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THE QUEBEC SUMMIT: POLICIES AND FENCES
Introduction

On April 20, 2001, the eyes of Canada and
the world were fixed on Quebec City, where
the Summit of the Americas was about to
open. The heads of government of 34 West-
ern hemisphere nations were gathering in this
historic city to discuss the details of a sweep-
ing new Free Trade Agreement of the Ameri-
cas (FTAA), which, if implemented, would
establish the world’s largest single trading
bloc. But these leaders and their staffs were
not the only people present in Quebec City
for the three-day summit. Thousands of
protesters from Canada, the United States,
and many other countries had also travelled
to the site of the meeting, to voice their
strong opposition to the FTAA and the threat
they considered it will pose to the environ-
ment, labour rights, cultural diversity, and the
power of national governments to resist the
growing pressure of transnational corpora-
tions to override their laws and regulations.
To those protesting against it, the FTAA was
yet another example of how globalization
was placing the interests of private busi-
nesses ahead of those of the citizens of the
world’s nations and the governments they
democratically elected.

The delegates who met at the official
summit, held amid high-level security in the
heart of Quebec City, represented every
country in the hemisphere except Cuba,
whose communist government was excluded
from the talks, largely at the insistence of the
newly elected U.S. president, George W.
Bush. The heads of government and their
entourages conducted the three days of trade
talks behind a three-metre-high concrete and
steel fence that stretched for 3.8 kilometres,
dividing the walled city into two zones. On
the other side, thousands of protesters con-
vened their own People’s Summit of the
Americas in the days before the official talks
began. At this meeting, delegates represent-

ing a wide range of countries and organiza-
tions voiced their strong objections to the
corporate-driven globalization agenda they
believed the FTAA embodied. In its place,
they called for the adoption of a fair-trade
pact that would uphold the rights of workers
to a living wage, respect the environment,
promote the rights of indigenous people, and
limit the power of corporations to challenge
national government policies designed to
protect education, health care, and social
programs.

As the official conference opened, the
chain-link fence immediately became a
symbol for everything the protesters opposed
about the FTAA and the governments who
were negotiating it. Many objected to the fact
that the fence and the tight security the
Canadian government had imposed on the
city made it almost impossible for demon-
strators to approach the site of the talks and
make their opposition known to the leaders
inside the perimeter. While the vast majority
confined their protests to peaceful gatherings
and marches, a small but persistent minority
quickly seized the attention of the global
media assembled to cover the talks. A group
of militant protesters stormed the fence and
broke through it, only to be forced back by
police using billy clubs, tear gas, and plastic
bullets.

Inside the fenced-off city, government
leaders worked to promote the FTAA, which
they hailed as a positive step toward achiev-
ing greater economic progress and political
freedom for the 800 million people of the
hemisphere. For his part, U.S. President Bush
pledged to seek support for the deal from the
U.S. Congress, while Jean Chrétien ex-
pressed immense satisfaction with the talks
and the agreements reached at them.

One of the most significant results of the
summit was the adoption of a “democracy
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clause,” which committed the countries
entering the free-trade accord to uphold
democratic norms and practices, and threat-
ened any hemispheric nation that did not
respect them with expulsion from the agree-
ment. However, to critics of the FTAA the
democracy clause appeared highly suspect,
considering the fact that the governments of
some Latin American nations, such as Co-
lombia, are alleged to turn a blind eye to
serious violations of democratic and human
rights that occur within their borders.

As the summit concluded, each side
claimed that it had succeeded in accomplish-
ing what it had set out to achieve, and that it
had gained increasing public support for its
respective agenda. Government leaders
pointed to opinion polls that appeared to

suggest that increased hemispheric free trade
was a popular policy. But opponents of the
FTAA were quick to claim that the same
polls indicated a great degree of public
unease, with the perceived benefits of the
pact flowing mainly to corporations, and not
to the millions of people in the Americas
who currently live in extreme poverty. And
while the much-anticipated “Battle of Que-
bec” was not nearly as violent a confronta-
tion as the anti-World Trade Organization
protests that had occurred in Seattle in No-
vember 1999, the large demonstrations held
outside the chain-link fence were a clear
indication that the movement against corpo-
rate-led globalization was gaining momen-
tum and international media attention.
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The Quebec Summit: Policies and Fences
Ideologies and Self-fulfilling Prophecies

