SHORT ANSWER QUESTIONS:
You will be required to answer six short-answer questions from a choice of ten, and one essay question from a choice of five.
 1. Under the heading “Labour Rights as Human Rights” on page 134 of reading 2 (“Labour Rights as Human Rights in the Age of Globalization”), the author assert that “there are two principal manners to conceive of labour rights.” In the two paragraphs which immediately follow that statement, the authors list different rights that are encompassed under each of these two approaches. Please identify FOUR kinds of labour rights emphasized under the first approach, and FOUR kinds of labour rights included under the second approach. (W1)
· First Approach (International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights)
· Freedom of association
· Freedom from sexual harassment
· Freedom from discrimination
· Right to bodily integrity and human dignity
· Second Approach (International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights)
· The right to work
· The right to strike
· The right to healthcare, security, and unemployment insurance
· The right to fair pay for fair work
 2. Based on reading 9 (“Notes on Torture’s Objectives, Means, and Symptoms), list FOUR of the objectives of torture. Then list FOUR ways by which torturers characteristically achieve these goals, illustrating each way by showing how they apply to the torture of Marcos Arruda as reported in “Torture in Brazil.” (W7)
· Objectives:
· Deter the prisoners and others from political activity
· Punish dissidents
· Indoctrinate the prisoner in an effort to compel  them to change their beliefs and loyalties
· Gather information
· Torturers achieve this by:
· Abusing prisoners to cause physical and mental suffering
· Marcos was repeatedly beaten and was given electric shocks
· Degrading and humiliating the prisoner
· He was ordered to strip naked and was beaten in front of others
· Keeping the prisoner in a constant state of fear and anxiety by making threats against the prisoners family or making prisoner witness the maltreatment of others
· When he arrived he was forced to look at the wrists of the other women who had been tortured
· He was forced to listen to the other women be tortured
· If he didn't tell them what they wanted to know, they threatened to torture his family
· Making the prisoners believe their fate is entire in the hands of their captors
· He was isolated from other people and no one knew where he was
· They would blindfold him and place a revolver at his head and threaten to kill him
· He was not permitted to see a lawyer during his detention
 3. On page 39 of reading 11 (“The New Face of Terror”), the authors ask: “Why does a regime make a person disappear? Why not use the normal judicial process?” Please identify THREE themes that emerge as the authors address these questions, and for each of these themes present TWO supporting points or pieces of information from the reading. (W7)
· Enforced disappearances are a form of deliberate torture.
· The families are forced to always wonder what happened to their loved one
· Those who use this method hope to paralyze any potential opposition to the established order and increase the power of the regime they represent
· Enforced disappearances discourage repercussions from others.
· It not only silences the opponents and critics who disappeared but also create fear in the wider community
· Public executions will incur condemnation from the international community and may fan the flames of the opposition
· The government can keep their hands clean
· They can blame terrorist groups for the disappearances
· With no bodies the government can easily deny any knowledge of their whereabouts and any accusations that they have been killed
 4. Reading 13 (“Why People Want to Dig Up the Past”) points out that survivors of the repression in Guatemala are requesting the exhumation of those who were killed, but not properly buried. Please describe FOUR reasons why exhumations are important and beneficial to the survivors. (W7)
·  Interrupted Mourning:
· When a loved one dies, grief and closure are necessary to be able to move on.
· Crying and burying the dead in some form of public ceremony of mourning allows a communication with the dead.
· When they see the bones or the remains of a body it triggers the emotions on a more real scale than without being able to identify the dead body they are told is buried somewhere.
· A Proper Burial:
· Giving proper burials to loved ones is very important, by visiting burial sites after remaining silent many years exhumation helps the trauma felt from those silent years.
·  Knowing their loved ones have a proper place to live where family members can go and share with them their life after death is a great peace of mind.
· It provides the option for re-encounters to occur between family and the dead for when there is a need.  
· Overcoming Fear, Breaking Silence:
·  Exhumations allows the victims of the dead to be able to speak out on what happened and by putting it out in the open they can begin to heal from it.
· By seeing their loved ones, burying them, they can get the empowerment to speak out and allow them to overcome the fear by no longer having to ignore the silence imposed on them.   
· Re-unification of Torn Communities:
· Ensuing public ceremonies and exhumation can re-unify torn communities.
·  After the horrible history that was suffered, pushing it in and acting like it didn’t happen just causes more resentment amongst other members of the community.
