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Introduction
· 1995: common sense revolution platform: manifesto of neoliberalism 
· Policies by Mike Harris (Winner of 1995 election) 

· Measures of consequences 1998 amalgamation of Toronto into one 
· Major decision 
· See how it worked or didn’t work in the city 

Toronto Neoliberalism
· Consequences; how did it effect Toronto? Response?
· Today Mike Harris declining in population 
· No one willing to invest 
· Ask everyone! 
· Common: tragedy; principle victims 
· Dot were poor innocent victims 

· Misguided to think dot were poor victims of those who came into crazy power 
· Got more votes from suburban 
· Huge part of Toronto cooperated with Marcus with neo ideology 
· Biggest supporter: mayor Lastman 
· First elected in 1997; 2 years after M in power 
· Re-elected in 2000

What did Lastman do to support?
· Law and order and tax cut agenda 
· Tdot was safe place; even if data proved it is, L says we must stop crime and keep crime away 
· Increasing budget 
· Tax cut: city’s responsible for property taxes not income (fed and prov)
· Directly: affect residents that own a business or house; pay certain share of taxes 
· Indirectly: make up for $ by asking for higher rent from tenant 

· Suggests cutting property taxes; normally everyone likes that; great way to be favoured by citizens 

· Rewriting of City’s official plan 
· Reformers by David Crombi in 70s 
· Most important point they wanted to achieve: preserve the collection of the neighbours; historical and social character of the neighbours 
· Example: building height 
· Opposed to uncontrolled development 

· Lastman: remove any possible barriers for developers 
· Wanted to bring as much $ as possible 
· Didn’t want to upset developers 
· Remove restrictions to building development 
· Focus: extending hand to building sector 

Restructuring of the workings of local administration
· Gov’t is inefficient and wasting money 
· Reduce gov’t as much as possible 
· Cleaning up of administrative 

Crackdown on marginal population
· Homeless people; keep as far as away as possible 

· Impact of policies passed by M and L on city 
· Biggest: understanding of urban citizenship 
· Transform citizen into a client 
· Language is impt 
· Point: by changing lang from citizen to customer/client 
· Citizen: member of a community; understood our impatience of community that was organic; mutual responsibility; for other ppl; as much as others are for you 
· If anyone falls, rest of members must not leave them behind but to help and e part the community again 

· Neoliberalism says we aren’t part of a comm, theres no such thing, were only responsible for our self, don’t be concerned with others 
· if a member falls, too bad. must have done something wrong; don’t have responsibility for them 
· Result: Don’t expect anyone to come help you; everyday there are people left behind! 

What kind of behaviour is normal or not?
· ie. Rupert article; there’s a behaviour that is considered normal, unlike homeless, its weird and abnormal; should be rejected and criminalized; brought to jail 
· Certain behaviours are so unpleasant they have to be removed from the city 

From Defense to Resistance 
· Re-regulated 
· Been successful; absorbed on fed, provincial, and municipal level 
· Doesn’t mean urban neoliberalism should forget that it is without resistance from marginalized sectors 
· See article of how homeless fought back 

R.A Walks
· 2003 Municipal election 
· Up to 2003: Mayor Lastman
· Main Issue: privatization (debate)
· Tenants: desire to privatize as much as possible 
· Public is highly inefficient and wasting $ 

· Main contender: David Miller and John Tory (lost) 
· Inner city and outer areas of city (Tory) 
· Inner and outer thought in one way politically 

· Look at if there’s a connection vs thinking and place they live 
· Urban form vs everyday life and ideology 

Everyday life 
· Shaped by experiences we have day by day 
· Your id is affected by experiences and the people that surround you 
· Daily interactions shape our ID 
· May be alienating 

Urban Form
· Shape of city; high rise buildings, detached 
· Can make more difficult or facilitate 
· Downtown vs Scarborough 
· DT: ID of buildings; which use is more dominant? Mixed use; houses, apartments, offices, retail 
· Makes it possible for lots of people to circulate around
· Suburban: mono use 
· Density is lower 
· Combo makes interaction with different groups difficult 
· If they don’t live there, most won’t go there 

