Nov 1, 2012 DGD – Aaron
**Question: how do u interpretat “working in the public engagement for so long”, What is your role in your country... “i have a role as a political actor in Canada, and I have to play it”

Nov 6, 2012
Electriol system: how the vote that ppl cast get translated into seats. 
“Lary johsnton from votes to seats” on the library website

Electriale systems are difined aas the system in which the votes ppl cast are translated into the representations of political parties in the legislative assembly. Some of these systems are somewat complex. Should know the features and principles. Every contry that allows the ppl to vote uses a electrol system. They are important. More in more research has gone into electrical systems and their effect. They are more important than we thought. They also have social and political impacts. The system we use in Canada is not good for national unity and natoinal solidarity. The system to unit the country dos more to fracture. The results of the system dos not actually represent the views of the ppl. Our democracy has clrealy suffured. Some systems are more advanced then others. Those who work in and for, give a lot of thought on whjich electial system to use. Some facilitate conflict resolution and other worship relationaship between communities. 

In Canada this has been an ecademic debat for a while. In BC and PIE, referenda held to  change the system, it has been defeded. In QB there has been an in dept study. Number of politician from NDP and liberals and green party have spoke about system reform but not actions have come

4 types of systems: 1-plurality system. 2- majoritarian system. 3- proportional representation system. 4- mixed systems. Not everyone uses these classification. 

Political science who study system, look for 3 arrangements of systems in order to makes some assessments: 1- district magnitude. Refers to the number of reps that are elected from each constituency. 2-Ballot type or ballot structure. Refers to whether the ballot makes u chose one or the other, or whether u can rank ur preferences. Have to make one choice or rank them. 3- electoral formula. Refers to how the winner is determined. In some cases it is very similar. In others its more complex. 

To determine which of the 4 types are appropriate, u need to have some sort are assessment criteria that u can use to make a judgement. In ON the legislator identifies 9 criteria, some are clear some aren’t. 1- simplicity, ppl should be able to understand how it works. 2- legitimacy, the electors should have confidence in the system, ppl should think that the electoral process accords their will with the political values.  They have to believe it to be legitimate. 3- strong voter participation, should promote voter engagement, elections should be accessible and meaningful. 4- accountability, voters should be able to throw the rascals out if they don’t deliver, know who to account, who to blame if something goes wrong, limit the party leaders to chose candidates. The plurality system seems to be effective. 5- voter choice, the system should promote voter choice in term of quality and quantity in options for voters, some systems promote voters choice some not. 6- fairness of representation, the legislator should reflect the population of the jurisdiction for proportionality to represent the population. Parliament should be a mirror of the population. All regions, ideology, religion, ethnics, gender... should be represented. 7- stable and effective gov. Dos not depend on the electrole system, but the sysmte shouldn’t be responsible for for instability. 8- effective parliaments. Electrola system should ensure a strong opposition is in place. Parliemtn and opposition to fulfil their role. 9- efeective political parties. Related to oters choice. Electrol system should encourage strong partys, have policy proposal and speak in conditions. 

Some groups n scallors emphasis that the electoral systems has inter ethnic reconciliation or tolorence. 
Donald Horowitz, seys there ways to divide the ethnics to seek votes amongs other communitess. Feels  taht this will foster conciliatory behavuior on the parte of politicians. 

*Don’t need to know the details of the types, just basic principles. plurality system. 2- majoritarian system. 3- proportional representation system. 4- mixed systems.
1- Plurality system: only has one type. FPTP/ SMP. First past the post. Single member plurality. Simplest of the 4 systems. In terms of district, theres only onf member. In terms of ballot type, theres categorical. In terms of electoral formulor the winner is determined by the one who gets the most votes. Most the voters in the world live under this system. Advenatge: a)simpls, errbody understand, direct and clear link between the vote and the result. Ppl will kno who their representative will be, accountable to those votes. FTPT allows individual representative to incount in their actions n inactions. Provides and incentive in the constituency service. Because u can identify ur member, u provid the person with the concenttitve that hes agood Mp.  b) majority gov c) the FTPT encourage broadly based political parties. G) excludes extremist parties. Problem in this system: the number of seats that the party gets donts not correspond withthe proportional with the votes partys get. In terms of our 9 criteria, this system scores well on accountable n stable and effective gov, but weak on fairness and voters choice. National unity problem. Some provinces to poorly in terms of setas, but do well in terms of votes. 

