nearly every demographic 
possible in the 18 months 
leading up to his presidency, 
he has also made good on 
his promises since assum-
ing office. The prospect of 
having Trump-sympathiz-
ers like Kellie Leitch in our 
backyard as potential rep-
resentatives of the people 
has given us a picture of a 
new political reality — a re-
ality that can be subject to 
manipulation and can be 
defined by an individual’s 
personal peeves. In this re-
ality, our civil liberties are 
threatened, as well as other 
defining aspects of our iden-
tity and autonomy as indi-
viduals. The silver-lining in 
all this, however, is that new 
life has been breathed into 
activism and grassroots-lev-
el community action. 

Many may disagree that 
the present political shift 
toward the far-right cannot 
be equated with the fascism 
that emerged in the early 
20th century. What we have 
seen in the last few months 
has not only brought dis-
turbing right-wing views 
bubbling back to the sur-
face but also actions that 
reflect such views. To equate 
Trump, Leitch and their Eu-
ropean counterparts, such as 
Geert Wilders and Marine 
Le Pen, to conservatives is 
naïve. In the guise of free 
speech and in the mask of 
conservatism, these leaders 
have allowed hate crimes 
and hate speech to thrive. If 
we, as educated masses, are 
to gullibly allow for the bar 
on conservatism to be recal-
ibrated to allow such views 
to be swept under the rug, it 
is only a matter of time be-
fore othering becomes run-
of-the-mill. This prediction 
does not come solely from 

what has happened in the 
last three weeks or so alone. 
Trump’s right-wing rhetoric 
may have taken many of us 
by surprise but he managed 
to garner the support of a 
predominantly white mid-
dle class populace who con-
sidered the identification of 
a common external enemy 
agreeable to their realm of 
existence. Having identified 
this common external en-
emy, all Trump had to do 
was appease the lowest com-
mon denominator, which 
he successfully managed to 
do by scapegoating anyone 
who was not a white male. 
Trump’s post-election rheto-
ric and behaviour continue 
to adopt a rather elaborate 
scheme of alternative facts 
and doublespeak, culminat-
ing in the creation of a post-
truth worldview. 

I could go on about 
Trump’s actions; howev-
er, if we were to think that 
Canada is not feeling the 
effects of this new presi-
dency, we would be fooling 
ourselves. Leitch’s Canadi-
an Values Test is a step to-
wards legitimizing and nor-
malizing racial oppression 
and racial profiling. Such 
a prospect is anything but 
Canadian. A conversation 
I had with my landlord — 
a white upper-middle class 
man — demonstrated that 
Trump’s rhetoric has given 
a renewed opportunity for 
radical right-wing thoughts 
to thrive amongst peo-
ple, providing justification 
through the guise of pro-
gressive-conservatism. This 
man had the audacity to 
propose that every immi-
grant’s name should be re-
corded in a registry and that 
all immigrants should be 
obligated to report to law 

enforcement authorities pe-
riodically to ensure that Ca-
nadian society is freed from 
criminality. 

When Leitch harps on 
the Canadian Values Test, 
she is clueless as to what 
it would entail. One can 
be sure that she does not 
expect to apply such a test 
to a white immigrant from 
Denmark or some other 
European nation — re-
member, this is the woman 
who believed that “barbaric 
cultural practices” should 
be reported. Any party with 
such a legacy only needs a 
push from those who are 
susceptible to xenophobia. 
If we continue to believe 
this is not a recipe for tyran-
ny, we may have to rethink 
what we consider to be le-
gitimate political authority. 

