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 Students should get involved in the 2011 election because they have been badly 

hurt by the federal government. Sky-high tuition fees are an example of this; this started 

to happen under the Harper regime. 

 They should also be worried because they are being groomed to be cogs in the 

corporate world. 

Within the neoliberal discourse, literacy is narrowly defined in relation to 
skills for employment. Within this discourse, “employability”is a moral duty. 
Each individual should focus primarily on entry to and usefulness and success 
within the labour market... Literacy and learning are to be undertaken in 
pursuit of the development of skills that are considered of value within the 
labour market and to prepare the student to become a compliant, flexible and 
grateful worker and consumer. Literacy skills are promoted as technical skills 
that will lead to productive employment and will contribute to the economy. 
— Whose Economic Well-being? A Challenge to Dominant Discourses on 

the Relationship between Literacy and Numeracy Skills and 
(un)Employment, Stephen Black, 2002, p. 3 

— From: Literacies #10, “Neoliberalism and literacy: a personal reflection,” 
www.literacyjournal.ca, Maria Moriarty, spring 2009, Google title and 
use Quick View: scroll down to read entire document 

 

 As well, the Harper government has been meddling with the education system in 

other ways. 

Literacy programs have been among the targets of federal government 
cutbacks…. It may not be obvious to all Canadians that the need is critical for 
most of us to be able to express ourselves in writing, to reach a good level of 
communication. Even in the poorest societies, primary education alone is no 
longer sufficient. A minimum of nine years of schooling is required for 
survival. Suffice it to generalize that reading and writing give the power, 
pleasure, and tools to act against injustice and indignaties. 
—Monitor, “Three out of 10 Canadian adults ‘functionally illiterate,’” a 
periodical of the Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives (CCPA), Eric 
Robinson, December 2008/January 2009, p. 34 



 
 Freedom of speech is one of the ways the Harper regime has been oppressing 

Canada’s students. It’s part of an overall pattern (Please see “Harper Government Stifles 

Freedom of Speech,” Rolf Auer). 

At last fall’s [2007] University of Toronto conference on academic freedom, 
Freedom of Speech, Freedom to Teach, Jim Turk, executive director of the 
Canadian Association of University Teachers, offered some useful reminders: 

• The concept of academic freedom is notional, without substance in 
law. 

• High schools are organized around obedience, not awareness. 
• Colleges have some free speech protections under the Charter, 

universities none. 
• Only collective agreements can link academic freedom to job security. 
• Universities remain élite institutions, disguising power as knowledge 

while constraining the individual, courageous voice. 
…. 
The Palestine issue has clearly been a test for universities. As distinguished 
scholars John Mearsheimer and Stephen Walt note in their bestselling The 
Israel Lobby and U.S. Foreign Policy, universities have been under 
tremendous pressure to block debate and activism around Israel. And they 
have tried to comply. Canadian university presidents issued a statement last 
summer (2007) opposed to the Israeli boycott/divestment/sanctions (BDS) 
campaign. Student and faculty outrage at such muzzling forced a public 
debate at Ryerson on the subject in late November. Six hundred attended. No 
one died from the exchange of views. Similarly, McMaster University was 
forced to retract its attempted censorship of the phrase “Israeli apartheid.” We 
can be relieved that Parliament was loud in indignation when Stephen Harper 
insulted the Holocaust recently by suggesting that criticism of Israel was anti-
Semitic. But the trend toward silencing by institutions within our democratic 
society is nonetheless disturbing, as these examples illustrate. Today, 
critically-minded university and college instructors face formidable structural 
limitations to their teaching. The most obvious one is how to get tenure if 
your views are edgy…. A secondary structural limitation derives from the 
role of the mainstream media as gatekeepers for legitimate opinion. “Good 
intellectuals” are embedded in positions of regular commentary, while 
resistant intellectuals are asked critical or skeptical questions on those rare 
occasions when, for the sake of “balance,” they might appear. 
—Monitor, “Freedom of speech in our schools not guaranteed or protected,” 
CCPA, Roger Langen, July/August 2008, pp. 36-7 
 



 Another reason students should get involved is that their learning institutions are 

falling prey to the Harper regime’s neoliberal ideology — via corporatization of their 

schools. 

Ultimately, however, we think that it is less important to focus on the benefits 
and harms of corporatization than it is to focus on what it leads the university 
to become, and what this transformation means for the well-being and future 
of citizens. Corporatization converts universities from public-serving 
institutions into knowledge businesses; that is, it changes the university from 
a publicly accessible resource for social development that benefits a diversity 
of groups in a wide variety of ways into an institution that produces products 
and services for specific markets and paying clients. Whether or not the 
Canadian public supports this transformation has not been asked. Instead, 
the decision to pursue this transformation has been taken by default, and, in 
some respects, by stealth. Citizens need not—indeed, must not—uncritically 
accept this development. We can and should examine and question what has 
been done to our nation’s universities, and from there take steps to ensure 
that they clearly reflect our collective will and fulfill our aspirations. (my 
italics) 
—Monitor, “What’s wrong with corporatizing Canada’s universities? 
Plenty!” CCPA, Claire Polster and Janice Newson, February 2009, p. 35 
 

 Surely, students can’t be apathetic about the 2011 election after all that the Harper 

regime has done to them. Yet, “Parties struggle to attract youth,” was the headline in a 

recent newspaper article. 

It is estimated there are almost 2.4 million Canadians aged 20 to 24, 
according to Statistics Canada. During the 2008 federal election, voter turnout 
between the ages of 18 and 24 was 37 per cent, while the national average 
was 57 per cent. Voter turnout for youth under 24 declined from the 2006 to 
2008 elections, falling to 37 per cent from 44 per cent. 
—Vancouver Sun, “Parties struggle to attract youth,” Laura Stone, April 4, 
2011 
 

 But some students are taking this election very seriously: 

Soaking from the pouring rain, the students carried a banner reading: 
“Surprise. We are voting.” They chanted, “We will vote.”…. They were 
responding to a challenge from comedian Rick Mercer who says this election 
youth should do something unexpected and take 20 minutes out of their day 
to cast a ballot. 



—The Globe and Mail, “Harper gets an earful from students: ‘Surprise. We 
are voting,’” Steven Chase, April 4, 2011 
 

 Here’s the Mercer appeal: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MhgYhcTl95w  

 So, students, please get involved. “Join the round / round dance. Fuck the 

future.”—True Stories, poem: “One more garden,” Margaret Atwood, 1981, p. 16. 

 Of course, don’t take “Fuck the future” literally. Help Canada, and yourselves. 

Vote wisely. You know what to do. 

 
  

 

 
 