2- majoritarian system: has 2 types: alternative vote and the 2 round system or the runoff system. A) Alternative vote: system similar to SMP but in rder to win, canadaite needs more then 50% of the votes. The Ballot type is called preferiencial or ordinal, voters can rank their preference. When the votes are counted in the canadidate wins the majority of the votes, theyr declared the winer, if not majority then last place finisher and droped from the account the voters second preferences are given to th other candidates. This system is not widely used, Australia... this system have recommendaded for societies in deep ethnic communites to reach out in all ethinic communities in order to get the majority. B) 2 round or runoff: bsed on the same principle s A) but operationalised in deff manner. If a candidate dosnt win the majority, a second vote will be held. Ex: france. With the 9 criteria, they score well on legitimacy, accountability, and stable and effective gov. Weak on fairness representation, dosnt do well in proportionality. Prof thinks alternative is a good system, and should be used more. Has the support of the scollar D. Horowitz. Advantage: increases the legitimacy and minimise the dis porportinaly issues. 

3- proportional representation: link s the % of seats a party gets iwth the % of the votes a party gets. 40% of the votes = 40% of the seats won. Types: list-PR and Single transferable vote (STV). 
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2- Majoritarian system: 2 types: alternative vote, similar to wat we use, ppl can rank their candidates, winner is the one who get 50% or more. 2 round system, only 2 elections are held. Top 2 do another election 2 weeks later for round 2. 

3- proportional representation system: seeks to have the % of votes u get and seat u get in alignment. 2 main types: a_ list pr: popular system. B- single transferable vote. A- each political party presents a list of candidates determined by the party order..?  voters chose the party not the candidate. The determination of the list is the job of the political party. Sometimes the party executive will decide who should be on that list. The order they apper on the list is important, it reflects who they want the most. In terms of discritc maginitude: the entire country is the district. There are several districts. In order to get a seat in the parliament, partys need to reach a certain level of support. The majority of list pr systems use a pr list. The voters must accept the names on the list. Gives partys the opportunities to address the minorities in the parliament, the party that wants to win will make sure that there will be a suffiecent number of women and minorities on their list. List pr has been very effective in making women part of it... The criteria is accountability, because u have multi member district its not always easy to blame somebody or praise somebody, not always clear. In a list pr system u usually have coalition gov.   Austria, belgin, polland, greec, swiss, brazil use this type. B- singles transferable vote: not popular. Onle irland, molta, autralia use this. Has enourmous popularity of ppl who studies this who. This system is complexe. This system privodes for multimember districts. in australi there are 12 senators of each district. U can rank them. U can have a ballot with 2 or 3 members from the same political party. To get elected, candidates need to get a certain amont of votes. U have to reach a quota. The counting of the ballot is a multi stage process. The first count any candidate that reaches the quota in part of it. Those who exceed, are scrutinized. If no candidate reaches the quota or not enought to fill the seats, then the last place is droped and distributed to the second place... ???objective to make sure there are no wasted votes. *all u need to know:  multimember district, can have more then one candidate in a district, counting process is a multi stage, u can rank order the candidates listed. Complicated process. 

4-mixed systems: 2 types: mixed member proportional (MMP) and mixed member parallel. 1- used in 9 countries in the world. The system recommendated by the Ontario cictezens elected reform. Theres 2 types of electrical system. Yo have a ballot that has 2 categories: one for the candidates and one for the party. On one side they vote on a FTFP system so they for one, the candidate. And on the other side they vote for the party.  The party vote determines the % of seats the political party is intended to in the parliament. The party vote tells us the seats ur accounted too, and the candidate votes tells us the amount of seats u have. Scores well on votes representation and voters choice. Canadians will have a difficult time with Mps at large. B- mixed member parallel: used in 21 countries: japan Russia korea. Similar to the other type. Again, list of candidates and list of parties. The diff is that, its as tho 2 elections are going on at the same type. They get the results and add them up. You add up the 2 totals of seats. Have very lil popularity profile in canada or the us. 