This is only the tip of 
the iceberg! We have an 
enormous responsibility 
to resume a fight to stop 
such forces from ruling the 
roost. George Orwell may 
have given a manual for 
21st century political reality 
when he wrote in his diary 
that, “We are all drowning 
in filth. When I talk to any-
one or read the writings of 
anyone who has any axe to 
grind, I feel that intellec-
tual honesty and balanced 
judgement have simply 
disappeared from the face 
of the earth. […] Everyone 
is dishonest, and everyone 
is utterly heartless towards 
people who are outside 
the immediate range of his 
own interests. What is most 
striking of all is the way 
sympathy can be turned on 
and off like a tap according 
to political expediency.” If 
we want to reject Orwell’s 
pessimism, it is up  to us to 
lead the good fight!
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WHODUNIT?
A. “I wanna be able to take a stroll on a sidewalk, see a quarter, and just keep on walking.” 

B. “This is a women’s march and this women’s march represents the promise of feminism as against the pernicious powers of state 
violence.”

C. “I could not be more at one with nature. I do Coachella every year.”

D. “I wanna thank President Agent Orange for perpetuating all the evil that you’ve been perpetuating throughout the United States. I want 
to thank President Agent Orange for your unsuccessful attempt at the Muslim ban. But we come together. We the people!” 

E. “The single story creates stereotypes, and the problem with stereotypes is not that they are untrue, but that they are incomplete. They 
make one story become the only story.”

F. “How different things might be if, rather than saying “I think I’m in love,” we were saying “I’ve connected with someone in a way that 
makes me think I’m on the way to knowing love.”

G. Or l’humain qui “triomphe” dans l’anthropocentrisme modern n’est pas n’importe quel humain: c’est un être mutilé, amputé, atrophié.”

H. “When we give children advice or instant solutions, we deprive them of the experience that comes from wrestling with their own 
problems.”

I. “If only we’d known sooner that all you have to do to get white women to show up to a protest is to do is to give them a craft. We’ll 
keep that in mind the next time some white lady turnout would be helpful.”

J. “I remember that day when American soldiers came to our home, carrying rifles with shiny bayonets, and ordered our family out. I was 5 
years old. We were put on a train with armed soldiers at both ends of each car, as if we were criminals, and transported to Arkansas.”

1. Adele Faber and Elaine 
Mazlish, authors

2. Pierre Madelin, essayiste

3. George Takei, actor

4. bell hooks, author 
and activist

5. Samantha Bee, comedian

6. Angela Davis, author 
and activist

7.  Ali Wong, comedian

8. Busta Rhymes, singer

9. Chimamanda Ngozi 
Adichie, author

10. David Rose, Schitt’s Creek

a.) Wong; b.) Davis; c.) Rose; d.) Rhymes; e.) Adichie;  f.) hooks;  g.) Madelin; h.)Faber and Mazlish ; i.)Bee ; j.) Takei

4

10
5

8

6

7

3
1

2

9

Cameron Jette

“More people are im-
prisoned in the United 
States at this moment than 
in any other time or place 
in history, yet prisons have 
never felt further further 
away or more out of sight.” 

This is the way Direc-
tor Brett Story prefaces 
her unique documenta-
ry that pierces the veil of 
this shrouded industry. 
Story released “The Prison 
in Twelve Landscapes” on 
Nov. 4 and is currently on 
tour across Canada and the 
United States. Story hosted 
a screening of her docu-
mentary at the University 
of Ottawa on Feb. 2. 

Straying from the usual 
prison documentary nar-
rative where the director 
follows the plight of those 
within the prison walls, 
Story instead takes the au-
dience across the U.S. over 
the course of twelve differ-
ent vignettes that highlight 
the effects of the prison in-
dustrial complex without 
ever showing the inside of 
a penitentiary. Story takes 
the viewer from a Cali-
fornia mountainside that 
plays host to an all-wom-
en, all-inmate firefighting 
team that works at a frac-
tion of the cost of regularly 
employed firefighters, to a 
Bronx warehouse of pris-
on-approved goods, to an 
Appalachian coal mine re-
liant on cost-effective pris-
on jobs. 

By examining the im-

pacts of the prison-in-
dustrial complex beyond 
penitentiary walls, Story 
demonstrates a contradic-
tion between the extensive 
nature of the United States 
prison system and its in-
creasing disappearance 
from the public’s view. 

