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LESSON 1: Free to Be – Rights for LGBTQ
Video Summary
Video 1:00 – 6:43
In 1969 Canada decriminalized homosexuality;
however, the Canadian military continued to
enforce a strict anti-homosexuality policy. In 1988,
Michelle Douglas, a military police officer, sues
the Canadian government with the goal of
achieving amendment to the Human Rights Act.
In 1992, the government settles out of court and
full rights are granted to gays and lesbians in the
Canadian military. Subsequent legal battles in
Ontario for same-sex rights to spousal benefits set
the foundation for legalization of same-sex
marriage in that province and, in 2005, all of
Canada.
…there’s no place for the state in the
bedrooms of the nation.
– Pierre Elliot Trudeau,
Prime minister 1960-79/1980-84
Check out the timeline of same-sex rights in
Canada on pages 5-14
Michael Leshner and Michael Stark

Before Viewing Activity
Among other rights, the Canadian Charter of
Rights and Freedoms guarantees “Equality before
and under law and equal protection and benefit
of law. Every individual is equal before and under
the law and has the right to the equal protection
and equal benefit of the law without
discrimination and, in particular, without
discrimination based on race, national or ethnic
origin, colour, religion, sex, age or mental or
physical disability.” (Canadian Charter of Rights
and Freedoms, section 15 (1))

Michelle Douglas
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To explore the relevance of the Canadian
Charter of Rights and Freedoms in your life,
complete the “Identity Wheel” handout
(see page 15) according to the different
aspects of your identity. Use the provided
list of aspects as a starting point; only add
those aspects that you feel comfortable
including and feel free to add aspects that
are not on the list.
Considering your completed identity
wheel, can you think of an experience in
which you were treated differently – either
positively or negatively – because of one
or more aspects of your identity? What
factors determined how you were treated?
How did you feel during and after this
experience? When you experienced
negative treatment, were you able to talk
to anyone or take any action to address
the mistreatment?

While Viewing
1. Why did Michelle Douglas’ job as a military
police officer place her in a difficult
position?
2. Initially, what are Michael Stark and
Michael Leshner fighting for?
3. On what date are all Canadians granted
the right marry?

After Viewing
1. Consider this quote:
“I think my greatest service to my country
came by challenging the military, by
challenging its policy of discrimination.”
– Michelle Douglas.
To what extent do you agree with Michelle
Douglas’ idea that challenging rules can
be an important part of serving your
country? Explain your reasoning.

Share your Identity Wheel and reflections
with a partner. Do you have any
experiences in common? What are the
differences in your experiences?

2. What does it mean to be treated as a
“second-class” citizen?

Use your ideas from your partner discussion
to inform your participation in the class
discussion.

3. What is the difference between protecting
your own rights and defending human
rights? Why is this an important distinction?

Class Discussion Questions
• To what extent do you agree that
protecting the rights of all – including
minority groups – is a democratic value?
• Can all members of your school community
count on respect for their human rights? To
what extent does your personal experience
and sense of identity influence how you
answer this question?
• What role can the school system play in
increasing respect for human rights?
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ACTIVITY #1: Knowing Rights, Defending Rights
It has long been recognized that an essential
element in protecting human rights was a
widespread knowledge among the
population of what their rights are and how
they can be defended.
– Boutros Boutros-Ghali,
Sixth UN Secretary-General, 1992-1996

Research the rights granted by Section 15 of
the Charter of Rights and Freedoms.

Section 15 of the Canadian Charter of Rights
and Freedom states:
15.1 Every individual is equal before and
under the law and has the right to the
equal protection and equal benefit of the
law without discrimination and, in particular,
without discrimination based on race,
national or ethnic origin, colour, religion,
sex, age or mental or physical disability.
15.2 Subsection (1) does not preclude any
law, program or activity that has as its

disadvantaged individuals or groups
including those that are disadvantaged
because of race, national or ethnic origin,
colour, religion, sex, age or mental or
physical disability.
Note that the Supreme Court of Canada
recognizes the spirit of Section 15’s focus on
equity and has extended this protection of
rights to include sexual orientation.
Interpretations of this section of the Charter
are intended to respond to the growing
diversity of our country.
Start your research with the Canadian Human
Rights Commission: chrcccdp.gc.ca/eng/content/how-are-human-rightsprotected-canada
Or with these sharable resources from the
Department of Justice: justice.gc.ca/eng/csjsjc/charter-charte/resources-ressources.html
Or try these links to Canada’s Human Rights
Act and provincial human rights codes: cdnhr-reporter.ca/content/links-related-sites
As a class, collaborate to create a survey that
can be used to gather information about how
much the students at your school know about
human rights and human rights protection in
Canada. You may want to make use of
Survey Monkey or Google forms to collect and
organize the data from the survey.
Based on the results from the survey, consider
your responses to the following questions:
• To what extent do you think young people
know their rights?

object the amelioration of conditions of

• Do you think young people are more, or less
educated than the general population?
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Working individually, create a poster,
infographic, pamphlet, video or audio
message (PSA) that meets these criteria:
• Informs the students of your school about
Section 15 of the Canadian Charter of
Rights and Freedoms, provincial Human
Rights Codes and municipal policies
(including school board equity policies).
• Includes information about what they can
do if they witness or experience a human
rights violation.

Extensions
Consider becoming involved in activism in
support of human rights, in Canada and the
world. Check out Amnesty International,
Canada: http://www.amnesty.ca/getinvolved/be-a-youth-activist
Take your interest global. Check out the UN
Declaration of Human Rights:
http://www.un.org/en/universal-declarationhuman-rights/

Share the educational resource you’ve
created with your school community.

ACTIVITY #2: Learning Respect
As a class, discuss the following quote from
James Baldwin. To what extent do you agree
with his ideas? What actions can we take in
an “individual effort to arrive at respect for
other people”?
Words like freedom, justice, democracy are not
common concepts; on the contrary, they are
rare. People are not born knowing what these
are. It takes enormous and, above all,
individual effort to arrive at the respect for
other people that these words imply.
– James Baldwin, African-American author and
intellectual, 1924-1987

Visit the website “Project Implicit” at
https://implicit.harvard.edu/implicit/aboutus.html.
After reading about Project Implicit, select the
“Take a Test” button from the top menu and
complete two of the tests available. Once you
have completed your tests, note your answers

to the following questions and prepare to
share your ideas in a class discussion:
• What factors do you think influenced your
results on the tests you took?
• In your opinion, what is the connection
between individual bias, attitudes towards
equity, and support for human rights?
• What are three concrete things that you
could do to increase your positive exposure
to people in identity groups different from
your own?
As a class, collect your ideas to create a list of
strategies for “educating yourself” about
groups that you are unfamiliar with.
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TIMELINE | Same-sex rights in Canada
Same-sex rights in Canada have come a long
way since 1965. That year, the Supreme Court
of Canada upheld a ruling that labelled
Everett Klippert a "dangerous sexual offender"
and threw him in prison for admitting he was
gay and that he had sex with other men.

take here is that there's no place for the state
in the bedrooms of the nation. I think that
what's done in private between adults doesn't
concern the Criminal Code. When it becomes
public this is a different matter, or when it
relates to minors this is a different matter."