Federalism: system of governance characterised by a constitutionally protected division of law making powers between a central or federal government and governments of constituent units (provinces, and states) applied on a territorial basis. Sometimes we use the terms subnational governances. Jurisdiction  is another term : refers to a governments power over, of for. jurisdiction of education. Autonomy is another term: range of decision making power that the gov will have. Large autonomy= large space of power. Centralization: movement of power toward the fedral go or central gov. Decentralization: movement of power towards the provinces.
The difficulty of federalism has to do with power.  Federal sysyte, is a union of governance nd citizem. Confedral system: union of governance were the power lies in the provinces. 
There lots of fetures: 1-brings states together and keeps them together. 2-Theres no one model of federalism, diff types of federalism. 3-Fed gov can governe the citizens. 4- the existence of those governance and power must be constitutionally protected. Existence of the 2 levels are protected. When the powers of each levels are protected, that means neither can approache to the other unless it aggress to it. 5- they differ in their constitutional configuration. 

visions of Rached and smith: equlity of the federal and provincial governance vision: stresses provincial autonomy. Sees Ottawa n the provinces as acting independently of each other. Importance of the vision is the latitude of the goevernance of doing their own thing. Were Ottawa wants to intervene in some issue, the provinces must give their consent. They implications of this vision are profound.  Most cheif don’t agree that the federal gov speaks for Canada, some say they all speak for Canada. 
Second vision of federalism is the equality of the provinces with each other. In this view there is no prvinc that has a special status in Canada. They don’t have anything special that isn’t available to the others.  Denies the special and legal status of any particular province. Ex: of quebec wanted special regocnision for being the only French speaking.
Third vision: asymmetrical federalism. This vision, one province is seen merit to constitutional given power that are not given to the others. has great acceptance in the quebec liberal party. The opposition is based on several grounds 1- if QB got powers to govern themselves, then others would want the same. 2- the diff of qb and others are not that diff, theyr pretty much the same. 3- no specification for special powers for qb. Difficulties: how its constitutionally expressed; Powers that wont be available to others or a broad claim can be made, that QB can have its protection of its own culture. 
Final vision: the nationalizing federal vision: the basis of political identity is Canada itself. Not provinces, not minority or not ethnic groups. Previliges the federal level. It sees power accrouwing the federal level. It uses its constitutional powers to the fullest. The authers identify 3 versions of this vision. 1- by john a macdonal, saw canda as a national identity. Design a constitution of law making. 2- by social democrats, saw a federal gov having the only tools that can get a country out of depression. 3- pierre trudeaus view was like the others, this view has lil support amounst politicians. Liberal party use to be a supporter of this view. The nationalizinf vision is valuble for a country like Canada that has so many decentralizing forces and 1- strong provincial governments. The diff between equality and solidarity seems sensible. One of the features of federalism is the constitution that protect the gov on both levels. 1- institutions at the federal level that protects the gov in the national level, the senate does this. 2-Another institution is the impartial empire, which is the courts. Needs to dispute the contradiction between the governments. Because the supreme court is appointed by the parliament, they might favor more Ottawa. 