The Summit of the Americas in Quebec City was the venue where 34 countries came together
in one place and at which a process that had already been well underway in bilateral and
regional talks was formalized and promoted. It was also the place where challenges to the
process, the plan (the largest free-trade zone in the world), and the ideologies behind them
occurred. In many ways the summit was also a high-profile exhibition of opposing ideologies.
And as the events played themselves out—some would say they were orchestrated—the
world watched. But even before the countries came to Quebec City, plans and preparations
were made that anticipated what was to happen there. For most observers, there were no
surprises; the Summit lived up to expectations. But to what extent were the events predictable,
forecast, and therefore created?

An ideology is a system of ideas or principles that forms the basis for actions and a course of
events. Relating primarily to politics or society, ideologies are maintained no matter what
happens and provide a justification for many activities. Dominant ideologies tend to oppose or
even override alternative belief systems in society. Currently the world is witnessing the
propagation of two major political and economic ideologies: the growth and expansion of
free-trade zones, and globalization. Ideologies that oppose the alleged negative consequences
of free trade and globalization and what are seen as the prime beneficiaries—corporate inter-
ests—emphasize social and democratic principles that, allegedly are threatened.

A self-fulfilling prophecy is a prediction about future events. This prediction in turn increases
the probability of the those events occurring. Self-fulfilling prophecies occur in many venues:
classrooms, health care, workplaces, political venues. Principal components of a self-fulfilling
prophecy are a perception about people or things and, owing to that perception, particular
behaviour toward those people or things that in turn causes the prophecy to come true. For
example, research has shown that if a teacher perceives that a student will do well, he or she
behaves in such a way toward that student that the student does indeed achieve. The converse
also holds true; thus there are positive and negative self-fulfilling prophecies.

Watching the Summit
The class will be divided into groups. Each group will watch this News in Review report and
make notes about the assigned element given below. You should pay close attention to words
and expressions you hear, images you see, historical information, human behaviour, and the
way in which this report itself depicts the events of the summit.

1. Ideologies
2. Self-fulfilling prophecies
3. Theatre

Follow-up Discussion
Was the Summit of the Americas a case of déjà vu? Was this the “Battle of Seattle” all over
again? Did all those involved, both “inside” and “outside” the summit, simply play their roles
or were there new developments or progress? Are the events of the Quebec Summit destined
to repeat themselves in any subsequent and similar venue?
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THE QUEBEC SUMMIT: POLICIES AND FENCES
The Summit Observer’s FAQ Page

The Summit of the Americas in Quebec and the intense media attention it generated in
Canada and around the world served to focus public attention on the major issues surrounding
it, such as the benefits and drawbacks of the proposed FTAA, the security measures the
Canadian government imposed during the talks, the reasons for the anti-globalization protests
that have occurred at Quebec and similar international gatherings in recent years, and the
efforts of both supporters and opponents of globalization to build public support for their
respective positions in Canada and other countries. It is likely that these issues will continue to
be debated in the aftermath of the Quebec Summit, and will be raised again at other interna-
tional gatherings that convene to discuss greater global trade, investment, and economic links.

Ten Frequently Asked Questions
Here are 10 FAQs about the Quebec Summit, the FTAA, the security measures, globalization,
and the movement that has emerged to challenge it in recent years. The answers to each
question provide information and arguments on both sides of the issue, and are offered as
“talking points” for further class discussion and/or student research on the issues involved.

1. What is the Summit of the Americas and why is it important for Canada and other
hemispheric countries?

The Summit of the Americas is a gathering of the government leaders of 34 countries in the
Western Hemisphere (North and South America). Cuba, whose communist government is not
acceptable to the United States, was not in attendance. Along with the leaders, delegates
representing government and corporate interests were also attending the conference. The first
Summit of the Americas took place in Miami in 1994, and the second in Santiago, Chile, in
1997. The main goal of these meetings is to further the process toward hemispheric free trade
and the removal of barriers to the unrestricted flow of goods and services across the borders of
the countries of the hemisphere. The summit is important because it and subsequent meetings
could lead to the establishment of a hemispheric free-trade zone that would represent the
largest such bloc in the world, including 800 million people. For Canada, it could mean
expanded markets for our goods in the countries of South America, but also increased compe-
tition for domestic industries from exports from these states.