Today, homosexual Canadians enjoy much
more freedom and societal acceptance.
Here's a look at some of the changes that
have occurred since Klippert was sent behind
bars.

Trudeau's amendments pass into the Criminal
Code, decriminalizing homosexuality in
Canada.

Everett Klippert, a Northwest Territories
mechanic, acknowledges to police that he is
gay, has had sex with men over a 24-year
period and is unlikely to change. In 1967,
Klippert is sent to prison indefinitely as a
"dangerous sex offender," a sentence that was
backed up by the Supreme Court of Canada
that same year.

Justice Minister Pierre Trudeau proposes
amendments to the Criminal Code which,
among other things, would relax the laws
against homosexuality.
Discussing the amendments, Trudeau says: "It's
certainly the most extensive revision of the
Criminal Code since the 1950s and, in terms of
the subject matter it deals with, I feel that it
has knocked down a lot of totems and
overridden a lot of taboos and I feel that in
that sense it is new. It's bringing the laws of the
land up to contemporary society I think. Take
this thing on homosexuality. I think the view we

Everett Klippert is released.

Quebec includes sexual orientation in its
Human Rights Code, making it the first
province in Canada to pass a gay civil rights
law. The law makes it illegal to discriminate
against gays in housing, public
accommodation and employment. By 2001,
all provinces and territories take this step
except Alberta, Prince Edward Island and the
Northwest Territories.

The Pink Triangle Press (now publisher of Xtra
magazine) is charged with "possession of
obscene material for the purpose of distribution"
and "the use of mails for the purpose of
transmitting anything that is obscene, indecent
or scurrilous" for publishing an article titled "Men
Loving Boys Loving Men" in the Dec. 1977/Jan.
1978 issue of The Body Politic.
Source: CBC News. January 12, 2012.
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After almost six years in the courts, including
two trials, the case is finally resolved when on
Oct. 15, 1983, the deadline passes for the
Crown to appeal the second court acquittal.
(In the first trial, The Pink Triangle Press had also
won an acquittal but upon appeal the Crown
won a retrial.)

In 1992, he tries to get the "opposite sex"
definition of "spouse" removed from Bill C-55
which would add the definition to survivor
benefits provisions of federal pension
legislation. All the proposed bills are defeated.

The case results in an important precedent.
On June 15, 1982, Judge Thomas Mercer, the
judge for the second trial, rules that the article
"does, in fact, advocate pedophilia," but says,
"It is perfectly legal to advocate what in itself
would be unacceptable to most Canadians."

More than 300 men are arrested following
police raids at four gay bath houses in
Toronto, the largest mass arrest since the War
Measures Act was invoked during the October
Crisis. The next night, about 3,000 people
march in downtown Toronto to protest the
arrests. This is considered to be Canada's
'Stonewall.'

Canada gets a new Immigration Act. Under
the act, homosexuals are removed from the
list of inadmissible classes.

The Canadian Human Rights Commission
recommends in its annual report that "sexual
orientation" be added to the Canadian
Human Rights Act.

Bill C-242, an act to prohibit discrimination on
grounds of sexual orientation, gets its first
reading in the House of Commons by MP Pat
Carney. The bill, which would have inserted
"sexual orientation" into the Canadian Human
Rights Act, doesn't pass.
MP Svend Robinson introduces similar bills in
1983, 1985 1986, 1989, and 1991. In 1991,
Robinson tries to get the definition of "spouse"
in the Income Tax Act and Canada Pension
Plan Act to include "or of the same sex."

The Parliamentary Committee on Equality
Rights releases a report titled "Equality for All."
The committee writes that it is shocked by the
high level of discriminatory treatment of
homosexuals in Canada. The report discusses
the harassment, violence, physical abuse,
psychological oppression and hate
propaganda that homosexuals live with. The
committee recommends that the Canadian
Human Rights Act be changed to make it
illegal to discriminate based on sexual
orientation.
In March 1986, the government responds to
the report in a paper titled "Toward Equality" in
which it writes "the government will take
whatever measures are necessary to ensure
that sexual orientation is a prohibited ground
of discrimination in relation to all areas of
federal jurisdiction.“
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Svend Robinson goes public about being gay,
becoming the first member of Parliament to
do so. Robinson was first elected to the House
of Commons in 1979. In 2000, the B.C. riding of
Burnaby-Douglas (though its borders had
changed) elected Robinson for the eighth
time.

Delwin Vriend, a lab instructor at King's
University College in Edmonton, Alta., is fired
from his job because he is gay. The Alberta
Human Rights Commission refuses to
investigate the case because the Alberta
Individual Rights Protection Act does not
cover discrimination based on sexual
orientation.
Vriend takes the government of Alberta to
court and, in 1994, the court rules that sexual
orientation must be added to the act. The
government wins on appeal in 1996 and the
decision is overturned.
In November 1997, the case goes to the
Supreme Court of Canada and on April 2,
1998, the high court unanimously rules that the
exclusion of homosexuals from Alberta's
Individual Rights Protection Act is a violation of
the Charter of Rights and Freedoms. The
Supreme Court says that the act would be
interpreted to include homosexuals even if the
province doesn't change it. The Alberta
government does not use the notwithstanding
clause despite pressure from conservative and
religious groups.

In Haig and Birch v. Canada, the Ontario
Court of Appeal rules that the failure to
include sexual orientation in the Canadian
Human Rights Act is discriminatory. Federal
Justice Minister Kim Campbell responds to the
decision by announcing the government
would take the necessary steps to include
sexual orientation in the Canadian Human
Rights Act.

The federal court lifts the country's ban on
homosexuals in the military, allowing gays and
lesbians to serve in the armed forces.

As promised, Justice Minister Kim Campbell
introduces Bill C-108, which would add "sexual
orientation" to the Canadian Human Rights
Act. But the act, which would also restrict the
definition of "marital status" to opposite-sex
couples, doesn't pass first reading.
On June 3, 1993, the Senate passes Bill S-15,
another attempt at adding "sexual
orientation" to the Canadian Human Rights
Act, but the bill doesn't make it to the House
of Commons because Parliament is dissolved
for the 1993 federal election.

In the Mossop case, the Supreme Court of
Canada rules that the denial of bereavement
leave to a gay partner is not discrimination
based on family status defined in the
Canadian Human Rights Act. The case isn't a
complete loss to homosexuals though.
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Two of the judges find the term "family status"
was broad enough to include same-sex
couples living together in a long-term
relationship. The Supreme Court also notes
that if Section 15 of the Charter of Rights and
Freedoms had been argued, the ruling might
have been different.

The Supreme Court rules on the case involving
Jim Egan and Jack Nesbit, two gay men who
sued Ottawa for the right to claim a spousal
pension under the Old Age Security Act. The
court rules against Egan and Nesbit. However,
all nine judges agree that sexual orientation is
a protected ground and that protection
extends to partnerships of lesbians and gay
men.