Fiscal federalism: financial. Refers to the financial relations between the federal gov and the provinces. Talking about the taxing and spending powers of bother levels, and the payments Ottawa makes to the provinces (transfer payments). Issue cus the revenus capacity varies amongs province and cu the autonomie of the provinces wont mean much if they aren’t able to do want they want to do. There is a need to find a way to ensure that both levels have the financial resources to do what they need to do. Federal gov transfers huge among to the provinces. 3 largest tranfers from Ottawa are the eualizaton programs, the Canada health transfer, and the canda social transfer. 1-The equalization program has been since 1982, to ensure that the poor princes have enought to provide a good level of services. To afford hospitals and roads to the same levels as other provinces can. 2-Canda health transfer is the largest. Money to diliver health care, amounts are huge. 3- canda social transfer. Ottawa gives money for welfare and post secondary education. 
There are many other programs that Ottawa founds and give money to other provinces. Some provinces need more help then others. In making transfer payments to the prov, the fed gov is making use of its federal spending power. 
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Guest speaker – Christopher wadelle – Media 
· Relationship between corporalship and the media 
· Owners of media don’t tell reporters want to report on. They have discussions buut management dosnt edit they stories they write and or tell them what to write. Reporters don’t want ppl telling them wat to do 
· Coverage of politics have changed throughout the years
· 1988 election year. Voters had decide if the wanted to vote for conservative who were for the trade agreement with the states, or vote for liberal who were against the trade. 
· 1988: the Canadian press that write stories had 36 ppl in their buereau. CBC television had just 14 reporters at the beginning. 2 for on east. And 2 for monitoba west. Every news bureau had specialist. Most reporters had 1 or 2 deadline a day. 
· Theres was time to do reaserch and time to talk to ppl to get info 
· 14 just doing television news. Today they just have 4 ppl doing television news working for CBC
· After the free trade election. It was introduced. Early 1990s as the country adjusted to free trade, a big ressicion came into Canada, unemployement. When the resicion happend advertisement went down, and they had to reduce spending and had to make cuts. 
· News orgas had to cut back the number of reporters they had. 
· In early 1990s all different types of bureaus had a reporter in Ottawa and just one in a province. All the one person bureau had to shut down because of the recission.
· Lot of talking between the reporters of Ottawa in the parliament hill and their bureaus. Telling them the fair amount of importance of their hometown. 
· This impacted the amount of pl that came out to vote. 
· After they shut down the bureaus, less ppl were voting 
· Local MPs had fewer things written about when they shut down the one person bureaus. 
· Had an impact on how much ppl knew about the mps of their town because it was written for everyone. They lost that local contact. 
· In about 2000, they ran into convergience. They took news papers and television stations and putting them into one owner. 
· Everyone that worked under the same owner were friends, shared information, worked together, reporters also went on television... you can have 1 person do the job of 3 things (write, write on internet, n be on tv)
· The internet, ppl started getting th internet converage. Newspapers and television reports were all posted online. And now instead of working on only 1 report a day, w=youd be working on 2 or 3 
· In early 2000s, the ppl who built these huge enterprises had to loan money. The semi recission that was happening in 2006,2007, 2008 was because these companies had to pay back their loans. 
· 2006: there were no real local reporters or local bureaus left on the hill. Local news wasn’t as covered properly. They lost all the connection between parliament hill and local political and community. They were looking for stories that had run broad news and had no actuall local references
· They were looking at storie that would go across the whole country 
· As they lost reporters, they couldn’t assign them in to specific regions. So they would make them move around and change the genre of report. Reports that are dramatically different everyday. They weren’t specified in these subjects so they had to do theyr research and go on the internet. Howver internet can have the effect of changing a fact into a fiction. Changing the story into a put were its not even true anymore. 
· The problem that came with this: when u don’t know issues and the policies that come with it you can write about conflicts and personality because u don’t need as much dept and knowledge about these, and they were specialists on other things. Reporters were more about superficial things. It was more about personality and conflicts instead of political issues.  
· Media was smaller then it was before, lost of specialisation of the reporters, they were doing more things and reports. The political coverage was dissolved. 
· When the economy went down advertisement was doing down. Affected news and reporters, real estates... market starts to fall off
· classified advertising didn’t exist anymore because everything was now advertised online and now doing it online and not in news papers. 
· Convergence between tv n news paper fall apart. And it became vertical... ppl who owned the satilite system and internet and blablablaaa
· No local media left on parliament hill. They now figure about wats going on by looking at national news watch. 
· The incress of technology. The media now have caught themselves up that political parties have engaged themselves in too many things. Media that dosnt catch on everything politically anymore because of tech (twiter internet... )
· Wats cover in politics is the fault of media. The dept of the coverage u can get depends on the amount of ppl you have to do so and on their specialities and on the amount of time to go so.
· Political engagement, getting political coverage, getting more dept, more resources, more time to have a better quality report. 
· Media isn’t covering in the dept that other ppl want.
· Voters need too look more and harder if they want to find information 
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1- Plurality : getting 50% of the votes, majority. Tend to have few big parties cuz its easier to compete. Regional parties benefits too, like bloc quebecois. The most simple way 
2- Majority: wat do we do about the fact the ppl getting elected without getting the majority. Rare that ppl get 50% of the votes. So to do so theres 2 ways: the runoff (have an election and take out the ones one don’t have the chance, and then have another election for the final 2). The other way is the ranking ballots (ranking the candidates, voting for more then one person. Ex: first conservative, second liberal, third ndp...). runoff: first round take the top 2 candidates with the most vvtoes and ignore the rest of the parties, then they would do another election between only these 2 candidates. Everyone gets a chance to begin with, but in the end theres going to be a majority. Alternative votes: the ranked ballot. You chose your best to the worst candidates/parties. 
3- Proportionate: instead of thinking about winners n losers, we have to think of how to share the power. Way of making votes count more. Allocating seats that reflects more fairly what the ppl vote. The seats that they get depends respectively to the number of votes they get. One way: party list system (you don’t vote for the candidate, you vote for the party and they chose their best representor. Gives the power to the party instead of the ppl). You will never have a majority gov. You might have a coalition gov. When u have a coalition with a lot of parties, issues may come in tho. 
4- Mixed: a bit of everything. You get 2 ballots. Which candidate do u want, or which party do u want. Take half the seats they give as a plurality, and the other half as majority.  