2. What is the FTAA and why is it important for Canada and the hemisphere?

The Free Trade Agreement of the Americas (FTAA) was the main topic on the agenda at the
Quebec Summit. It basically seeks to expand the existing North American Free Trade Agree-
ment (NAFTA), which currently includes Canada, the United States, Mexico, and Chile, to
the other countries of the hemisphere with the exception of Cuba. Such an agreement would
eliminate all trade and investment barriers on goods and services between member countries.
At the first hemispheric summit in 1994, the countries agreed to form the free-trade area, and
talks on establishing it have proceeded slowly since then. The goal is to remove all trade
barriers by the time the next summit is convened in Buenos Aires, Argentina, in 2005. Ac-
cording to proponents of the FTAA, hemispheric free trade would create a common market of
800 million people, 15 per cent of the world’s population, and promote greater trade and
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investment among them. The 34 member-nations of the free-trade zone produce a total of
$11.4-billion in goods and services, but have only $2.7-billion in cross-border trade among
them. Under such an agreement, Canada would continue to trade mainly with the United
States, but would see greater opportunities for increasing its economic links with the other
countries of the hemisphere.

3. What are the arguments in favour of and against the FTAA?

Supporters of the agreement claim that along with its economic benefits, the FTAA would
help to promote human rights, democratic practices, the war against drugs, the campaign
against political corruption, and more ethical and transparent government operations. Oppo-
nents of the agreement respond that it would increase the rights of transnational corporations
to operate freely throughout the Americas, taking advantages of low wages, poor labour and
environmental standards, and the inability of governments to enact policies that could defend
health care, education, and social programs from private-sector competition. Supporters of the
pact claim that its opponents are old-fashioned protectionists who are opposed to greater free
trade among nations, and are thus hurting the very people they purport to be defending, the
hemisphere’s poorest citizens, who will benefit from the increased economic growth and
employment opportunities it will generate. To counter this, opponents of the deal respond that
existing free-trade agreements like NAFTA, and the economic policies that have accompa-
nied them, have done little if anything to alleviate poverty in the hemisphere, and that the gap
between rich and poor in the Americas is widening, not narrowing.

4. What is globalization and how does the FTAA fit into this process?

Globalization is a very commonly used term that refers to the process of increasing interna-
tional trade, and financial, cultural, and information technology linkages. The nations of the
world are rapidly becoming a global network, tied together by financial transactions, instanta-
neous telecommunications, and expanding trade pacts among them. To many people, global-
ization appears to be mostly an economic and technology-driven phenomenon with significant
social, political, and cultural implications for the peoples of the world in the 21st century. It is
also sometimes viewed as an inevitable and unstoppable process, now that capitalism faces no
serious rivals as a globally expanding economic system. International financial institutions
such as the International Monetary Fund (IMF), the World Bank, the World Trade Organiza-
tion (WTO), APEC, and the Summit of the Americas are actively promoting globalization to
the extent that they support initiatives that will promote greater global trade and investment.

The FTAA would be a major step in the process of globalization, because it would establish a
huge hemispheric free-trade zone that would link the 34 countries of North and South
America into a single trade and investment bloc. This might eventually lead to their adoption
of a common currency (most likely the U.S. dollar) and increased social, political, and cultural
ties. The European Union (EU), which was formed in the early 1990s, and which has
extranational parliamentary powers, is another example of globalization because it has re-
moved many of the trade, investment, monetary, and cultural barriers that once divided the
countries of that continent. Proponents of globalization believe that it will usher in an era of
international prosperity and greater opportunities for developing countries to catch up with
and share in the economic well-being of the world’s more prosperous nations.
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5. Why are there such large and vocal demonstrations at meetings such as the Quebec
Summit, protesting against globalization in general and agreements like the FTAA in
particular?

The demonstrations that took place at the Quebec Summit were the latest in a series of pro-
tests that have occurred whenever international financial bodies gather to discuss plans to
promote greater economic, trade, or investment links among the world’s nations. The most
significant of these events was the “Battle of Seattle” in November 1999, when activists from
the United States and other countries succeeded in shutting down a meeting of the World
Trade Organization (WTO). Similar protests have also been held in Washington DC, Prague,
Windsor, Ontario, and other cities. The demonstrators come from a variety of backgrounds
and social and political affiliations. Some are members of trade unions, while others belong to
environmental, indigenous, feminist, and radical political organizations. Despite their diver-
sity, they all share the view that proposed trade deals such as the FTAA represent a form of
globalization to which they are strongly opposed.