“It used to be that pris-
ons were built in urban 
cities, like in the middle of 
Kingston or Philadelphia,” 
commented Story at the 
uOttawa screening, “[but] 
more and more they are 
built in these rural areas 
and remote places that are 
hard to get to, on the one 
hand, and just hard to find. 
There is a deliberate effort 
to unsee the prison in our 
geographic, as well as our 
psychic landscape, [while] 
more and more people are 
disappeared within them.”

Here, Story touches on 
a kind of normalization 
of the prison industrial 
complex, as many of the 
documentary’s vignettes 
depict what might be con-
strued as positive aspects 
of mass incarceration. Sim-
ply visit insidecdcr.ca.gov 
and you will see numer-
ous articles describing the 
accomplishments of the 
aforementioned all-inmate 
firefighting team, including 
when, on Feb. 15, over 200 
inmates were tasked with 
stemming a sudden flash 
flood from a dam near Or-
oville, California. Not only 
does this make the prison 
system appear innocuous, 
it makes it seem beneficial, 

or even essential, to Ameri-
can prosperity.

“I was very interested in 
trying to make a film about 
prisons that wasn’t about 
crime and that suggests that 
prisons play all these other 
functions; that they’re re-
lated to other institutions 
of power, that are outside 
of the purview of so called 
crime or even violence and 
matters of safety.”

As an academic, a film-
maker and an activist, Story 
finds that the use of art in 
prison abolition work plays 
a unique and important role 
in breaking down walls. 

“I think one of the things 
art can do, even if just a lit-
tle bit, it can pierce some of 
the ideological narratives 
and the magical thinking 
and the attachments to 
ideas even if it doesn’t re-
place them. It’s an attempt 
to unsettle a set of ideas, 
both the idea that prisons 
are natural or necessary and 
that prisons exist to solve 
the problem of crime.”

This eye-opening doc-
umentary comes to chal-
lenge the idea that prisons 
exist as a neutral entity 
made to uphold law and 
order and instead shows 
how the prison indus-
trial complex is present 
throughout every aspect 
of society. A definite must 
see for any budding prison 
abolitionist, a screening of 
Story’s film can be request-
ed at grasshopperfilm.com, 
where it is also available 
for purchase.

“THE PRISON IN TWELVE LANDSCAPES”
Prison from the places we least expect

MATCH THESE WORDS 
OF WISDOM TO THE 
PUBLIC FIGURE!
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Trump’s 
election is al-

ready threatening the 
tattered privacy of Canadi-

ans. His fourth Executive Order, enti-
tled “Enhancing Public Safety in the 
Interior of United States,” is not only 
a direct attack on undocumented 
immigrants in the U.S., it also con-
tains a small clause with profound 
implications for everyone outside of 
the United States.

Section 14 of the Executive Order 
states:

“Agencies shall, to the extent 
consistent with applicable law, 
ensure that their privacy policies 
exclude persons who are not 
United States citizens or lawful 
permanent residents from the 
protections of the Privacy Act 
regarding personally identifiable 
information.”
While privacy protections in the 

U.S. have always been weaker for 
those who are not citizens or per-
manent residents, this order sweeps 
these meager protections away.
It means Canadians have no legal 
rights whenever their data flows 
through American networks, servers, 
and companies – something that is 
extremely common, routine and of-
ten inevitable. The same thing goes 
whenever our government shares its 
data on us in accordance with various 
security agreements with U.S.

This means that there is no better 
time to start taking concrete action to 
protect your digital privacy and liberty.

So here is this column’s first prac-
tical recommendation:

USE AN ENCRYPTED SERVICE FOR 
TEXTING AND CALLING

Signal is an Android and Apple app 
that offers end-to-end encryption for 
texts and phone calls. It is offered by 
a non-profit software group called 
Open Whisper Systems. The code for 

the app is open-source, 
which means that out-

side programmers can 
independently veri-
fy that it works and 

does exactly what it 
promises, with no 

backdoors.
Open Whisper 

Systems keeps minimal 
records. When it was subpoe-

naed in a case last year in the U.S., it 
could only provide the first and last 
times the user accessed the program.