Federalism: multiple levels of government. At least 2 that share powers. Contrast to a unitary state. Governments that have the power to make laws. Each independently exist seperatly from each other that have their own responsibilities. Some takes they have to share and to together. Defferent provinces have the ability to do policy differently from one another. Ex: day care in quebec is run by the government, while the day car in Ottawa are run by private companies. There can be pretty severe inequlity between provinces when they have things run differently. 
1-Equality of the provinces and the federal: value both the governments. They both have the ability to make decisions. Both are important. 
2-Provinces are equal to each other: each of the provinces have their own roles, but have the same role to do in their own province. Whats aloud in one province is aloud in another. 
3-Asymetrical federalism: every provinces have a role to play but they don’t have the same role to play... ex: the province of quebec. They view themself as a representation of the French so they want to be viewed differently. Includes aboriginals. 
4-Nationalizing: view that the federal government is the only who can run Canada. And who can represent all of Canada. That they have the role to run anything and everything. Federal taking leadership on all Canadian issues. 
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Federalism as a system of governance. The issue of centralization and decentralization arose. Decentralization (power of provincial power). Distribution of power. Mechanism of unification. Exist only if the powers of the constitutions are protected. The only way to change the distribution is threw constitutional amendment and by courts. 
Different visions and understandings of Canada: equality (theres no dominant government in the coutry, they all have powers, privileges the provincial level); equality of the provincial government (no provincial gov will have powers of other prov); a province would have powers not available to others or national goals would be centrally determined by Ottawa and achieve them as the wish; nationalizing the federal (federal is the lead dominant actor, sees Canada as one nation, sees the country as being citizens political community, provinces are subordinated to Ottawa.)

Fiscal federalism: financial relations between levels of gov. 3 big transfers: payments go to the poresrt prov; transfert money for helath care; tranfert money for welfare and education. Provinces have the power to taxe anything they want. Canada does alot to make sure its provinces have enough money to make they politics and economie meaningfull.

Federal spending power: the fed gov can spend in any area it wants. It donsnt attempt to take over tho. Ex: helps with health care, but its really the prov that takes care of it. Ottawa just transfers the cash and makes sure its accessible to everyone. But does this contradict the federal power? Its an issue with provinces like QB, because Ottawa can intrude in areas of prov jurisdiction. No gov has taken Ottawa to court for this spending power of transfer, because they are getting benefits out if it. And whithout Ottawa having power, the poorest provs wouldn’t be were they are at now. 

-Advantages of the system federalism: 1-democratic adv (it can make gov more accessible to citizens, easier for a resident to access ther prov gov then to acces the fed go., it shouldn’t be exaggerate because the bigger prov can also be hard to access. if theres a degree of competition between provs and fed, the citizens benefit because the other gov might agree to fund on things).2- Each jurisdiction can try out a policy and the other jurisdiction can see if it works or not (health care was first trying out in saskat, Ottawa saw it was a national program so they tried it out in other provs.) 3- if u have a large minority like the French in QB, u can design federalism as their own gov so they can protect their language and interests. 
-Disadvantage of federalism: 1- hard to achieve national unity when provs want their own autonomy. Hard to get a united country. 2- hard to get equality across the country. If prov are strong they may do things that might not be available to other Canadians in other provs. Ex. BC have the latest ability to get the latest drugs to the cancer patients in BC, other Canadians don’t have this. Equality of insuring things to a prov and also available to other provs. 3- it can make it possible for  the communities in Canada for want to succeed to actually gain power. Ex: QB being holders of power and threatening the unity of the country. And might brake up the country. 4- can cause a race to the bottom in policy. It u wanna track investment in a prov, they may consider reducing labour standards or policy standards to make their place attractive for investors. 5- hard to get a national policy in some areas. National policy in one area... many players might veto that and can say no. 