The protesters are not against increased trade and economic linkages among the countries of
the world, if these could help to reduce poverty and bring greater economic benefits to the
majority of the population of the world currently living in extreme poverty. But what they fear
is that the model of globalization being promoted by such treaties, and the bodies advocating
them, is one that will put the interests of large transnational corporations ahead of national
governments and the people they represent, particularly in the poorer regions of the globe.
The demonstrators are angry that the government leaders attending meetings like the Quebec
Summit appear to only be listening to the voices of the powerful corporations who stand to
benefit from globalization, and are not paying enough attention to the concerns of ordinary
citizens who are worried about its potentially harmful consequences for labour rights, the
environment, cultural diversity, and government social programs. The anti-globalization
movement has tapped into a strong current of social and political militancy, particularly
among young people in many countries. It has also effectively used new methods of commu-
nications, such as the Internet, to spread its message among the public, and distribute informa-
tion that can be used to counter the pro-globalization messages of governments and business.
This was particularly evident in the successful international campaign to stop the Multilateral
Agreement on Investment (MAI), a proposed treaty that would have granted vastly increased
power to corporations to invest in various countries, and prevent their governments from
enacting laws that might regulate their operations.

6. Why was there such a high level of security at the Quebec Summit?

The police and security measures the federal and Quebec government implemented during the
Summit of the Americas represented the largest such effort in Canadian history. About 6000
police officers were deployed in the streets of the city, the majority placed just behind the 3.8-
kilometre-long chain-link and concrete fence that was erected to keep protesters from pen-
etrating the security perimeter surrounding the summit site. Of the total $100-million of
Canadian taxpayers’ money the federal government spent in hosting the summit, $40-million
went to security operations alone. About 400 protesters were arrested during the three days of
the event, and approximately 60 demonstrators and 19 police were injured. The total number
of people participating in the main peaceful march on Saturday April 21 was officially esti-
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mated at 25 000, although organizers claimed a much higher figure of as many as 70 000.
Almost all those arrested were released within days after the summit ended, but one well-
known activist, Jaggi Singh, remained in jail without bail two weeks after the demonstrations.

Prime Minister Jean Chrétien and Serge Menard, the Quebec cabinet minister responsible for
overseeing the security operations at the conference, justified the heavy police presence and
the erection of the chain-link fence as reasonable measures designed to protect the 34 heads of
state attending the summit. The measures were in place to assure that the meeting took place
and was not interrupted as it was in Seattle. They also served as a further deterrence by creat-
ing distance between protestors and the actual summit venue. At the conclusion of the sum-
mit, Chrétien, Menard, and other top government officials at the federal, provincial, and
municipal levels had nothing but praise for the police and security staff in charge of the
operation, to whom they gave credit for preventing any serious outbreak of violence from
occurring. Many hemispheric leaders attending the summit also paid tribute to the Canadian
government for its effective management of security operations.

7. Were the actions of the police at the summit justified?

Despite the praise the police received from leading political figures, there was also consider-
able criticism of their response to the small minority of demonstrators who challenged them at
the site of the chain-link fence. There were allegations that the police employed an excessive
amount of force in their crowd-control and dispersal efforts, which included the use of large
amounts of tear gas, water cannons, and plastic bullets. Many demonstrators who were far-
removed from the fence and not posing any evident security threat were attacked with tear
gas. Jaggi Singh, the only protester to remain in jail two weeks after the summit ended, was
charged with possession of a dangerous weapon—a wooden catapult designed to hurl teddy
bears across the fence to the police. However, some demonstrators did throw rocks and pieces
of brick at the police before storming one section of the fence and briefly bringing it down.