An Ontario Court judge finds that the Child
and Family Services Act of Ontario infringes
Section 15 of the Charter by not allowing
same-sex couples to bring a joint application
for adoption. He rules that four lesbians have
the right to adopt their partners' children.
Ontario becomes the first province to make it
legal for same-sex couples to adopt. British
Columbia, Alberta and Nova Scotia follow
suit, also allowing adoption by same-sex
couples. Other provinces are looking into the
issue.

The federal government passes Bill C-33 which
adds "sexual orientation" to the Canadian
Human Rights Act.

The Supreme Court of Canada rules same-sex
couples should have the same benefits and
obligations as opposite-sex common-law
couples and equal access to benefits from
social programs to which they contribute.
The ruling centred on the "M v. H" case which
involved two Toronto women who had lived
together for more than a decade. When the
couple broke up in 1992, "M" sued "H" for
spousal support under Ontario's Family Law
Act. The problem was that the act defined
"spouse" as either a married couple or "a man
and woman" who are unmarried and have
lived together for no less than three years.
The judge rules that the definition violates the
Charter of Rights and Freedoms and declares
that the words "a man and woman" should be
replaced with "two persons." "H" appeals the
decision. The Court of Appeal upholds the
decision but gives Ontario one year to amend
its Family Law Act. Although neither "M" nor "H"
chooses to take the case any further, Ontario's
attorney general is granted leave to appeal
the decision of the Court of Appeal, which
brought the case to the Supreme Court of
Canada. The Supreme Court rules that the
Ontario Family Law Act's definition of "spouse"
as a person of the opposite sex is
unconstitutional as was any provincial law
that denies equal benefits to same-sex
couples. Ontario is given six months to amend
the act.

Although many laws will have to be revised to
comply with the Supreme Court's ruling in
May, the federal government votes 216 to 55
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in favour of preserving the definition of
"marriage" as the union of a man and a
woman. Justice Minister Anne McLellan says
the definition of marriage is already clear in
law and the federal government has "no
intention of changing the definition of
marriage or legislating same-sex marriage.“

Attorney General Jim Flaherty introduces Bill 5
in the Ontario legislature, an act to amend
certain statutes because of the Supreme
Court of Canada decision in the M. v. H. case.
Instead of changing Ontario's definition of
spouse, which the Supreme Court essentially
struck down, the government creates a new
same-sex category, changing the province's
Family Law Act to read "spouse or same-sex
partner" wherever it had read only "spouse"
before. Bill 5 also amends more than 60 other
provincial laws, making the rights and
responsibilities of same-sex couples mirror
those of common-law couples.

Prime Minister Jean Chrétien's Liberals
introduce Bill C-23, the Modernization of
Benefits and Obligations Act, in response to
the Supreme Court's May 1999 ruling. The act
would give same-sex couples who have lived
together for more than a year the same
benefits and obligations as common-law
couples.

In March, Justice Minister Anne McLellan
announces the bill will include a definition of
marriage as "the lawful union of one man and
one woman to the exclusion of all others."

On April 11, 2000, Parliament passes Bill C-23,
with a vote of 174 to 72. The legislation gives
same-sex couples the same social and tax
benefits as heterosexuals in common-law
relationships.
In total, the bill affects 68 federal statutes
relating to a wide range of issues such as
pension benefits, old age security, income tax
deductions, bankruptcy protection and the
Criminal Code. The definitions of "marriage"
and "spouse" are left untouched but the
definition of "common-law relationship" is
expanded to include same-sex couples.

Alberta passes Bill 202 which says that the
province will use the notwithstanding clause if
a court redefines marriage to include
anything other than a man and a woman.

British Columbia Attorney General Andrew
Petter announces he will ask the courts for
guidance on whether Canada's ban on
same-sex marriages is constitutional, making
his province the first to do so. Toronto was the
first Canadian city to ask for clarification on
the issue when it did so in May 2000.

Rev. Brent Hawkes of the Metropolitan
Community Church in Toronto reads the first
"banns" — an old Christian tradition of
publishing or giving public notice of people's
intent to marry — for two same-sex couples.
Hawkes says that if the banns are read on
three Sundays before the wedding, he can
legally marry the couples.
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The reading of banns is meant to be an
opportunity for anyone who might oppose a
wedding to come forward with objections
before the ceremony. No one comes forward
on the first Sunday but the next week two
people stand up to object, including Rev. Ken
Campbell who calls the procedure "lawless
and Godless." Hawkes dismisses the objections
and reads the banns for the third time the
following Sunday.

Consumer Minister Bob Runciman says Ontario
will not recognize same-sex marriages. He says
no matter what Hawkes' church does, the
federal law is clear. "It won't qualify to be
registered because of the federal legislation
which clearly defines marriage as a union
between a man and a woman to the
exclusion of all others."
The two same-sex couples are married on Jan.
14, 2001. The following day, Runciman
reiterates the government's position, saying
the marriages will not be legally recognized.

Ontario Superior Court Justice Robert
McKinnon rules that a gay student has the
right to take his boyfriend to the prom.
Earlier, the Durham Catholic District School
Board said student Marc Hall couldn't bring his
21-year-old boyfriend to the dance at
Monsignor John Pereyma Catholic high school
in Oshawa. Officials acknowledge that Hall
has the right to be gay, but said permitting the
date would send a message that the church
supports his "homosexual lifestyle." Hall went to
the prom.

For the first time, a Canadian court rules in
favour of recognizing same-sex marriages
under the law. The Ontario Superior Court rules
that prohibiting gay couples from marrying is
unconstitutional and violates the Charter of
Rights and Freedoms. The court gives Ontario
two years to extend marriage rights to samesex couples.

As a result of the Ontario ruling, the Alberta
government passes a bill banning same-sex
marriages and defines marriage as exclusively
between a man and a woman. The province
says it will use the notwithstanding clause to
avoid recognizing same-sex marriages if
Ottawa amends the Marriage Act.
Also, a ruling against gay marriages is
expected to be heard in B.C. by the
province's Court of Appeal in early 2003, and
a judge in Montreal is to rule on a similar case.

Ontario decides not to appeal the court
ruling, saying only the federal government
can decide who can marry.

On July 29, the federal government
announces it will seek leave to appeal the
Ontario court ruling "to seek further clarity on
these issues." Federal Justice Minister Martin
Cauchon says in a news release, "At present,
there is no consensus, either from the courts or
among Canadians, on whether or how the
laws require change."
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Toronto city council passes a resolution calling
the common-law definition restricting
marriage to opposite sex couples
discriminatory.

An Ekos poll commissioned by CBC finds that
45 per cent of Canadians would vote Yes in a
referendum to change the definition of
marriage from a union of a man and a
woman to one that could include a same-sex
couple.

MP Svend Robinson unveils a private
member's bill that would allow same-sex
marriages. The federal government has
already changed several laws to give samesex couples the same benefits and obligations
as heterosexual common-law couples.