The Charter: 
Canada has always been divers. Even in 1800s Canada had immigrants from all over. 20th cen more immigrants. Will Kymlicka was writing alot about diversity. He says that theres 2 sources of diversity: 1- immigration with large waves coming to Canada. Only late 1960 imigrations policies were not u bias. 2- a coutrys national minorities ( aboriginals and francophones ). These diversity have diff goals. Immigrants to Canada seek to be acceptable seek for participants for society. National minority seek acceptance and sefl government. The wider society needs to find diff strategies to accoumedate theses ways. In immigrations there polyethnic rights (help ethnic groups and religious minorities to express their practices without prevent their ability to get into the mainstream. Aim for integration). For nationa minorities their objective is to achive a degree of political autonomy to perverse their culture and their survival. QB has a large mesear or self gov. Aboriginal are also gaining self governance. Within the national minority they also want soverinty, they want freedom from Canada, this brings more issure and brings tension to Canada. Problem is defining the concept of nation. Its a historical comminuty with its own institutions. With this deff for example, the Italians in Toronto would have their own nation. 
Canadas acceptance of cultural pluralism deserve a measure or approaval. Numerous groups have been the victims of predurist and racial discrimination. Blacks, Japanese, school segragetion... not letting blacks japneses to vote... Jewish peeps during WW2 turned down for immigration.... Indians faced discrimation too, being refuced to enter Canada.. Women facing discrimination, not being able to vote... taxe on the chineesee.... Ppl with disabilities, gayz n lez

Progress has been made to deal more with minorities. Dealing with them fairly and effectively. They can now negotiate huge deals with the fed gov. Qbs powers has been wide now. Canada has rights codes in addition to the charter to these minority groups and ethnic groups. Ppl with these minorities are treated beter in jobs. Equal pay of work for equal value between men n women. Regocnise cultural groups in Canada and their needs. 

In terms of policy and constitutional inactments, there is a fairly strong effert to deal with issues of discrimination and historical injustice. Canada has a pretty strong framework of anti discrimination. Theres the charter and the fed CHRA and each prov ha a charter to protect the ppl. 

The charter of rights n freddom was a highly inactment. Becam a symbole of the country. Its popularity wwasnt shared by politicians wen it was being created tho. Prov politicians at that time believed in parliament supremacy and they had the last say in elections.  They didn’t like unelected judges had the powers. 

3 factors helped to explains the emergence of the charter: 1- emerging perception of the rights were inedible. 2- alot was going on for rights protection internationally. 3- Canada had a PM who wanted to see the charter to protect the French language. It would be nesacary in  country that was so multicultural. 
The charter applies in all provinces nd all dicisions. Dosnt apply to private sectors, so if u have a proble with ur boss u need to go see ur prov gov. 

The charter contains 34 sections. Its critical that u know wats in the charter. Section 1: is the reasonable limist clasuse (allows gov to inact laws the may imerg in rights but can be justified as necessary). Sec 2: secures all conscious of freedom, freedom of expression rights... Sec 3 4 5 : protect democratic rights, u ccan vote . sec 7: mobility rights : insures that citizens can move aroung Canada freely, to leave and come back Sec 8 – 14: legal rights, that apply to anyone, . Sec7: right to life and liberty and security to the person, environamental right, right to life. Sec 15: equlity rights: leys out grouds or discrimination, race, ethnic origine, color religion sexe age mental or physical disability, dicisions by the court have added to this list.. sec 16-22: officical languages protection, protects French and English, they are equal status. Sec23: minority language education, u have certain rights to have ur children educated in the language that u want. Sec 25: protects right and freedom of aboriginals. Sec 27: tells judges that the charter must be interpreted in accordance to the multicultural nation of Canada. Sec 28: protects the rights and equality of women. Sec 33: the not with standing clause. Prov legislatur or fed gov can inact legislation even is it violates section 2 and sec 7-15 if the legislature or the parliament aprroave. 