To send texts to someone or call 
them, the other person must have 
Signal installed. It uses data or Wi-Fi 
to transmit messages.

I’ve found using Signal to be just as 
intuitive and functional as any built-
in text or phone app. Downloading 
it and setting it up from the Android 
or Apple app stores takes about two 
minutes and four taps on the screen.

Every source I’ve seen strongly 
recommends it, including Edward 
Snowden. There are some similar ser-
vices like Silent Phone and WhatsApp 
but they aren’t open-source like Sig-
nal; WhatsApp was also bought by 
Facebook in 2014 and, according to 
various tech sources such as thev-
erge.com, has started sharing user 
account data with the tech giant.

RESISTING SURVEILLANCE
Of course, it’s also important to 

lend our strength to the collective 
political actions that are fighting 
back against surveillance. Michael 
Geist, a law professor specializing 
in digital media, has called for peo-
ple to put pressure on the Canadian 
Privacy Commissioner to review the 
implications of Trump’s executive 
order. The Canadian Civil Liberties 
Association has called for the Cana-
dian government to “immediately 
review the impact of our information 
sharing agreements with the Unit-
ed States,” explaining that “Canada 
cannot enable discrimination based 
on country of origin, ethnic origin, or 
religious beliefs. Canada must en-
sure that innocent persons are not 
put at risk by information provided 
by Canada.” Their website provides 
templates for those wishing to con-
tact their MP with similar demands.

Our privacy and digital liberties 
may be under attack but we are not 
without weapons in this war. Dig in 
and fight back!

226 Bank Street, Ottawa, ON, K2P 1X1
To order: 877-370-9288 or www.venusenvy.ca

Spring workshops at venus envy...
Whip It Good!: A 101 Guide to Power Play and Kink Feb 27 6:30pm

Erotic Talk: Talking Dirty for Everyone March 14 6:30pm

Fucking with Gender with Sinclair Sexsmith March 27 7:00pm

The Sexual Politics of Topping with Sinclair Sexsmith
March 28 7:00pm

Bring your student card for10% off 
toys and great discounts on workshops! 

DEAR VE,

I recently started dating someone and 
we get along really well. He’s about ten 
years older than I am but he is far less 
sexually experienced, in part because he 
is still in the closet. We’re still too early 
on in our relationship to have anal sex 
but we have had oral sex. Normally I love 
oral sex, both receiving and giving, but 
my guy just can’t seem to get it right. 
Given his tricky social situation, I don’t 
want to critique him too much lest he 
give up completely. What advice can you 
give someone who desires mutual oral 
pleasure but doesn’t quite know how to 
breach the topic of improvement?

-Orally Frustrated in Orleans

DEAR ORALLY FRUSTRATED IN ORLEANS,

I know you have good intentions here. 
I understand that you see your guy’s 
tender, newly gay heart and don’t 
want to add to his pain. I really do. And 
I don’t think you’re doing yourself or 
your guy any favours by keeping quiet. 

There’s an unfortunate, prevalent 
myth that being “good at sex” means 
being a mind reader. There’s a second, 
related myth that talking about sex is 
an immediate mood-killer. Neither of 
these things are true. But put together, 
they make us believe that expressing 
what we want in bed is a hurtful act 
that will kill our sex lives. 

Realistically, talking about sex helps 
you learn more about how to please 

each other. Good lovers are mainly 
people who want their partners to feel 
good. They understand that everybody 
is different and will appreciate some 
gentle guidance in learning how to get 
you off.

So try not to think of this as telling him 
what he’s doing wrong but rather that 
you’re just letting him know what good, 
hot sex is to you. Food might be a help-
ful comparison here; you’re not telling 
him that he’s a terrible chef, you’re just 
letting him know that you like spicy 
food but don’t like green olives.