· When it’s out in the open and brings the pain and history back forward, there is a more open forum for talk about the pain and suffering that was indeed endured.
· It can lead to the guilty stepping forward and acknowledging their crimes and bring closure to the families of the victims and lead towards reconciliation in the long run.  
 5. Question 4 in reading Z (“‘Rendition’ and secret detention: A global system of human rights violations”) asks: “Does Amnesty International accept US claims that ‘rendition’ is legal?” Please provide a thorough rendering of Amnesty International’s response to this question. (W9)
· Amnesty International believes that these practice are illegal because they bypass any judicial or administrative process
· Under international law it is illegal to transfer people from one country to another without any kind of judicial or administrative process
· Victims of “Rendition” were:
· unlawfully transfered without due process of law
· Illegally abducted
· Refused access to any legal process
· victims have no possibilty of challenging their detention or the arbitrary decision to transfer them to another country
· Have been or continue to be held in prolonged arbitrary detention
· Have been or continue to be subjected to enforced disappearance
· Subject to torture and other ill-treatment
· “Rendition” is a key element in the global system of secret transders and arbitray detention.
· They system is designed to detain people to obtain intelligence from them, free from any legal restriction or judicial oversight
 6. Pages 14 - 17 of reading A3 (“What’s Wrong With Security Certificates? What You Can Do About It”) contain a number of criticisms of the security certificate process. Summarize six of these criticisms. (W11)
· The court is not given the power to decide on the truth of the allegations. A judicial review of the Ministers' decision to issue a security certificate is allowed but the court does not have the power to judge the truth of the allegations. Judges can only decide whether the Minister had “reasonable grounds” to sign the certificate. This is a political decision.
· Secret evidence makes the court process fundamentally unfair. The normal rules of a court of law do not apply. Neither the detainee nor his lawyer are informed of the precise allegations or provided with factual basis for the allegations. Additional information can be presented at any time to the judge without the detainee or his lawyer present. Information obtained through the use of torture or plea-bargains can be used. There is no cross-examination of witnesses. Only one side of the story is heard.
· There is no appeal. Once the Federal Court judge decides that there were “reasonable grounds” to issue the security certificate, there is no appeal. Violation of the rule of law.
· The detainee can be imprisoned for years without bail. Refugee detainees are not given any chance of release on bail either before or during the proceedings. They can be held for years without charge. This reverses the fundamental rule of innocent until proven guilty.
· This is an act of discrimination against non-citizens. Security certificates only apply to permanent residents and refugees. Human rights are inalienable and do not depend on citizenship status. If citizens whom CSIS considers security risks are free than so should non-citizens. They should not be allowed to be jailed indefinitely or deported without charges or recourse to appeal.
· Persons of interest can be deported, even if their lives are threatened. Legally, Canada cannot deport someone to a country where they will be tortured or murdered. Two previous securtiy certificate detainees disappeared after being deported. International case law has concluded that returning someone to torture is never permissible.
 7. In the reading J “Human Rights and HIV/AIDS: Now More Than Ever”, the authors Juurgens and Cohen suggest that there are 10 reasons why human rights should occupy the center of the global AIDS struggle.  Provide the 10 reasons and the rationale for each of their inclusion as human rights issue.  (W4)
 7.1. Universal access will never be achieved without human rights. Many of those most in need of HIV services are still the least likely to receive them. Criminalized populations, such as gay men, drug users, and sex workers, are driven from HIV services by discrimination and violence by police officers and judges responsible for enforcing sodomy, narcotics, and prostitution laws.
 7.2. Gender inequality makes women more vulnerable to HIV, with women and girls now having the highest rates of infection in heavily affected countries. In many countries, women suffer inequality in access to education, credit, employment, and divorce. Violence and the fear of violence can deter women from seeking HIV testing, insisting on condom use, or disclosing their HIV status to their sexual partners.
 7.3. The rights and need of children and young people are largely ignored in the response to HIV, even though they are the hardest hit in many places. Children are born with HIV at alarming rates despite proven methods of preventing HIV transmission during pregnancy and childbirth. Orphans and children living in AIDS affected families, routinely face abuse, exploitation, discrimination, and property-grabbing by relatives, rather than receiving the care and protection they deserve. AIDS-affected children drop out of school at higher rates than their peers, representing a form of systemic discrimination in access to education.