8. What are the main tactical and philosophical differences among the protesters at the
summit?

The groups attending the People’s Summit and the demonstrations at the official heads of
government meeting at Quebec City represent a wide range of organizations, with different
views on strategy, tactics, and ideology. They are united in their opposition to what they view
as the corporate-driven globalization agenda epitomized by proposed trade pacts like the
FTAA, and their harmful consequences for workers’ rights, the environment, and the protec-
tion of culture and social programs, health care, and education. On a philosophical level, there
is a major difference between groups like the 100 000-member Council of Canadians, which
advocates a reformed free-trade pact that would respect labour and environmental rights and
national government authority, and more radical groups who are totally opposed to any form
of globalization that entrenches the power of transnational corporations and capitalism in
general. In essence, this is a disagreement between reformers, who favour a more socially
responsible corporate capitalist system, and revolutionaries who want to overthrow capitalism
and replace it with an entirely different socio-economic system.
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On the tactical and strategic levels, there were significant differences over whether the pro-
tests at Quebec should have remained totally peaceful or have challenged the police and the
chain-link fence. While the vast majority of the demonstrators adhered to the official position
that their main march should take place far away from the conference site, there were many
who believed that they should have supported the militant protesters who were defying the
police on the front lines. Maude Barlow, Chair of the Council of Canadians, took the step of
exposing herself to tear gas as a way of demonstrating her solidarity, if not total agreement,
with the radicals who were challenging the police. On the other hand, parade marshals with
the Quebec Federation of Labour did not hesitate to use force to deter protesters who were
inclined to deviate from the route of the official march in order to show their support for the
radicals at the fence’s perimeter.

9. Who won the battle for public opinion over the summit, the government or the pro-
testers?

In the aftermath of the summit, both advocates and opponents of the FTAA claimed that they
enjoyed the support of a majority of Canadians. In reality, opinion polls revealed that most
people held mixed views regarding hemispheric free trade and its implications for Canada and
other countries. In general, the principle of expanded free trade did appear to have the backing
of most Canadians polled. Nonetheless, a significant number did express concern that the
benefits of the FTAA would most likely flow to large corporations, and not to the large
number of poor people living in the hemisphere. There was also majority support for the
proposal that the voters in the various countries whose governments were planning to enter
the free-trade area should have a say in the decision through a plebiscite on the issue. Some
leaders of groups opposed to the FTAA and globalization in general were concerned that public
support for their cause might suffer as a result of televised scenes of violence at the demon-
strations held in Quebec City. However, government authorities were also worried about a
potential public backlash against any heavy-handed police actions directed against the protesters.

10. What lies ahead for the FTAA and the movement against globalization?

Despite the agreements reached at the Quebec Summit, the FTAA is still a long way from
adoption. The biggest hurdle to the deal’s approval may be in the country whose leader has
been its strongest advocate—the United States and George W. Bush—where the Congress is
almost evenly split between members of his Republican Party and the opposition Democrats.
Significant sectors of U.S. society, such as the labour movement and agricultural interests, are
concerned that the FTAA may result in serious job losses, and will put enormous pressure on
congressional representatives to hold up the “fast-track” authority Bush is seeking to move the
deal forward more rapidly. The price for their agreement may be major modifications in the
proposal that would take their economic concerns into account. In addition, environmental
groups who are already alarmed about some of Bush’s pro-business and anti-ecological
decisions may mount a major challenge to adoption of the FTAA because of the threat they
believe some of its clauses pose to the rights of governments to sue corporations for actions
that harm the local environment.

The anti-globalization movement has gained considerable public support and media attention
in Canada and other countries since the anti-WTO demonstrations in Seattle in 1999. How-
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ever, it has yet to translate that support into any significant political challenge to the govern-
ment leaders whose political parties win elections, thus mandating them to attend conferences
such as the Quebec Summit and negotiate trade deals like the FTAA. In the last American
presidential election, environmental activist Ralph Nader, running on an anti-corporate plat-
form, won only three per cent of the overall vote. And in Canada, the only political party
endorsing the protests at the summit was the NDP. However, leaders of the movement, such
as Maude Barlow of the Council of Canadians, remain convinced that its message is reaching
a growing number of people, especially among the young. The number of protesters at Que-
bec was larger than the crowds present in Seattle and Washington, and the movement shows
few signs of losing momentum. Some activists have urged the establishment of smaller,
grassroots organizations that can spread the movement’s views to people at the local level,
helping them to link their own particular issues with the larger global struggle against corpo-
rate power and governments’ refusal to defend the public interest.

Activities
1. In small groups discuss each of the FAQs and answers given above. Define the

issue raised by the FAQ, summarize the points of view on each side of it, and state
your group’s opinion of the issue.