The Ontario Court of Appeal upholds a lower
court ruling to legally allow same-sex
marriages.
"The existing common law definition of
marriage violates the couple's equality rights
on the basis of sexual orientation under [the
charter]," read the decision. The judgment
follows the Ontario Divisional Court ruling on
July 12, 2002.
Hours after the ruling, Michael Leshner and
Michael Stark are married in a ceremony in
Toronto.
Both men played a key role in the court case.

Ontario Attorney General Norm Sterling
announces that the province will obey the law
and register same-sex marriages. Nearly two
dozen homosexual couples applied for
marriage licences in Ontario on June 10.

Prime Minister Jean Chrétien announces
legislation to make same-sex marriages legal,
while at the same time permitting churches
and other religious groups to "sanctify
marriage as they see it." It means Ottawa will
not appeal two provincial court rulings
allowing same-sex unions. "There is an
evolution in society," Chrétien said.

British Columbia becomes the second
province to legalize same-sex marriages. The
British Columbia Court of Appeal lifts its ban on
same-sex marriages, giving couples in the
province the right to marry immediately. The
decision alters a ruling that would have made
same-sex marriages legal, but not until July
2004. The court had already agreed that the
definition of marriage should be the union of
"two persons" rather than of "one man and
one woman." Ontario was the first province to
recognize same-sex marriages as legal.

Ottawa reveals the exact wording of
legislation that would allow gay couples to
marry. The Act Respecting Certain Aspects of
Legal Capacity for Marriage was sent to the
Supreme Court of Canada for review.
According to the draft bill, "marriage for civil
purposes is the lawful union of two persons to
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the exclusion of all others. The Supreme Court
is being asked whether or not Parliament has
the exclusive legal authority to define
marriage; if the proposed act is compatible
with the Charter of Rights and Freedoms and
whether or not the Constitution protects
religious leaders who refuse to sanctify samesex marriages.

force Ottawa to extend survivor benefits to
excluded gays and lesbians. Gay and lesbian
partners — pursuing Canadian Pension Plan
benefits from their deceased partners — say
the federal government is discriminating
against them and have filed a $400-million
class-action suit.

If the country's top justices decide that the
draft legislation is constitutional, it will be put
to a free vote in the House of Commons —
meaning members of Parliament would not
have to vote according to party lines.

Alliance Leader Stephen Harper Thursday fires
MP Larry Spencer as family issues critic after
Spencer said homosexuality should be
outlawed.

Prime Minister Jean Chrétien vows not to let
religious objections alter his stand on same-sex
marriage. He says members of Parliament will
be allowed to vote freely on the bill when it's
introduced in the House of Commons after his
retirement in 2004.

An Ontario court rules that Ottawa has
discriminated against same-sex couples by
denying benefits to those whose partners died
before 1998. The court rules that benefits will
be retroactive to April 17, 1985, when equality
rights in the Charter of Rights and Freedoms
came into effect.

A significant number of Liberal MPs say they
do not support same-sex unions and will vote
against the legislation.

After extensive and emotional debate, the
United Church of Canada votes
overwhelmingly to endorse same-sex
marriages. The majority of delegates at the
church's general council meeting in Wolfville,
N.S., vote to ask Ottawa to recognize samesex marriage in the same way as heterosexual
ones.

A gay and lesbian group goes to trial against
the federal government in an attempt to

Justice Minister Irwin Cotler announces the
government has asked the Supreme Court of
Canada to determine whether limiting
common-law marriages to opposite-sex
couples only is constitutional. This adds to the
three original questions sent to the top court in
2003.

The Quebec Court of Appeal rules that
homosexuals have the right to marry, and that
the traditional definition of marriage is
discriminatory and unjustified. The ruling
upholds a lower-court decision and follows
similar decisions in Ontario and B.C.

12

A lesbian couple files the first same-sex
divorce petition in Canada. Lawyers for the
couple are asking the Ontario Superior Court
of Justice to grant the divorce and declare
the definition of "spouse" under the Divorce
Act unconstitutional. A judge grants the
divorce in September 2004.

The Supreme Court of Canada rules that the
federal government can change the
definition of marriage to include same-sex
couples, but does not answer whether such a
change is required by the Charter. It also
reaffirms that religious leaders cannot be
compelled to perform same-sex marriages.

A Manitoba judge ruling in the Court of
Queen's Bench declares the current definition
of marriage "no longer constitutionally valid in
view of the provisions of the Charter of Rights
and Freedoms." Neither federal nor provincial
lawyers attempted to oppose the lawsuit
launched by three Manitoba couples. Officials
in the province begin issuing marriage
licences to same-sex couples shortly
thereafter.

Newfoundland and Labrador is the seventh
province to legalize same-sex marriage after a
Supreme Court judge approves the licences
for two lesbian couples.

In the Nova Scotia Supreme Court, Justice
Heather Robertson rules that banning samesex marriages is unconstitutional, effectively
changing the definition of marriage in the
province to "the lawful union of two persons to
the exclusion of all others."

The Ontario Court of Appeal rules that gays
and lesbians in the province are entitled to
survivors' benefits under the Canada Pension
Plan dating back to 1985. The class-action
lawsuit was filed for gays and lesbians whose
partners died before Jan. 1, 1998, the cut-off
date for retroactive benefits set by the
government in 2000.

The federal government introduces its samesex marriage bill in the House of Commons.
The bill, if passed, would give married samesex partners the same legal recognition as
other married couples, but protects religious
freedoms, the Liberals say. "No church, no
temple, no synagogue, no mosque, no
religious official will be asked or forced to
perform a marriage that is contrary to their
beliefs," says Prime Minister Paul Martin.

Four gay couples in New Brunswick file papers
with the province's Court of Appeal asking it
to redefine marriage to include same-sex
unions. New Brunswick, the Northwest
Territories, Nunavut, Alberta and Prince
Edward Island are the only jurisdictions in
Canada that don't recognize same-sex
marriages.
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Two men, a Canadian Forces sergeant and a
warrant officer, are married in the chapel at
CFB Greenwood, N.S., in the military's first gay
wedding.

Jason Perrino and Colin Snow, a same-sex
couple from Yellowknife, sue the government
of the Northwest Territories over the right to be
married.

New Brunswick's Court of Queen's Bench finds
the province's current definition of civil
marriage violates the rights of gay people. The
ruling makes New Brunswick the eighth
province where a court has opened the door
to legal same-sex unions. June 28, 2005
The Liberals' controversial Bill C-38, titled Law
on Civil Marriage, passes a final reading in the
House of Commons, sailing through in a 158133 vote, supported by most members of the
Liberal party, the Bloc Québécois and the
NDP.
The vote came at a price for Paul Martin's
minority government. Joe Comuzzi, the
minister responsible for Northern Ontario,
resigned from the cabinet so he could vote
against the bill — an open rebuke of the
government legislation.

the fourth country in the world, after the
Netherlands, Belgium and Spain, to officially
recognize same-sex marriage.

Bill C-38, the law giving same-sex couples the
legal right to marry, receives royal assent and
becomes law.