 7.4. The worst affected receive the least attention in national responses to HIV. Many of those at highest risk of HIV have one thing in common: their status is effectively criminalized by law. Punitive approaches to drug use, sex work, and homosexuality fuel stigma and hatred against socially marginalized groups, pushing them further into hiding and away from services to prevent, treat, and mitigate the impact of HIV and AIDS
 7.5. Effective HIV-prevention, treatment and care programs are under attack. In the last 25 years, it has been shown time and again that HIV programs are most effective when based on people’s voluntary, informed, and open engagement with evidence-based health services. Pressure on the United Nations and many governments has weakened official support for needle and syringe programs, one of the most proven methods of preventing HIV among people who inject drugs. Needle and syringe programs and methadone substitution therapy remain restricted by law or policy in many countries, despite incontrovertible evidence of their effectiveness. Even where these programs are legal, people who use drugs may fear using these programs because of the risk of arrest for possession of drug paraphernalia or controlled substances.
 7.6. AIDS activists risk their safety by demanding that governments provide greater access to HIV and AIDS services. In many countries, activists who demand access to HIV and AIDS services face the threat of censorship, defamation, violence, imprisonment, and other recriminations by their governments. Peaceful demonstrations by AIDS activists have been met with intimidation and violent dispersal. Laws placing restrictions on the establishment of nongovernmental organizations make it even harder for civil society to develop an independent voice for sound and effective AIDS policies in their countries.
 7.7. The protection of human rights is the way to protect the public's health. Human rights activists have led the fight for increased access to evidence based prevention measures, insisting that governments provide access to information, condoms, needles and syringes, methadone, drugs needed to prevent HIV transmission from mother to child, and protection from violence and property rights abuses that increase vulnerability of women. These demands have been based both in human rights and in effective, science-based prevention.
 7.8. AIDS poses unique challenges and requires an exceptional response. Controversial issues such as gender equality and adolescent sexuality are neglected in the global response to AIDS, not least because women and children lack the political power to keep their issues high on the agenda. Governments therefore continue to devote scant resources to HIV interventions targeting marginalized populations, a pattern the Joint United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS (UNAIDS) has called “a serious mismanagement of resources and a failure to respect fundamental human rights.”
 7.9. “Rights-based” responses to HIV are practical, and they work. Human rights approaches to HIV are not abstract, but real, practical, and cost-effective. For example, Ensuring that young people have full access to HIV information, sexual and life skills education, as well as to condoms and services for sexually transmitted infections and family planning
 7.10. Despite much rhetoric, real action on HIV/AIDS and human rights remains lacking. In practice, there have been few efforts to cost, budget, and implement national programs that would secure legal and human rights protections for people living with, affected by, or vulnerable to HIV and AIDS.
 8. In the "Executive Summary" of Bordering on Failure: Canada-U.S. Border Policy and the Politics of Refugee Exclusion,  the report argues on p.1 that with the Safe Third Country Agreement and the Multiple Borders Strategy, "Canada is systematically closing its borders to asylum seekers, and circumventing its refugee protection obligations under domestic and international law". Provide the three reasons that support this conclusion and the subsequent points that are presented for each of the reasons (p.1-14) (W6).
· Canada’s Liaison Officer Program blocks thousands of people from reaching Canada annually without ensuring adequate protection for asylum seekers
· Between 2001 and late 2012, Liaison Officers intercepted over 73,000 people in offshore locations
· Since Liaison Officers are not required to consider the specific circumstances of intercepted individuals, or to differentiate between those who are fleeing persecution and those who are not, it is impossible to know how many of these individuals are genuine refugees
· Egregious consequences can occur when Liaison Officers intercept asylum seekers in countries that are not signatories to the Refugee Convention without referring them to an office of the UNHCR
· When this occurs, asylum seekers may be arrested, detained, or returned to countries where they face persecution, torture, or death.
· Canada enlists private carriers to act as informal proxies for Canadian border enforcement, thereby indirectly blocking asylum flows.
· Canada imposes sanctions on third party carriers like airlines, railways, and shipping companies when they bring foreign nationals who lack proper documentation into Canada.
· The threat of sanctions creates serious incentives for private carriers to err on the side of caution and block travelers who appear to lack proper identification from boarding Canada-bound planes or boats, without considering the idea that they may be genuine refugees.
· It is widely recognized that carrier sanctions prevent asylum seekers from making refugee claims in Canada
· Private carriers sometimes engage in improper conduct to avoid incurring sanctions, including throwing asylum seekers overboard on the high seas to meet their death. These activities occur outside the purview of Canadian law.
· Because Canada does not regularly monitor private carriers, it is difficult to speculate how frequently such conduct occurs.