2. Using the information provided above, prepare a statement summarizing the
differing viewpoints on one of the following issues: (a) benefits and drawbacks of
the FTAA, (b) advantages and disadvantages of globalization, (c) whether or not
the security presence and police behaviour at the Quebec Summit were justified,
(d) strengths and weaknesses of the anti-globalization movement.
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THE QUEBEC SUMMIT: POLICIES AND FENCES
Reflections on the Summit

Brenda Wall is a History and Social Science teacher. Born in Australia, she has an extensive
background in the labour movement, and was also actively involved in the campaign to end
apartheid in South Africa. Like many other Canadians, she travelled to Quebec City during
the Summit of the Americas to voice her concerns over the FTAA and its agenda of what has
been called “corporate-driven globalization.”

As I climbed the steps up the hill toward the centre of the action, I was overcome by the acrid
smell and taste of the tear gas. My eyes began to sting and I realized I was not equipped to
enter any protest area—no goggles, no scarf dipped in vinegar, no bottle of water to pour on my
eyes—none of the defensive equipment now so absolutely necessary if one was anywhere near
even the outer edge of the protest. I stayed only long enough to prove to myself that what I had
been sensing was in fact happening. Quebec to me was the embodiment of a wonderful new
movement, reminiscent of the sixties but at the same time so unique.

All week, thousands of students, trade unionists, social justice activists, people’s representatives
from the Americas gathered in Quebec to participate in the People’s Summit. I was not there,
but from everything I heard, the workshops were of very high quality, and full of healthy debate.
By the time I arrived late Friday night, protesters had already challenged the power of the state
and its various armed forces. The “Wall of Shame” (chain-link fence) had temporarily been
dismantled and the reign of terror by police was unleashed upon the protesters.

My purpose in going to Quebec was to take part in the protest against the FTAA. I was invited to
participate in the cultural celebrations at the end of the rally on Saturday, April 21. It was fantas-
tic to be up on the stage preparing to sing our labour music and then suddenly seeing the throng
of high spirited marchers turn the corner, some 60 000 in all. It was a great crowd, and cultural
workers and speakers alike delivered their message with great passion. At the same time, it was
a strange feeling of isolation from the centre of struggle near the “Wall of Shame,” since the final
destination of the rally was three kilometres away from the centre of downtown. In fact, many of
those who attended the rally voiced their intention to go straight back downtown afterward to
extend their solidarity to those who chose to stay and protest around the perimeter of the Sum-
mit of the Americas. It is unfortunate that many thousands of protesters came straight to the rally
by bus and had to turn around and head back to Ontario and other places on the same bus
immediately following the march. As at least one trade union leader said, the members want to
do it differently next time. Perhaps they were apprehensive as they rode into Quebec, but after
hearing of the brutal response by the police to all demonstrators, they expressed the view that
next time they wanted to protest as one united movement.

Like many others who stayed on after the rally, I felt like I wanted to show my solidarity with
those who were continuing the protest near the chain-link fence. As I walked among the protest-
ers at the bottom of the hill, I was tremendously impressed with their level of awareness of the
issues. Young people were in the majority, and they came from all over the eastern provinces
and American states, and some even from as far away as Alberta or Illinois. They did not come
for a party, and they did not come to vandalize property. They came collectively to protest the
destruction of democracy in the Americas as a whole. They recognize that power over their lives
is increasingly being handed over to a small group of powerful corporations. Governments have
become effective only as facilitators of corporate control. Cuba is the exception in our hemi-
sphere, as reflected by its exclusion from this particular gathering of North and South American
nations.
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I have the utmost respect for the hundreds of young people I met in Quebec City on the week-
end of the summit. They were knowledgeable about trade issues, committed to social justice,
and, yes, angry at the daily violence being perpetrated against the peoples of the Americas. I
am very optimistic about a continuing and growing social movement building throughout the
region over the next few years.

In the 1970s and 80s I worked on behalf of the South African Congress of Trade Unions
(SACTU) and we thought this was where the struggle against corporate capitalism would be
fought, with the industrial working class. With black South African workers leading the struggle,
apartheid was destroyed, but capitalism remains.

In the Americas, the growing popular movement against globalization and corporate rule is very
much alive and strong, and I look forward to joining with my sisters and brothers in the labour
movement, and the masses of young people from many different organizations as we face the
barricades together in Ottawa, or wherever the next round in the ongoing struggle will be fought.