It can be a little easier on a lover when 
you ask for more of the things you love, 
instead of focusing on what he’s doing 
wrong. “I hate when your mouth is dry 
when you go down on me” might be a 
little ego-bruising. “It feels so fucking 
good when you cover my cock with lube 
and then take me deep in your mouth” 
is both excellent instruction and really 
hot dirty talk. Make sure to follow it up 
with some positive reinforcement. An 
“ohhhh,” a “yeeaaahhh,” or a “yes, just 
like that!” will do fine.

Outside of the bedroom, make it a reg-
ular habit to talk about sex so that 
you’re not having “a talk” only when 
something’s going wrong. Bring up hot 
sex scenes in TV shows or movies you 
watch together and share what turned 
you on. Or download an app like Kindu 
or Honi and let their suggestions help 
you get the conversation going.

Finally, make plans to learn more about 
sex together. Buy a book and read it at 
the same time or make a date to attend 
an oral sex workshop with each other. 
Overall, let this situation be an oppor-
tunity that leads to more intimacy and 
better, hotter sex.

VENUS ENVY 
ADVISORY:  

SEXUAL HEALTH & PLEASURE ALERT

TIMOTHY BLINKS FARMS AND EDITS IN THE LANARK HIGHLANDS, HAVING GROWN 
UP IN OTTAWA AND GRADUATED FROM CARLETON UNIVERSITY. HE FANTASIZES 
ABOUT TECH-FREE LIVING AND ECONOMIC APOCALYPSE BUT HAS SETTLED FOR 

WRITING THIS COLUMN AND TRYING TO START AN ECOVILLAGE IN THE MEANTIME.

A:

Q:
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HOROSCOPES

XL Petite

PISCES (Feb. 19 - March 20)  
You don’t have proper re-
spect for Sumerian ethics. 
Always remember: Misha-
rum makes it happen!

ARIES (March 21 - April 19) 
Cards are in your future in a 
big way this year. Your story 
will be told!

TAURUS (April 20 - May 20) 
NO BULLSEYE for you this 
month Taurus. There’s more 
to life than pin the tail on 
the jackass.

GEMINI (May 21 - June 20) 
The romance you seek may 
be found within your bet-
ter internal half this month. 
Look deep but don’t get lost. 
Ain’t no Google map for in-
ternal agony.

CANCER (June 21 - July 22) 
Well Cancer I’m of to Wash-
ington in the morning. Kind 
of feels like an amusement 
park.

LEO (July 23 - Aug. 22)  
Be still my beating heart 
Leo, but not too long! Can 
you believe it? I sure can’t. 

VIRGO (Aug. 23 - Sept. 22)  
0 7 + 2 5 = 3 2 + 3 6 5 = 3 9 7 .  
Three days left Virgo...

LIBRA (Sept. 23 - Oct. 22) 
bit.ly/2lwD5PE  

SCORPIO (Oct. 23 - Nov. 21)  
The python who eats his tail 
will never know his end or 
beginning.

SAGITTARIUS (Nov. 22 - Dec. 21) 
I sense the warm weather 
may bring joy to your soul, 
but beware the frozen spears 
of doom!

CAPRICORN (Dec. 22 - Jan. 19)  
The stars tell me electoral re-
form is not important to you. 
But why?

AQUARIUS (Jan. 20 - Feb. 18) 
Haikuroscope for you!
Votes are what they want
Real eyes realize real lies
Get a Machine Head

Work in Community

Come b y for a visit!

Connect with an exciting netw ork of like-minded social change-makers in a diverse and 
inclusive spac e. Pe ect for nonprofits , freelancers,  entrepreneurs and consultants.

Book your next community event or board meeting in one of our many bright beautiful rooms.