· The few reported cases involving such conduct highlight the grave human toll associated with these policies.
· Cases show that policies that “push the border out” can create gaps in jurisdictional authority and place improper conduct outside the reach of Canadian and U.S. law.
 9. Using readings N and P, "Surrogate Mothers: Womb for Rent" by Abigail Haworth in Marie Claire
and "Wombs for rent: Indian surrogate mothers tell their tales" discuss the reasons for foreign surrogacy. Is the outsourcing of surrogacy to women in India an act of dehumanization or empowerment for the women who agree to the procedure and who are housed for nine months at the clinic?  Is this exploitation or opportunity?. (W5)
· Reasons for foreign surrogacy
· Provides couples unable to have children with the opportunity
· Surrogacy costs about $12,000 in India, while the same procedure in the US can cost up to $70,000
· The system avoids the legal red tape and ill-defined surrogacy laws American's face
· Empowers Indian women
· the money gives many women their first taste of empowerment,
·  it grants them a sense of financial freedom and independence.
· Makes them feel like they are supporter for their families
· They can afford to build a better house
· They can afford further education for their children
· It gives them an alternative to more dangerous forms of work
· Allows them to feel good about helping people who can't have children.
· Is there exploitation?
· Some clinics may take women who are being pressured by family members
· With the growing surrogacy business in India, the Medical Council needs to tighten the rules to ensure women do not get exploited
ESSAY QUESTIONS: (NOTE: Words like “critique,” “evaluate,” “assess,” and “discuss” don’t call for you to only say what is wrong with an argument, but rather to identify its strengths and weaknesses. As well, you may write in the first person singular - “I”)
1. Psychologist Janice T. Gibson has observed, “It might be comforting to assume that torturers are, in fact, peculiar monsters who can be explained away as the sort of freaks of nature who commit mass murder in periods of insanity. However...in most cases in which torture is committed at the instigation of government officials, the torturers can best be described as normal individuals.” Please discuss the validity of this statement with reference to reading 8 (“In Their Own Words: The World of the Torturer”), and other relevant readings, lectures, videos from the Political Repression unit. (W7)
· Torturers are not normal individuals, as their behavior and actions do not reflect those of the norm. They are individuals who are the mold of their superiors who can condition and socialize them to view their actions in a way that the average society would never see.  They are dehumanized and their view of the world is just different.
· Purpose of torture includes to extract information to detect guerillas.  
· They differ from the normal individual in the sense their commitment to their superior, their sense of purpose, their moral values and the extent to which they are desensitized)
· follow blindly the demands of their officials (they believe they have an aim and purpose in doing so), focus on the person being tortured and not their own inner turmoil (they focus on their aim and are not affected by screams of the tortures), follow a cycle until it becomes a norm.  
· They have a loyalty to their officials because of the overwhelming desire to please them. They can make you feel worthless and then encourage attributes that you have that would be of use that this makes you feel like this is something you should do.  They are instilled the concept of patriotism, considering themselves soldiers. Physical training provided to make them follow military like habits and develop the feeling of belonging in a professional group. there is later a pressure to stay in for fear of getting killed by colleagues who would view you as the enemy
· the aim of the enemy also causes them to feel a subconscious justification in their actions. They are instilled the fear of a common enemy and any sympathizers/the enemy are painted as fierce. This allows them to think that they are meeting their purpose in seeking out and doing whatever they have to do to the torturers. The fear later turns into hatred and they torture out of pure hate for these people. Narrowing awareness to one specific goal  
· they are desensitized through training. Empty them of habits and individuality. They are forced to be committed to this process and are cut  off from family and friends to make sure their patterns do not change. They are forced to overcome the natural aversion from inflicting pain and suffering on someone else.
· Power struggle: the will of someone else under your control. Makes you stay even when you have the chance to go. Becoming blind, there is a choice in what you choose to do but you don’t even see it because you are so accustomed to your own actions. 

2. Making use of readings from the War on Terror unit, critically evaluate the argument that suggests that in the post-9/11 world some human rights must be temporarily suspended during the war against terrorism, since security is a precondition for the enjoyment of human rights. (W9-11)
· The suspension of these rights begs the question of to what extent and for how long? The problem with suspending human rights of suspects in post911 with fears of terror reigning again is that oftentimes this security issue becomes rhetoric to commit human rights violations against these victimized people. There are numerous examples of innocent individuals whose rights were stripped away from them after 9 11 with the reasoning of security.