Political impacts of the charter: the charter and judgments hace impacted policy, gov, federalism, and advocacy groups. Policy makers at both levels og govs must mak an effort of charter proff in the legislation. When they are making policies they need to make sure they are going with the charter and not against it. Responsilibity that laws pass the charter test. Who has the last words on laws and legislation? Both justices and legislators have become sensitive to the rules that each institution plays. The fear was that the charter would impact on the provinces autonomy and power to make laws. Studies show that the supreme court striks down laws. The impact on advocacy groups the charter gives them ability to achieve huge results. Courts allows disabled ppl to get educated for ex. Gays n lez achieved same sex marriage. Aboriginals benefit from the charter too.. 
In the futre things to watch for: social rights, environmental rights. Right to life clause need to embrace these 2 areas. 
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Guest speaker 
· He focuses on foreign affairs 
· We need more political engagement
· Voting is low, mostly in young aged ppl, they don’t care 
· Politicians and political parties need make make their campaign more meaningful to get relations and connections with the young 
· 
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Section1: reasonable limits clause. Section 2: fundamental freedoms, freedom of speech, religion, association, expression. Section 3 4 5: democratic rights, rights to votes. Section 6: mobility, move around, seek employment. Section 7: right to life, liberty , security of person. Section 8-14: criminal justice system... Section 15: prohibited grounds of discrimination against race, sexe, age, disability, ethnic origine, color, religion, sexual orientation, marital status, citizen status. Secition 16-22: French and English languages of Canada. Section 23: protect minority language. Section 25: protects minorities and disabled. Section27: tells courts to interpret the charter. Section 28: protects women. Section 33: not withstanding clause, Goes for 5 years, then needs to be renewed. 

Criticisms of the rights instruments of the Charter: 1- fosters a hyper individualism, whats important in the world is me and my rights. Major philosopher and mariam blendem. Says that ppl has rights, but the emphasise of rights have gotten out of hand. The emphasize of rights is a highly social activity. 2- right instruments sees the individual as a victim. How we interpret rights has changed. 3- effectiveness of rights. 4- rights focus is a discussion stopper, if ur engaged in a convo with someone, when u says its my rights the convo kinda stops. 5- rights may not be appropriate in all societies. What we ee as important in our society may not be as important in another society. 6- question of judicial review. Judges making dicisions over important isues, judges making the right say. 7- the whole structute of rights protection has gone too far. The major rights issues have been resolved, and now the main cases are being tribute. 8- the charter impacts negatively in out fedral systems interfers with our policy making governance. 9- economic and social rights, environmental rights, these are not explicitly set out on the charter. Courts have ruled favorably on these rights. 

Canada in the world: 
· Foreign policy of a country refers to the policy of the state regarding its military, security, diplomatic, economic, cultural, and environmental relationships with other countries and organisations. Refers to security and defense matter. Foriggn relation matters refers to international aids, labor issues, aid.s
· International law is a international legal system. Formal rule and practices the defines rights and obligations of states and governs interactions of states. Set out in international trees. Well regocnized practices of nations. General principales of laws regocnise states. 
· Globalization: numerous deff of globe... its the process under which trades among nations occurs without state imposed barriers, capital is able to move from governance, and markets are internationalised. Part of the process is the emergence of treeties and capital international financial institutions (ex – IMF, royal bank)
· Multi lateralism: ...process that represent many states. The resolution of international differences and conflicts thre structures an process the reprent many states that give them the voice in decision making. 
· International relation scholars have approaches: 1- realist approach: associated with powerful states. States act to maximise their self interest. Not to concerned of the welfare of other states unless this affect their contry. Realist believe that the drive for power is part of human nature. They bileve that the international system is inherarchy. Pursue their own interest in the world. 2- liberal internationalism. Optimistic approach. Beleives in the interstate interactions. Believes the states have common interest. The liberal part comes from the beileive of the rule of law, non state actors (NGOs). This argues that international law can bring about a peacfull intertionaitonal system. Canada takes this approche to international affairs. 
· 1931: we got our control on foreign policy. 
· The constitution wasn’t clear on  whos responsible for foreign affairs.
· The fed gov get negotiate ny treaty that it wants. But the implementation is dependent on the subject matter. If the subject falls in the provincial matter, then thr provinces needs to implement this.. 

Who and what are impacting foreign policy: 1- the prime minister. Harper has taken foreign affairs to heart, plays an active role. 2- parliament. Members of parliament who have a personal experience who has influenced. 3- non state actors, corporations that want to invest and trade internationally. 4- players on trade matters. 5- the united states. Management of the relationship with them is important. Major deal if we don’t act with the US.  Consequence that we live so closely, we are treaty partners. 