A motion tabled by the ruling Conservatives to
reopen the same-sex marriage debate is
defeated in the House of Commons by a vote
of 175-123. Twelve Tories — including five
cabinet ministers — broke from party lines and
voted against the motion, while 13 Liberals
supported the motion.

The federal government says it is considering
how to make divorce possible for same-sex
couples who had to come to Canada to get
married. Thousands of gays and lesbians who
could not marry in the country where they live
have travelled to Canada seeking a legal
marriage. But Canada's divorce laws don't
allow people who haven't lived in Canada for
at least a year to end their marriage.

Conservative Leader Stephen Harper says if his
party forms the next government, the law will
be revisited.
If the Senate approves the law, and it is
expected to do so, it would make Canada
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IDENTITY WHEEL

Potential Aspects of Identity
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•

Ethnicity – a group that shares language, culture, nationality, religion, etc.
Biological Sex – determined by physical/biological factors, there are three sexes: male, female, and
intersexed. Males and females are clearly genetically and anatomically one sex or the other; intersexed
persons may be ambiguous genetically and/or anatomically.
Gender – reflects social expectations placed on males and females; it varies from place to place and over
time. Gender identification does not always match biological sex.
“Race” – although it is a socially constructed idea with no biological basis (there is only one human race),
people continue to identify themselves and others as Latino, brown, Black, white, Asian, etc.
Ability/disability – both visible and invisible differences that include mobility, sight, hearing, medical
conditions, cognitive skills, etc.
Faith/Religion – formal and informal spiritual and/or religious beliefs and practices; includes membership in
large faith groups.
Age – self explanatory
Sexual Orientation – the expression of emotional, romantic and sexual attraction in terms of gender;
includes homosexual, heterosexual, bisexual, asexual, pansexual, etc.
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LESSON 2: Healing Words – Residential Schools Revealed
Video Summary
Video 6:46 – 12:53
The residential school system was established
by the government of Sir John A. Macdonald
in the 1880s and run by various churches; the
last school closed in 1996. The stated goal of
residential schools was to “take the Indian out
of the child.” Over 150,000 children were
forcibly removed from their family homes and
placed in these schools. Due to inconsistent
record keeping, it can only be estimated that
6,000 Indigenous children died in residential
schools. In 1990, Phil Fontaine, future chief of
the Assembly of First Nations, revealed his
personal history of the physical and sexual
abuse he experienced while in a residential
school. Fontaine’s call for a public inquiry
inspired a flood of lawsuits against the
Canadian government culminating, in 2005, in
the largest class-action lawsuit in Canadian
history. A central demand of the lawsuit was
the establishment of a Truth and
Reconciliation Commission. In 2008, the
commission embarked on six years of public
testimony that informed the creation of 94
calls to action to repair the relationship
between governments and Indigenous
peoples. Also in 2008, Prime Minister Stephen
Harper delivered a formal apology in
parliament to former students of residential
schools. Currently, and perhaps more
significant than official government efforts, the
next generation of Indigenous people are
honouring the experiences of their elders by
working hard to recover, share and ensure the
continuation of the diverse Indigenous
languages and cultures.

Phil Fontaine

Audrey Rivers

Students in residential school
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Before Viewing

While Viewing

1. As a class, make a list of the different
languages spoken by members of the class
or in their families. Note the specifics of
where these languages are spoken (e.g. at
home, with grandparents, when travelling,
etc.)

1. Why is Audrey Rivers removed from her
home in 1938 and why is her father unable
to resist her removal?

Discussion Prompts
• If you have ever been around a group of
people speaking a language that you
did not understand, what impact did
that experience have on you? How did
you feel? How did it change the way
that you behaved?
• How would you feel if you were told you
could not speak any language other
than English? In what ways would this
change your life?
• What is the significance of the use of
English as the primary language in
school?
2. What do you know about the history of
residential schools in Canada? What
questions do you have about the
residential school system?
3. Take a moment to think of the ways in
which you connect with and rely on your
family. How might you feel if you were
removed from your home and kept from
seeing your family? What short term
impact would this have on you? Can you
think of any long-term effects this could
have?

2. Why is Audrey strapped ten times on each
hand?
3. Why is Khelsilem Rivers’ work at Simon
Fraser University so important?

After Viewing
1. In an interview on March 28, 2017, Senator
Murray Sinclair (Chief commissioner of the
Truth and Reconciliation Commission) was
asked how he would respond to people
who want Indigenous people to “get over”
residential schools. Sinclair said, in part:
…until people show that they have learned
from this, we will never forget, and we
should never forget, even once they have
learned from it, because this is part of who
we are. It's not just a part of who we are as
survivors and children of survivors and
relatives of survivors, it's part of who we are
as a nation. And this nation must never
forget what it once did to its most
vulnerable people.

– Senator Murray Sinclair,
Chief Commissioner,
Truth and Reconciliation Commission

Watch the full clip on Curio.ca – Why don't
residential school survivors just get over it?:
curio.ca/en/video/why-dont-residentialschool-survivors-just-get-over-it-murraysinclair-15301/

17

To what extent do you agree that it is
important to recognize this history as part of
who we are as Canadians? Explain your
reasoning.
2. What does reconciliation mean in terms of
the relationship between Indigenous
peoples and Canada? Read this short
article that presents a variety of
perspectives on reconciliation:
cbc.ca/news/indigenous/what-doesreconciliation-mean-mb-1.3803617.
List three concrete actions that you can
personally take to move towards
reconciliation.

ACTIVITY #1: Representing Truth
Read the following article by Les Couchi –
“Savages, scalps and stereotypes: I combed
through the Star’s historical Indigenous
coverage” – published in the Toronto Star:
thestar.com/news/insight/2017/08/05/savages
-scalps-and-stereotypes-i-combed-throughthe-stars-historical-indigenous-coverage.html
In the article, Couchi states:
Reading the mountain of articles, it became
clear to me that the foundation of today’s
racism can be found in the mainstream press
of the past. In the 1930s and ’40s, language
that depicted the Indigenous community as
savage, unruly, drunk and lazy, reinforced the
racist attitudes in the social system. Parents
read these stories and shared them at the
dinner table with their kids who in turn grew up
and brought their prejudices into the
governments and boardrooms of the 1950s
and ’60s.
– Les Couchi, Toronto Star