· The rights they are stripped away from are criminal rights or right to counsel and they are subjected to cruel methods of torture by being kidnapped and deported to other countries that are known for torture and brutality.
· No criminal justice: By holding the detainees in various countries without charges of 
wrongdoing, there is no counsel and no witnesses for court. This jeopardizes the chance of conviction or being let go. They stay in a ‘no man’s land’ zone. The Americans ignore their own laws in the rendition program and having no method creates a problem when the U.S doesn’t know what to do with the detainees after the information was extracted or they were proven innocent. They cannot even be taken to criminal trial once there is evidence of cruel interrogation, because involuntary confessions do not count. Some detainees disappear: since there is no record of being trial, there is no way to track the 
detainees. They would never be heard of again.
· Brutality oversees: Common destinations for suspects are (Egypt, Morocco, Syria, and Jordan)- countries which have been cited for human rights violations and known for torture. They U.S government cannot legally justify dispatching suspects to such countries  
Problems
·  there was reasoning behind it, there must be adequate proof presented, a motive of unreasonable doubt in the crimes committed.  
· Innocents targeted after 9.11: The program used to be carried out on a limited basis, but after war on terror, it expanded. People were being targeted who has never been charged with any crimes; it became widely known as “illegal enemy combatants”.
· Terrorism rhetoric:  The rendition program bears little relation to the system of due prices of suspect crimes in America. Placing the priority on obtaining information to avoid any more atrocities that could or could not happen, they will give no weight to the rights of suspects. There is no substance 
to the suspicions and they proceed only thinking it is the ‘best policy’ to extract data as quickly as possible and to prevent future attacks. With the name of global war on terrorism they can do whatever 
they want and not even share the information they are basing their suspicions on with the law. With claims to secrecy they can also do whatever they want without sharing any of the information with neither the victims, their lawyers, nor the public. They follow a pattern of how to deal with the suspects, by sharing their information with foreign agencies in order for the Canadians to get detained and put under methods of torture. There is also no indication that the governments detaining and torturing these men had reasons for suspect.
· Government officials also begin to feel as though there is a need to prove something or show results to the media/society, so they go to any lengths to try and force evidence. Examples of this are the case of Abdullah Almalki, who was harassed and pursued by the Canadian RCMP for 6 years in Canada. He had a clean record and no criminal background, had been a Canadian citizen since 1998. CSIS began monitoring his moves and the actions of his business importing/exporting electrical equipment. If there is a fear of security, it makes sense to conduct an investigation. This is precisely what CSIS did and they were justified in doing so if they had any means of doubt. They checked his house, checked the transactions occurring in and out of his business, and even followed him. When he left the country for a trip to Malaysia, the Malaysian officials even searched him and cleared him. This is when the RCMP should have stopped because there was clearly no reason for suspicion anymore as they had done enough to deem whether these suspicions were accurate. Instead, they used search warrants to strip the house as well as the business he operated, and took in family members for questioning. They once again found nothing. Yet they pushed it further when he went on a business trip and made a stop over to Syria to visit his ill grandmother, this was when he was essentially kidnapped and taken in for interrogation and torture for the next two years of his life. The interrogation process is unnecessary lengthened even though it becomes clear  that there is nothing to find. They also seemed to be determined in blaming him for things they could not find real evidence for, thus forcing him to sign documents which we was not permitted to read. In Almalki’s case, all the Syrian government required was proof that there were no criminal charges against him in Canada, but both the RCMP and Ottawa Police refused to hand over this documentation to his family members. It was only after they raised media awareness that the RCMP wrote a letter confirming this and Syrian authorities released him on 
bail. The indication that the Canadian government’s aim is to show results to society are the unnamed and anonymous government/intelligence reports that were broadcasted in the media to accuse the men of ties to Al-Qaeda and affirming their capture. Yet no official has admitted to making these claims and no documentation was provided to back up the claims.  
· Racial profiling: restricting men like Abdullah Almalki triggers more assumptions as society begins to see a pattern to the kind of men who are subjected to this. Yet the truth is the stories of the men similar to Abdullah Almalki (Mahar Arar, Ahmed Maati, Muayyed Nureddin) who were Canadian Muslim men detained and tortured oversees after catching the interest of Canadian investigators. They were all taken to the same Syrian Detention centre, all tortured and brutally interrogated by the same officials, 
all based on information provided by Canadian officials who would not disclose the info with anyone else. They were all proven to be innocent and only released after some sort of public attention was made in their cases.   