Call 613-566-3448 or email info@25onecommunit y.ca for a tour of the space! 
Or just drop by! 251 Bank St. 2nd floor (corner of Cooper St.), awa

CLIPPINGS FROM THE FUTURE
DON’T ASK WHERE WE GET IT FROM 

As the election draws near, 
party trainers have been 

seen working night and day 
with their Military Parlia-
ment (MP) contestants. Su-
preme Prime Minister Xavier 
Trudeau has stated that this 
year’s electoral duels were 
shaping up to be a grand 
spectacle, one his father and 
grandfather would be proud 
to see. Some have said that 
the "first past the joust" sys-
tem fails to bring into ac-
count the popularity of the 
contestants but given the re-
surgence of A.I. bots recently, 
cyber battle skills are said to 
be the only thing keeping the 
Canadian way alive. 

"We have to protect the 
First Past the Joust system," 
advised the Prudence Von 
Penny-Pincher, Minister of En-
vironmental Recollection. "It 
represents the perfect blend-
ing of tradition and modern 
times, especially with the ro-
botic horses used in the joust 
being fueled by social media 
likes. This is the essence of 

contemporary democracy."

Von Penny-Pincher is refer-
ring to the fact that the pop-
ular medieval sport of joust-
ing was rising in popularity 
at the same time as Canada's 
First Past the Post electoral 
system. In the early 21st cen-
tury, Supreme Prime Minister 
Justin Trudeau scrapped a 
plan to adopt a proportional 
system of of choosing politi-
cians in favour of pairing the 
ancient electoral system with 
the popular sport of jousting. 
In 2019, Trudeau kept his 2015 
electoral promise and made 
now infamous statement:

"We have done better than 
keeping our promise — we 
have shown Canadian dem-
ocratic ingenuity by allow-
ing everyday Canadians to 
be heard in their parliament 
via Social Media. The more 
retweets and likes a would-
be MP receives, the faster his 
mechanical horse will move 
in the joust. This innovation - 
First Past the Joust — remains 

true to the spirit of First Past 
the Post, while speaking to 
the needs of busy Canadians."

Contestants have also been 
building up their fan base on 
the meta socialplex in an ef-
fort to acquire enough social 
capital to purchase better cy-
ber jousting gear. The inclu-
sion of a cyber-selfie count in 
this year’s election have been 
contentious given the bene-
fits of the Pinocchio Effect. 

"The Pinocchio effect allows 
political candidates to extend 
the reach of their jousting 
spear by telling compelling 
lies," said political scientist 
Karla Wordworthy. "Polls in-
dicate that voter turnout is 
expected to exceed 75 per 
cent, based on DNA analysis 
provided by Facebook."

Supreme Prime Minister 
Xavier Trudeau hopes to ex-
ceed his father's record five 
terms in office by winning his 
sixth First Past the Joust elec-
tion this fall.

THE PINOCCHIO EFFECT



TUES FEB 21
DEMONSTRATION: OUR 
LIVES WON’T WAIT. change 
Canadian drug policy for the 
better. Centennial Flame, 
Parliament Hill. 12pm.

SESSION: Being Muslim, 
Becoming Black: Islam-
ophobia & Anti-Blackness. 
251 Bank St. 6:30pm.

WED FEB 22
OPEN HOUSE: NEB Mod-
ernization Expert Panel. 3 
Boulevard du Casino. 7pm.

SING: Just Voices weekly 
environmental choir re-
hearsals. Bronson Centre 
222. 7pm. Every Wed.

THURS FEB 23
CONSULTATION: Issues and 
Barriers Facing Immigrant 
Youth. Newcomer Youth 
Centre, 1800 Bank St. 4pm.

BOOK LAUNCH: Flying Fish 
in the Great White North: The 
Autonomous Migration of 
Black Barbadians, with author 
Christopher Stuart Taylor. 
Octopus Books. 7pm.

WORKSHOP: It’s NOT your 
windows: The real home 
comfort problem. Angela’s 
Bed and Breakfast Ottawa, 
166 Glebe Ave. 7pm.

FRI FEB 24
ACORN’s 2017 Annual 
Night of Trivial Beersuit! 
Ottawa City Hall. 6pm.

TALK: The Rise of the alt-
Right: Israel in the Age 
of Trump. With Lia Tara-
chansky. Desmarais Audi-
torium, uOttawa. 7pm.