Working with a partner, choose at least two
newspapers (this will work best with the actual
physical newspaper – not the online version
but do what you can). Over the course of a
week, browse the papers for stories about
Indigenous issues and/or written by Indigenous
people. You may have to do a bit of research
on the background of the reporters or
editorialists to determine whether they identify
as Indigenous. Collect the articles that you
find in a file – paper or digital.
After the week of collecting is complete,
review what you have found. Consider the
following questions:
• Which sections of the paper contain more
stories about Indigenous issues and people
(Arts and Culture, World News, Sports, etc.)?
What conclusions can you draw from your
findings?
• Is the language used to present Indigenous
stories respectful? This is a subjective
question and your answers will benefit from
discussion with your partner. Find examples
of the language that you feel is respectful
and, if necessary, examples of language
that is disrespectful. Explain your reasoning.
• To what extent do the articles indicate a
range of Indigenous experiences, issues,
and opinions? Were you able to find a
variety of articles from different
perspectives or do the articles tend to
present a single Indigenous perspective?
• What is your overall assessment of the
current inclusion and portrayal of
Indigenous people in mainstream
Canadian news media? Based on what you
learned from Couchi’s article about
historical Indigenous representation in news
media, how have things changed?
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ACTIVITY #2 – Healing Words: Educating Ourselves
As Les Couchi suggests in the Toronto Star
article included in Activity #1, the best way to
change perceptions and challenge
stereotypes about Indigenous people is to put
pens into the hands of Indigenous writers. In
this spirit, select a book from the following list
of Indigenous authors – or find another title
written by an Indigenous author.
108 Indigenous writers to read, as recommended by you
cbc.ca/books/108-indigenous-writers-to-read-as-recommended-by-you-1.4197475

Read the book and prepare a short oral
presentation for your class. Your presentation
should include:
• Biographical information about the author
• A summary of the story or content
• Explanation of the central theme or thesis of
the book
• Your reflections on how the book effected
your understanding or appreciation of
Indigenous culture and history.
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LESSON 3: Shattered Vision – Breaking Promises

Peacekeepers Jean-Guy Plante, second from left, and Roméo Dallaire, second from right, pose with cheering Rwandan children in 1994.

(Copyright: Jean-Guy Plante)

Video Summary
Video 29:26 – 36:33
In 1956, before he became Prime Minister of
Canada (1963-68), Lester B. Pearson was
awarded a Nobel Peace Prize for the role he
played in conceiving of a United Nations
peace keeping force. For over fifty years,
Canada played a key role in international
peace keeping efforts through the United
Nations. Two significant events – the 1992
conflict in the former Yugoslavia and the 1994
civil war and genocide in Rwanda – changed
Canada’s perspective on the viability of
United Nations intervention and highlighted

how the UN policies that guide peace
keeping missions may not be appropriate for
many contemporary conflicts. Although
Canadian personnel are still involved in peace
keeping initiatives around the world,
Canada’s participation in UN peace keeping
missions has been drastically reduced.

Before Viewing
1. What do you know about the United
Nations? Access introductory information
here: un.org/en/about-un/
2. What do you think is the difference
between a military mission and a peace
keeping mission?
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Of all our dreams today there is none more
important – or so hard to realise – than that of
peace in the world. May we never lose our
faith in it or our resolve to do everything that
can be done to convert it one day into reality.
– Lester B. Pearson, Nobel Peace Prize
acceptance speech, 1957

3. How important is achieving peace in the
world to today’s young people? What, if
anything, has changed about people’s
attitudes towards peace since Pearson
delivered his speech?

While Viewing
1. What rule limits what UN soldiers can do in
conflict situations. What impact did this
limit have during the conflicts in the former
Yugoslavia and Rwanda?

Are you surprised by what this data
reveals? Why do you think that so-called
“developing” nations contribute more
troops than “developed” nations? Is this
difference justifiable? Explain your
reasoning.
More than ever before in human history, we
share a common destiny. We can master it
only if we face it together. And that, my
friends, is why we have the United Nations.

– Kofi Annan, Ghanian Diplomat,
7th UN Secretary-General and
2001 Nobel Peace Prize Winner

3. To what extent do you agree with Kofi
Annan? Explain your reasoning.

2. Why did General Roméo Dallaire turn to
the media for help?
3. As Canada’s involvement in UN
peacekeeping missions diminishes, which
nations are stepping in?

After Viewing
1. To what extent do you think that Canada
has a responsibility to participate in UN
peace keeping missions?
2. Use the following link to access information
gathered about the level of UN
participation of the world’s countries:
telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/asia/chi
na/11898603/UN-peacekeepers-Howmany-personnel-does-each-countrycontribute.html
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ACTIVITY #1: The Possibility of Peacekeeping
Working with a partner, select one of the
following potential peacekeeping missions for
Canada:
•
•
•
•

Mali
Democratic Republic of Congo
Central African Republic
South Sudan

For more details, read the following CBC News
article: cbc.ca/news/politics/unpeacekeeping-list-1.4166429
Research the geographical region, possible
colonial history, current global economic

interests, the nature of the conflict, and the
potential for resolution of the conflict.
Share your research with the class. As a group,
discuss and reach a consensus about which
peace keeping missions Canada should
consider committing troops to.
At the time of your research, have any
Canadian troops been committed to any of
these missions? Was the class decision in line
with the decision of the Canadian
government?

ACTIVITY #2: Learning from Conflict
Learn more about Canada’s role in the pivotal
UN missions. Choose either the conflict in the
former Yugoslavia or Rwanda and use the
Storify application (storify.com/) to construct
your exploration of Canada’s role in that
conflict.
As a class, brainstorm a list of appropriate
search words that you can use to explore and
gather news and perspectives on your topic.

!

Please be aware that publishing your
completed story will make it available to
other Storify users. Be sure to protect your
privacy – do not include any personal
details in your profile.

Select at least 6 different social media sources
to imbed in your “story.” You can choose to
include online news articles, YouTube videos,
tweets, blog posts from Tumblr, etc.
Select and arrange your media to create a
narrative that reflects your thoughts and
feelings about what you are learning from
your research. For each source, write a text
entry in which you reflect upon and analyze
the content.
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LESSON 4: Under Suspicion – The “War on Terror,” Maher Arar,
and the PQ Charter of Values
Video Summary
Video 10:00 – 21:27
The “war on terror” has had a significant
impact on Canadian society. Beyond
Canada’s participation in military missions in
Afghanistan, anti-Muslim sentiment and
Islamophobia has had a direct impact on
Muslim Canadians and challenges every
Canadian’s understanding and appreciation
of our national values. From policing to
political leadership and public opinion,
Canadian’s are grappling with the complexity
of their diverse society during a time of
international fear and violence.
Terrorist attacks provoke and feed
Islamophobia and we have to come up with
strategies so that acts of hate don’t divide our
societies.
– Sheema Khan

It all became clear that Muslims are the lowhanging fruit in the politics of fear.
– Sheema Khan

Before Viewing Activity
1. Working on your own, create a list of five
values that you believe are central to a
“good” society. Share your list with a
partner; note the similarities and
differences. What values do you have in
common and on what points do you

Canadian soldier Nichola Goddard, the first female member of
the Canadian Forces to die in combat

Maher Arar – his wrongful deportation and torture in Syria led to a
multimillion-dollar settlement with Canada’s federal government

differ? How significant are these
differences? Now, connect with another
group of two – preferably people who are
not in your usual social group – and, again,
share your lists of values and discuss the
similarities and differences.
In your group, discuss the following; be sure
to take notes on your discussion and
prepare to share your ideas with the whole
class:

• How important is it for a society to have
shared values?
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• What can people do to develop shared
values?
• How would your values direct you to
respond to someone who holds values
that are different from you?
• To what extent should newcomers
assimilate into a new society? To what
extent should a society be changed by
the people and cultures joining it?