· Climat change is a foreign policy concern 
· Prime concern of the federal gov is international trade. Worthwill goal. 80% of trades is with the US. Canada has 1 customer, the US. So prof dosnt consider them as an international trader...
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-Section 33: allows to pass laws were the constitution would otherwise not. Notwithstanding clause. Renewed every 5 years. Donst get used very often, dosnt apply to the whole charter. Same sex marriage threatened to use this section. 

-political engagement on an essay question. Asking about what ur role is in Canada, how are u goiong to play it. Not just voting. How ur identity informs the issues. Advocacy groups. Community orgas. Interest groups. Young vs old ppl voting. Gender might play a role (females), opportunities that ban women. Immigrated from somewere, how do u consider ur identity as a Canadian and ur origins. Your religion that influences ur social values. Making a change in Canada. 
-question on federalism: contrast the different types of federalism
-media
-canada’s place in the world. Globalization plays into it. 

-Section 1: reasonable limits. Every right u have is already subject to limits reasonable limits. You cant make up things that are not true. Hate speech clause. Cant insight hatetrate. But the gov can just think u said something tho. Ex: holocaust denial, hate speech on it. 

-parliementary suprimecy: no one can ..?
-judicial clause: courts can strik down any law.

-Canada’s place in the world: what role do u think Canada plays in the world. Ideas we play in the world. Military influence. Peace keepers. Peace making, inactive role in “fighting bad guys”.  Canadas limited to one role, only peace making, nothing else. Peacemaking sence makes others think that we are similar to the states. Leadership in afgan made us seem closer to the us. One of the the strongest economies. Climate, middle east conflict, and canadas shift focus from Africa to latin America are reasons why are trade policies have shifted. Canada in the security council would be good cuz we have the peace keeping role. 
Who owns the north pole: links to climate change. Important to economics. 
Free trade: countries have support their own domestic companies. Gives subsities to encourage them to keep making products. Also putting taxes on products coming from other countries. Trying to protect national industries. More efficient, stop wars cuz ur making business with the other country. However free trade makes it more better more to one country then the other. Racing to the bottom.  Energy trades with other then US. Your government has an obligation to encourage free trade. NAFTA. 
Is ccanada closer to the UK or US... closer ties to the US. Canada follows instead of leads. We lead in humanitary aid, its not really affective but Canada cares about this alot. Do these aids help countries. Give water, food, military aid, securing those other countries. Its a symbolic, done with good intention, but for the most part it might not be that effective, more can be done... 
Its important to make more money and expend the market. Or if we need to be more concerned with humanity 

Dec 4, 2012 

Exam:
Dec 16, in montpetit. 2 hours
3 types of questions: True of false, multiple choices, short answer

Short: worth max 6 marks
2/3 of exam is short answer
2 types of short answer: 1- straight memorization question. 2- What do u think about..., opinion... 

· Chapters that we don’t need: 1, 3, 12
· Least important chap: 16, 18. Not too many questions on these
· Chapter 4, 5, 8, kinda important. Canadian nation, diversity. Political culture. political parties
· Most important: federalism, chap13 n hes lecture. The charter, chap 11, but mostly hes lecture.
· Electoral systems, only hes lecture. The constitution, chap 2, 10, and hes lecture. The 3 branches of gov, chap 14 15 16, and lecture. 
· The topic of political participation, advocacy groups, interest groups, and lectures. 

· Don’t have to worry about the terms in chap 1. 
· Political culture in chap 5: definition, various explanations of how political cultures form. 
· Political engagement: takes many forms, voting, advocacy groups... chap 6 and 7, but stick to hes lecture mostly.
· Constitution: chap 2 and 10. Review chaps but stick to lectures. Evolution of the constitution as he explains it 
· 3 branches of gov: chapters and lecture
· Political parties and ideologies: lectures. Nothing on party organization 
· Advocacy groups: ways of operating, determinants of success.
· Don’t need public bureaucracy
· Electoral system: lecture
· Federalism: definition of it. Also know centralization and decentralization. advantages n disadvantage of federalism
· The charter: should know the sections referred in class, 1, 2, 3-5, 6, 7, 8to14, 15 (prohibited grounds of discrimination), 16-23 (language rights), 25, 27, 28, 33. Should know the criticism of charter and the right instruments in general. 
· Canada in the world: lecture and def. Canada’s overall approach in the world. Multilateralism. Labour conventions pace 1937 (decision how international treaty making are carried out). 
· General notes by our guest speakers. 