SAT FEB 25
Nonviolent Direct Action/
Creative Protest Training. 
Climate Change. Pipelines. 
War. Racism. Trump. Trudeau. 
How can we take direct action 
to confront and transform 
injustices? Free. To register and 
receive location details, write 
to tasc@web.ca. 12-5pm.

WORKSHOP: Ottawa 
Biosphere Eco-City (OBEC) 
Environmental Health 
Workshop 2017. 464 Met-
calfe St, Ottawa. 1pm.

CLOTHING SWAP: 
House of Targ. 3-6pm.

SUN FEB 26
MEETING: Ottawa Quakers - 
Largely silent mtg for worship, 
91A Fourth Ave. Newcomers 
welcome!. 10:30am. Every Sun.

MON FEB 27
ANNUAL BIRD DISPLAY: Safe 
Wings Ottawa. City Hall. 11am.

RADIO: Femme Fatale. 
12pm. Every Monday.

RALLY: Craigavon 2 Picket Brit-
ish High Commission. 12pm.

RADIO: Under Where? CHUO 
89.1 FM. 4pm. Every Monday.

PUBLIC FORUM: Beyond 
Capitalism: Solidarity Vs. The 
System. Solidarity Ottawa is a 
new membership-based organi-
zation in Ottawa, aiming to 
raise big political questions, 
highlight key struggles, and 
build successful local orga-
nizing against capitalism 
and its negative impacts 
on the lives of people and 
communities. Jack Purcell 
Community Centre. 6:30pm.

PUBLIC DISCUSSION: The 
Long March to Freedom - the 
Plight of Political Detainees in 
Ireland and the Philippines. 
1006 FSS Bldg, uOttawa. 7pm.

FILM: Out in the Night. 
A lifetime demanding 
self-defense. One night they 
fought back. CU Cinema 
Politica. Macodrum Library 
rm 482, Carleton. 7pm.

TUES FEB 28
THE TAKE-OVER: CKCU 93.1 
FM. 11am. Every 2nd Tuesday. 

OPIRG CARLETON ROOTS 
RADIO: CKCU 93.1 FM. 
12pm. Every 2nd Tues-
day. www.ckcufm.com.

Conflict De-escalation Train-
ing for Community Orga-
nizers. Venus Envy. 6:30pm.

BOOK LAUNCH: Firewater: 
How Alcohol Is Killing My 
People (and Yours), 
with Harold Johnson. Centre-
town United Church. 7pm.

CLOSED WORKSHOP: Heal-
ing Justice. This workshop is 
closed for Black folks only. Wo-
myn’s Centre, Carleton. 7pm.

MEETING: Ontario Comittee 
for Human Rights in the Philip-
pines. Carleton Rm TBD. 7pm.

WED MARCH 1
GENERAL MEETING: CUPE 
4600 (food at 5:30). Uni-
centre 282, Carleton. 6pm.

CLIMATE CAFÉ: Climate 
Change and Migration. Heart & 
Crown, 353 Preston St. 7pm.

THURS MARCH 2
DEMONSTRATION: Rally 
Against Threats to the Not Our 
Policy Campaign. Carleton 
 University sign (Bronson/
Sunnyside entrance). 4pm.

FRI MARCH 3
BOOK LAUNCH: Animal Me-
tropolis: Histories of Human-An-
imal Relations in Urban Canada” 
with editors, Joanna Dean and 
Christabelle Sethna, at Life of 
Pie bakery & cafe. 5:30pm.

SAT MARCH 4
CU HACKING 2017: is the first 
Major League Hacking mem-
bered hackathon in Ottawa, 
and will be the largest hack-
athon yet in Ottawa. Sat-Sun.

International Women’s Day: 
Beyond Borders: A Night Of 
Feminist Resistance. Jack Pur-
cell Community Centre. 5pm.

MON MARCH 6
SHOWCASE: Womyn’s Resis-
tance Around the World, 
Rooster’s Coffee House Brought 
to you by OPIRG and Womyn’s 
Centre, this is a photo project 
showcasing womyn around 
the world that have resist-
ed oppression. 8:30pm.