While Viewing
1. Why was Maher Arar detained at New
York’s JFK airport?
2. What does Sheema Khan do to try to
counter anti-Islamic attitudes in Canada?
How do people respond to her?
3. What would the Parti Quebecois’
proposed “Charter of Values” ban?

intern Canadians of Muslim descent. In
your opinion, given Canada’s history with
interning citizens during times of war, how
justified was she in fearing this could
happen to Muslims in Canada? Explain
your reasoning.
Internment – imprisonment for political or military
reasons. Check out this link to learn more about
the ways in which internment has been used in
Canada:
thecanadianencyclopedia.ca/en/article/internment/

3. In this chapter, Dalila Awada states: “When
political leaders allow for this kind of
blunder, people feel more liberated to
have Islamophobic opinions and are no
longer shy to express these opinions openly
and publicly.” To what extent do you
agree with her? Explain your reasoning.

After Viewing
We believed in Canada; we believed in the
Canadian Dream – if there is such a thing. But
after what happened to us, the dream was
shattered and we are left to pick up the pieces.
– Monia Mazigh

1. Consider the values of a good society that
you identified in the Before Viewing
activity. How did what happen to Monia
Mazigh’s husband, Maher Arar, go against
those values? Do you agree with Ms.
Mazigh that the dream has been
shattered?
2. Sheema Khan notes that at one point she
was afraid that the government might
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ACTIVITY #1: Confronting Islamophobia
To what degree has Islamophobia had an
impact on Canada? Use the Storify
(storify.com/) application to begin a personal
exploration of Islamophobia. Select at least 6
different social media sources to imbed in
your “story." You can choose to include online news articles, YouTube videos, tweets,
blog posts from Tumblr, etc.
As a class, brainstorm a list of appropriate
search words that you can use to explore and
gather news and perspectives on the topic of
Islamophobia.
Select and arrange your media to create a
narrative that reflects your thoughts and
feelings about what you are learning from
your research.

For each source, write a text entry in which
you reflect upon and analyze the content.

!

Please be aware that publishing your
completed story will make it available to
other Storify users. Be sure to protect your
privacy – do not include any personal
details in your profile.

Teacher note:
Students can share their “stories” in a class
presentation but the Storify platform works
very well for digital sharing. Have students
“visit” one or more of their peers’ stories and
offer feedback and reflection on what they
find. It may be helpful to debrief the activity to
articulate some of the overall impressions of
what they learned.

ACTIVITY #2: Reaching Out
Access the website Muslim Link: Muslim
Canadians Online Hub here –
muslimlink.ca/voices
Select an article from the list available on this
website. Each student should choose a
different article to work with.
Read the article and craft a summary of it.
Then, articulate your personal reflection and
response to the article. Your teacher will
decide whether the summary and reflection
are to be formal written products or oral
presentations.

Share your summary and reflection with the
class.
Debrief this sharing by considering the
following questions:
• How do the stories you heard in the
presentations of your peers compare to
representations of Muslims in Canadian
media?
• Do the stories make you feel more, or less
hopeful about the possibility of eradicating
Islamophobia in Canada? Explain your
reasoning.
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LESSON 5: Pride of Place – Idle No More
Video Summary
Video 21:31 – 29:19
Frustrated by the historical disrespect for First
Nations’ treaty rights and provoked by the
introduction of the 2011 Omnibus Bill C-45,
Sylvia McAdam (Saysewahum), a nêhiyaw
(Cree) woman and lawyer, joins forces with
Nina Wilson, Sheelah McLean and Jessica
Gordon to form Idle No More, a First Nations’
activist group primarily organized by
Indigenous women. Bill C-45 includes
provisions to remove protections of
waterways, making it easier for developers to
exploit Indigenous land. Idle No More’s
activism begins with efforts to protect
waterways, extending to defence of treaty
rights and drawing attention to poverty and
dangerous sanitation standards on
reservations. The movement also brought
important public attention to the 1,181
Indigenous women who had been murdered
or had gone missing in Canada since 1986.

Before Viewing
Teachers: Consider introducing students to the
Medicine Wheel. The Medicine Wheel
organizes important Indigenous spiritual
teachings and has deep historical and cultural
roots. These teachings vary slightly from region
to region but maintain a core set of principles.
Contact your school board department
responsible for equity and/or Indigenous
education to access resources and guidance
on incorporating Indigenous teachings into
this lesson. It is important to do so in a manner
that demonstrates respect for the culture.

Idle No More founder Sylvia McAdam

It would be ideal to have an elder from a
local First Nations to come into the classroom
and offer some basic teaching about the
Medicine Wheel and Indigenous
philosophy/spirituality.
The Medicine Wheel is a good introduction to
the different framework Indigenous people
use in understanding the world and their role
in it.
Here is a link to information about the Ojibwe
(Anishinaabe) interpretation of the Medicine
Wheel: ojibweresources.weebly.com/medicinewheel.html

1. What is “grassroots” activism? Why is it an
appropriate metaphor for this type of
activism?
2. As a class, compile a list of the ways in which
the land in your area is being used or
treated. For example, residential areas,
shopping centres, industrial warehouses,
schools, parks, logging, transportation, etc.
Think of specific examples. Access a map of
your area and use it to estimate the
proportion of “developed” land compared
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to “undeveloped” land. Based on what
you have found, how would you describe
your community’s relationship with the
land?
3. As a class, create a brainstorm of
associations with the concept of “nature.”
What words are used to describe nature?
What experiences and ideas do we
associate with nature? Based on the
brainstorm, to what extent do our feelings
about nature direct how we treat the
natural world?

While Viewing
1. What does Indigenous lawyer Sylvia
McAdam discover when she returns home
to visit her ancestral lands?

After Viewing
1. Sylvia McAdam states, “My dad tells me:
take a handful of the earth. That’s how
much you own; the rest belongs to the
generations to come.” To what extent is
this belief a good foundation for
responsible stewardship of land in
Canada?
2. Are economic gains incompatible with
Indigenous rights and environmental
stewardship? Explain your reasoning.

3. Based on what you have learned from this
chapter, how would you describe the
relationship between protest and
democracy?

2. According to McAdam, what threat does
Bill C-45 pose to the land and water?
3. What specific issues does Idle No More’s
activism focus on?

ACTIVITY #1: Educating Allies
Read the following article to introduce yourself
to the website you will be exploring in this
activity:
cbc.ca/news/canada/manitoba/newwebsite-aims-to-help-non-aboriginalcanadians-learn-about-indigenous-issues1.3217692

2. Explore the “Learn - Some Basics” section.
Choose at east two pages from this section
and write a short summary of each.

Check out the website at the following link:
groundworkforchange.org

4. Was there any information or ideas on the
website that surprised you?

1. Explore the “Welcome” and “About”
sections for the website. Check out the
“Learn the Lingo” section and record
definitions for any unfamiliar terms.