Discussion and Activities
1. Why did Brenda Wall decide to participate in the demonstrations at the Quebec

Summit? What impressions did she come away with about the young people
involved in the protests at the “Wall of Shame”?

2. Re-read the passage above carefully and subject it to a “bias detection” exercise.
Note any statements that reveal the political point of view of the author. Give
examples of how she uses language in order to put forth and reinforce her point of
view and to refute contrary opinions. Which of her words or expressions, in your
opinion, reflect the confrontational nature of this and other summits? How effec-
tive do you think this piece is as a statement of political opinion on the FTAA, the
Quebec Summit, and the motives of those who were involved in the protests?  Do
you agree with her point of view? Why or why not?

3. Statements by heads of government, other officials, and high profile opponents to
the FTAA at the summit were covered extensively in various media. What per-
spective does a first-person account from a citizen-protestor give on the opposing
ideologies represented at the summit?

4. Brian D. Johnson is a film critic who writes for Maclean’s magazine. He also
attended the summit and wrote a review in the May 7, 2001, issue in which he
described the events as “more cinematic than anything onscreen.” Locate and read
this first-person account and compare and contrast it to that of Brenda Wall.

5. Write a response to either Brenda Wall or Brian D. Johnson in which you com-
ment on their perceptions of events at the Summit of the Americas.
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THE QUEBEC SUMMIT: POLICIES AND FENCES
Discussion, Research, and Essay Questions

1. Using newspaper and magazine articles and photos, or downloaded images from
the Internet, prepare a chart or storyboard illustrating the main incidents that took
place at the Quebec Summit of the Americas. Discuss with your classmates your
reactions to these images, especially those that depict violent confrontations be-
tween police and demonstrators at the chain-link fence.

2. Read and prepare a book report on one of the following books dealing with issues
of world trade, globalization, and the movement that has emerged to challenge it:
One Market Under God: Extreme Capitalism, Market Populism, and the End of
Economic Democracy, by Thomas Frank; Hungry for Trade: How the Poor Pay for
Free Trade, by John Madeley; The Limits of Capitalism: An Approach to Global-
ization without Neoliberalism, by Wim Derckxsens; The Post-Corporate World:
Life After Capitalism, by David C. Korten; Globalize This: The Battle Against the
World Trade Organization and Corporate Rule, edited by Kevin Danaher and
Roger Burbach; No Logo: Taking Aim at the Brand Bullies, by Naomi Klein;
Global Showdown: How the New Activists are Fighting Global Corporate Rule, by
Maude Barlow and Tony Clarke; The Global Transformations Reader: An Intro-
duction to the Globalization Debate, edited by David Held and Anthony McGrew;
The Lexus and the Olive Tree, by Thomas L. Friedman; The Commanding Heights,
by Daniel Yergin and Joseph Stanislaw; The Rise of the Network Society, by
Manuel Castells.

3. Find out more about Maude Barlow, Chair of the Council of Canadians, an organi-
zation strongly opposed to the FTAA and the corporate globalization agenda, and
Thomas D’Aquino, president of the Business Council on National Issues (BCNI), a
business lobby group that endorses free trade and globalization. How influential are
these two people and the groups they lead? To what extent are they able to influ-
ence government leaders and the Canadian public as a whole? The Web sites of
these groups are www.canadians.org and www.bcni.ca respectively.

4. As a class, debate the tactics of the anti-globalization groups that demonstrated at
the Quebec Summit. Which strategies do you think were more effective in making
their views known and influencing public opinion. In your opinion, were any of
them counterproductive? Can violence ever be justified as a means of political
protest? What caused the violence in Quebec City?

5. Find out more about the terms of the proposed FTAA and their potential implica-
tions for Canada and other countries of the Western Hemisphere. Do you think
expanded free trade will lead to greater prosperity for the peoples of these nations,
as their leaders promised at the summit? Explain the reasons for your point of view.

6. Cuba was the only hemispheric nation not invited to attend the Quebec Summit.
That country’s long-serving leader, Fidel Castro, sent a strong message of support
to the protesters demonstrating against the FTAA and globalization. Find out more
about Cuba’s unusual position in the hemisphere, and how its economic, social, and
political systems differ from those of other North and South American nations.
What connections has Canada had with Cuba since Castro took power?