TUES MARCH 7
BOOK CLUB: Fifteen 
Dogs by Andre Alexis. 
Octopus Books 6pm.

Film Screening and Discus-
sion: Cinema Politica 
will be screening three short 
films: Hands On: Women, 
Climate, Change Durga 
Yellow Fever. Womyn’s 
Centre, Carleton. 6pm.

WED MARCH 8
DECOLONIZING WESTERN 
FEMINISM: A Sharing of Ideas. 
Speakers will discuss how west-
ern feminism does or does not 
represent them and their com-
munities. They will also share 
ideas on how  western femi-
nism can be decolonized to be 
more representative of all 
groups. UC Atrium, 
Carleton. 6pm.

THURS MARCH 9
GREEN DRINKS: Fox & 
Feather Pub and Grill. 5:30pm.

FRI MARCH 10
CU Poetry Slam featuring 
Apollo the Child. Rooster’s 
Coffeehouse, Carleton. 7pm.

TALK: Emma Sulcowicz at 
Carleton University. Emma will 
be speaking on the nature of 
sexual violence as it connects to 
art-making and knowledge 
production. Minto 5050, 
Carleton. 7pm.

FUNDRAISER: Punk Night 
#7. For Somerset West’s 
NESI (Needle Exchange Safer 
Inhalation) Peer Program. 
House of Targ. 9pm.

SAT MARCH 11
FUNDRAISER: No Mining on 
Algonquin Land! Fundraiser for 
Barrière Lake. First United 
Church, Ottawa. 5-9pm.

MON MARCH 13
CPAWS: Café scientifique. Fox 
& Feather Pub and Grill. 7pm.

TUES MARCH 14
THE TAKE-OVER: CKCU 93.1 
FM. 11am. Every 2nd Tuesday. 

OPIRG CARLETON ROOTS 
RADIO: CKCU 93.1 FM. 
12pm. Every 2nd Tues-
day. www.ckcufm.com.

WED MARCH 15
BOOK LAUNCH: Advanc-
ing Nonviolence and Social 
Transformation. With co-ed-
itors and six Ottawa-based 
contributors: Sophie Clout-
ier, Heather Eaton, Richard 
Feist, Eileen Kerwin Jones, 
Lauren Michelle Levesque, 
Noel Salmond and Martin 
Samson. 251 Bank St. 7pm.

FRI MARCH 17
OPIRG BURSARY APPS 
DUE: International and 
Indigenous Student Bur-
saries. opirgcarleton.org

MON MARCH 20
GSAÉD ELECTIONS: nomina-
tion period is from February 27 
to March 10, with voting 
days from March 20 to 22. In-
formation: elections@gsaed.ca

WED MARCH 22
OPIRG CARLETON AGM & 
VOLUNTEER APPRECIATION: 
Rm 2203 Dunton Tower, 
Carleton. 6pm.

THURS MARCH 23
BOOK LAUNCH: “Living on 
the Land: Indigenous Women’s 
Understanding of 
Place, with contributors 
Kahente Horn-Miller and Zoe 
Todd. Octopus Books. 7pm.

LISTINGS

Trivia Nights @ 

Wednesdays 8-10pm

Come enjoy our great selection of drafts, food, and our welcoming 
atmosphere. Mike’s Place Pub is an excellent alternative to greasy 
Carleton cafeteria fare with a unique, grad student oriented experience. 
For over 40 years, Mike’s Place Pub has been your grad owned and 
operated home on campus. 

Promotions

Meatless Mondays
Get 10% all Vegetarian 

Foods

Fridays
Nachos & Pitcher of Beer

for $22 after 7PM

Mondays & Tuesdays
$3 Half-Pints

$5 Pints
$15 Pitchers

Jan. 27, Feb. 17, March 10, March 24, 
April 7, April 21

with host Alex Harea

Meatless Mondays