5. Overall, do you think this website is an
effective way to help settler allies educate
themselves about Indigenous issues and
activism? Explain your reasoning.

3. Explore the “Learn – Specifics” section.
Choose at least two pages from this
section and write a short summary for
each.
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ACTIVITY #2: Picturing Change
Research one of the following issues central to
Indigenous concerns in Canada:

Use the following prompts to guide your
research and design:

• Treaty Rights

• History of the issue

• Healthcare – focus on mental health and
suicide prevention

• Summary of the current issue

• Education
• Economic Justice
• Social Justice – missing and murdered
Indigenous women and girls,
disproportionate incarceration, racist
violence, etc.
Create an infographic that communicates
what you have learned from your research.
There are a number of different infographic
applications available, such as Piktochart
(piktochart.com).
In your infographic, select and organize your
information, ideas, and visuals to appeal to
your target audience.

• Specific examples
• Activism that has occurred or is underway –
provide accurate links to social media for
these groups
• What your audience can do to support
activist efforts
Share your infographic
with your class and, if
possible, your school
community.

U
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LESSON 6: Accidental Activists - G20
Video Summary
Video 31:00- 36:47
In preparation for the expected protests
against the G20 meeting on Saturday, June
26, 2010, Toronto marshals a force of 20,000
police officers. The officers make use of a wartime law that permits them to arrest and
detain people without charge. When a small
group of anti-capitalist activists attack
businesses and destroy property, the police
move in; they begin using a controversial
method of crowd control called “kettling”
and arresting the people, some of them
residents not involved in the protests, in the
crowd they have enclosed. Over 1000 people
are detained, resulting in the largest mass
arrest in Canadian history. Detainees describe
inhumane treatment and “Orwellian”
conditions in the detainment centre.
Ultimately, an official inquiry finds that police
violated individual and constitutional rights.
Learn more about “kettling” here:
cbc.ca/news/canada/crowd-control-what-iskettling-1.1133313

Before Viewing
1. As a class, brainstorm descriptions of and
associations with “protest” on the
chalkboard. Reviewing the brainstorm,
overall, does the group have a more
positive or negative view of protest?
Where might these ideas and feelings
about protest come from?

Tommy Taylor: Actor-turned-activist after the G20 protests in Toronto

2. View the information gathered in the
following infographic from the Canadian
Civil Liberties Association that outlines your
rights during a protest:
ccla.org/cclanewsite/wpcontent/uploads/2017/01/marchrights-1.pdf.
Are you surprised by any of the
information? Which information strikes you
as the most important for people to know if
they plan to participate in a protest? Share
and compare your ideas with the class.

3. What do you already know about the
G20? For a basic introduction, access
information at the following site:
http://www.international.gc.ca/worldmonde/international_relationsrelations_internationales/g20/index.aspx?la
ng=eng. What were people protesting at
the G20 summit?

While Viewing
1. How many police officers were marshalled
to control the protests at the 2010 G20
meeting?
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2. Tommy Taylor states that the place where
they were detained was “Orwellian." This is
a reference to the dystopian world
depicted in George Orwell’s novel 1984 in
which citizens are continuously monitored
and punished for any behaviour that is
perceived as challenging government
power. Describe the aspects of the
facilities where people were held after
being detained that could be considered
“Orwellian.”
3. Why did John Pruyn and his daughter
travel across Canada?

After Viewing
There were a lot of things that I believed in as a
Canadian that sort of seemed smashed within
24 hours. My heart was broken.

1. How does this moment of our history
challenge what you believe about
Canada? To what extent is this event
“heartbreaking”?
2. After viewing the material on the G20
protests and the violation of protester
rights, are you more or less likely to
participate in a public protest? Explain
your reasoning.
3. List some of the ways in which the activists
from this episode continued to express their
ideas and extend their protest. Working
with a partner, add at least three other
methods to this list that could be used to
raise awareness and express concern
about an issue.

– Tommy Taylor

ACTIVITY #1: Active Citizenship
The G20 changed my whole attitude and
outlook on life. You’re not small, you’re not
helpless. You can do something; you have a
voice.
– Tommy Taylor

As a class, generate a list of issues that people
feel strongly about. Examples could include:
climate change, pay equity, Indigenous treaty
rights, racial profiling, poverty, water/resource
security, migration, language rights, etc.
Working with a partner, select an issue that
interests you and research the history of this
issue in Canada. Access at least three

reputable sources for your research according
to the guidelines set out by your teacher.
Write a short report that summarizes the
chronological events surrounding this issue.
Conclude the report by writing your own short
interpretation of the current status of this issue;
for example, has the issue been, or is it being,
adequately addressed? How successful are
the organizations currently involved in
education and advocacy regarding this
issue? What further action do you think needs
to be taken?
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ACTIVITY #1 continued…
Again with your partner, design an artifact or
event that will educate an audience about your
issue and advocate for the change you think
should occur. Keep the focus on design;
because you will not need to actually create this
product, you can plan big. For inspiration, reflect
on the list you created of methods that can be
used for activism (see After Viewing, question
#3). Products could include: poster campaign,
radio broadcast, video, rally, flash mob,
poem/song, theatre production, teach-in, etc.
Describe and explain how you would enact
each aspect of your product.

Check out this video for an example of a
creative protest at the 2017 G20 Summit in
Hamburg, Germany: designboom.com/art/1000gestalten-protest-g20-summit-hamburg-07-082017/
Prepare to present your report and protest
artifact/event to the class.

Extension

You may decide to develop your designs to share
with your school community.

ACTIVITY #2: “The Question Remains”
Given current globalization, every country
participates, to some extent, in a capitalist
economy. A capitalist economy is one in which
trade and industry are privately owned and run
for profit, rather than owned by the state and run
to meet the needs of the citizens. It is arguable
that many social gains, such as technological
innovation and social mobility, have been
supported by the capitalist system. There are,
however, important criticisms of capitalism.
Much of the protest at the G20 is based on the
argument that government leaders prioritize
economic interests over the well-being of people
and the planet.
To consider some of the ideas behind anticapitalist protest, read the article from The
Walrus, “The Question Remains” –
thewalrus.ca/the-question-remains/ – highlighting
and taking notes as you go. After reading, as a
class, summarize the main point of the article.
Identify the supporting arguments for the thesis of
the article.

Select a passage that interests you. The passage
you choose could be something that you agree
or disagree with, introduces new ideas, or
provokes questions for you. On the Google doc
set up by your teacher, transcribe the passage
you selected and write a short (100 words)
reflection on the passage in which you
communicate an important aspect of your
response.
Choose at least one other contribution to the
Google doc and add a comment to your peer’s
reflection.
The Google doc can be used as the basis for a
class discussion and/or the groundwork for a fully
developed opinion essay.

Extension

Learn more about the illegal police action during
the Toronto G20 protests of 2010. Watch the Fifth
Estate documentary “You Should Have Stayed
Home”: youtube.com/watch?v=sX0BbLc_PIk
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