· Defines what is normal
· Don’t consider that its the norm for everyone else
· Assume other people are in similar situation; change possible 
· Creates understanding that what is different is deviant; must be rejected 
· Affects way people relates to each other 

Privatization in Toronto
· David Miller won election
· Seen that the big topic of the election was the issue of privatization, but why? 
· Different things happened in the years preceding the election
· Late 90s with the coming up of the power of M, the province, and city; restructuring welfare state 

· Downloading of provincial responsibilities to municipalities 
· Example: Affordable housing used to be financed by all three levels of gov’, starting with the 80s, feds wanted to save money and downloaded responsibilities to provincial gov’t. But M downloaded it to the municipalities 
· Example: public transit used to be funded by the provincial gov’t until the 90s where everything got pushed to the city; the result was increase in fares 
· Issue: taking on more responsibility, meaning city needed more money 
· Solution: privatize, sell assets of city to cover costs 

· Requirements of becoming a competitive city in a global context
· Years where globalization taking its toll on major cities; felt need to attract businesses and compete with other cities 

Date and Method
· What were voters thinking in 2003 election? 
· 203 interviews with residents of Beaches East York district 
· Qualitative analysis: ask people for their thoughts

Three Distinct Zones
· Area: located in an area where the Southern and middle part, is part of the inner city; Northern is part of the suburbs (Scarborough) 

· Findings 
· Most important issues: Public transit, housing, school, health care 
· Way they provide solutions to these issues are different
· People in suburbans think that solution is privatization
· Inner city: public gov’t should have remained in charge of these issues
· Fact: voters that were drivers, home owners and high income, men tended to be supportive of privatization, the opposite voters tended to be opposed 

Political attitudes
· Saving money and time; privatization is more efficient and cost saving 
· Proper role of gov’t and distinction between essential and non essential services
· Some services such as hospital (health care) should stay in power of public gov’t, while housing, transit and etc. are non essential
· Faulty at its core; what’s considered as essential is opinionated 
· ie. If TTC shut down, they can drive to work if they have a car, but if you don’t have a car

· Supporters of privatization, services had to be assessed for their exchange value (if I don’t want the service, i shouldn’t pay for it) 
· Why should I pay for public transit when I use my car? 
· Still willing to pay because I know in Toronto, a lot of people use it in Toronto 

· Voters for John Tory were usually from the suburbans; they are wealthy, not confronted compared to people in downtown (ie. homeless) don’t realize that there are people who benefit from these services 
· 2010 election: Rob Ford and Smitherman
· Inner city: voted for one person; Smitherman
· Suburbs: voted compactly for one political vision; Ford

· 2014 election
· North york voted similarly to Toronto: there was an uncomfortable situation, wanted to get rid of Ford
· Similar split with suburbs and inner city

· Cannot say there’s a complete victory due to the resistance by marginalized groups 

Lehrer and Wrinkler 
· Homelessness and poverty
· The Pope Squat: these actions came to mind to activists because in summer 2002, Pope was coming to Toronto; brought all national media attention and int’l as well 
· Direct action to resist privatization
· So many houses that are empty because owners don’t want to sell or rent it, they’re waiting for prices to go up thats high enough
· This is unacceptable, there are homeless people outside without shelter where on the other hand, there’s vacant homes
· They could be used to host the people 
· Brough forth consideration with respect of ownership; what is the current ownership model in society? How we understand space
· In our capitlist society, we believe every possible space could be appropriated, everything could be made private; this is not a natural concept though, only something that we decided to establish 
· In reality theres no private property, its a concept that is social, created by humans living together in a society. Not all start from ownership model, Indigenous people believe that anything belongs to anyone in particular. 

· We all take car of the space for our community and future generations. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]What matters is that it’s a social concept.
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