
Group Leader Questions/Answers
1.What does it mean to say that race is a social construct?
· Race is defined as a social construct because it is a hypothetical construct. 
· Meaning it is without basis in biology or scientific validity. 
· Race classifies the population into categories based on perceived physical characteristics such as skin color, physical, social, psychological, and moral properties. 
· Race ranks people in these categories in ascending and descending order of inferiority and superiority. 
· Race is a term constructed by human beings and has nothing to do with biological species. 
· The concept came about in an attempt to explain intergroup relations.
·  It facilitated European colonization in the eighteenth and nineteenth century and was used as a means of domination and control. 
· People in the modern day use race to explain group differences, justify differential treatment, and condone a lack of concerted actions.
2. What are the pros and cons of multiculturalism? Should Toronto proceed with Africentric schools?
Pros

· Tool for the harmonious management of race and ethnic relations in society.
· Empowers minorities to pursue the dual goals of ethnicity and equality
· It is an instrument of change while not inflicting damage to Canada’s institutional structure
· Multiculturalism symbolizes the solution to many problems associated with pluralism in a democratic society.
· The protective canopy of multiculturalism alleviates some of the inequities confronting minorities.
· It is capable of defusing the threat of society-destroying interethnic strife
· Multiculturalism can be viewed as a social glue bonding Canadians together.
· Multiculturalism is workable, necessary, and fair.
· It is a means of demolishing barriers.
· Commitment to core Canadian values and institutions
· It serves as the buffer that makes Canada safe “for” and safe “from” ethnicity.
Cons

· Resentment towards multiculturalism in matters of law and government policy in areas that others regard as personal or private.
· It undermines Canadian society.
· Multiculturalism can be viewed as a pair of scissors for shearing apart Canada’s social fabric.
· The promotion of multiculturalism runs the risk of “Balkanizing” Canada by fomenting conflict between ethnic groups.
· It sets Canadians against each other and emphasizes our differences rather than the many things we have in common.
· It is not concerned with the promotion of diversity or the promotion of minority cultures but rather the goals of multiculturalism are firmly fixed in building a united society through adjustments that depoliticize ethnicity as a potential threat.
· Tolerance of diversity is accepted only to the extent that its practice does not violate the laws of the land, interfere with the rights of others, or discredit fundamental political and economic institutions.
· In other words, everyone has the right to be different, but they must be different in the same kind of way.
· Multiculturalism is not about ethnic separatism or divided loyalties, but about the promotion of secular tolerance for minorities as a basis of Canadian nationalism and society-building. 
· It manipulates symbols to foster the illusion of change
· Encourages a shared identity by furnishing a set of myths or symbols for binding Canadians into a moral community.
· It enhances a perception of ourselves as a community that is tolerant of diversity.
· Multiculturalism is  definitive characteristic that distinguishes Canadians from Americans.
· It is a regressive tool that distracts minorities from the business at hand, that is, abolishing class lines and gaining access to corridors of power and resource.
· There is little proof of dramatic shifts in minority socio-economic status because of multiculturalism.
· Multiculturalism is symbolic rather than substantial.
· It is not interested in preserving the substance of ethnic lifestyle, instead it endorses a commitment to ethnicity that is symbolic and situational, rather than political.
· It is impractical and irrelevant in a society organized around the principles of profit, private property, competitive individualism, and insatiable consumerism.
Africentric School

I’m borderline with this topic. 

Arguments for:

· It will probably reduce the drop out rate of black students
· Several black focused schools in the U.S. have been successful
· No one ever said white students were not allowed
· It motivates black students
· Its more of a symbol for change rather than segregation
Arguments against:

· Singling out black students isn't the way to go, rather make class sizes smaller so teaching can be more effective
· Simply offer more one on one tutoring programs rather than create a whole school
· Its encouraging segregation all over again which contradicts what the school system and Canada itself is all about.
3. Is the collective rights model favored by many Aboriginal leaders compatible with Canada’s Charter of Rights and Freedoms?
It is not compatible with Canada’s Charter of Rights and Freedoms. The Charter gives them the right to live off and benefit from specific lands listed in their treaties but they should not be given sovereignty over these lands as it would basically give them the right to claim all of British Columbia. The fact that aboriginals get special treatment from the government is a racially based system of segregation which goes against Canada’s democratic society and values. Having a group of people self-govern themselves will only cause other ethnic groups to want to do the same. The point of todays modern society is to unify Canada not tear it apart. The aboriginals gave up their rights to the land in exchange for certain benefits when the Europeans settled. Those benefits have been long reaped and the government cannot continue to give them these benefits anymore. There should be equality before the law no matter who the law is addressing. Aboriginal people have been recognized as the first settlers in Canada, there is no need for them to prove that point anymore.

4. Where do you situate yourself in the Flanagan/Cairns debate?
Cairns’s Argument

He accepts the argument that Aboriginal Canadians deserve to be treated as First Nations with a sort of dual citizenship status within Canada. At the same time he rejects the view that Native Canadians can or should exist as fully sovereign communities outside of the Canadian constitutional an citizenship umbrella. He basically believes in giving the Aboriginals more money and more self-governance.

Flanagan’s Argument

Aboriginals are already living like regular Canadians so they should be treated like regular Canadians. He does not believe in giving aboriginals more money as it will only cause them to be dependent on the government. This will only continue to make them unemployed and have an overwhelming presence of government in the lives of the reserve residents.

5. On balance is Canada more “the good, the bad, or the ugly”?
The Good

· Canada remains the worlds first and only multicultural society.
· First to pass Multiculturalism Act
· It implements multicultural policies and programs
· Current commitment to belonging and citizenship
· First and only country to constitutionally entrench aboriginal and treaty rights
· Recent government moves to constitutionally restore the inherent self-governing rights of aboriginal peoples as peoples continue to make Canada a pace-setter
· Canada remains active in exploring channels for decolonizing aboriginal-state relations, without shattering territorial sovereignty or emptying the public purse in the process.
· World leader in immigration 
· International commitment when it comes to helping the less fortunate
· Facilitate the settlement of immigrants through a variety of programs available for improving education and employment skills.
· Level of tolerance towards visible minority appears to be decreasing in response to government initiatives that prohibit prejudice and discrimination.
The Bad and the Ugly

· Many aboriginal communities can only be described as downtrodden and impoverished. High rates of unemployment and imprisonment, couple with low rates of educational and career attainment.
· Asian populations were allowed entry into Canada for nation building purposes, once work was completed their movements were restricted, subject to harassment and discrimination, racism, and stripped of basic human and civil rights. Rights of Asians restored after 1947.
· Many slaves who fled oppressive conditions in  the United States simply exchanged one system of oppression for another. African-Canadians excluded from restaurants and public venues by laws. Segregated schools. African youths continue to be excluded from full societal participation because of stereotyping and systemic biases.
· Bombing of Pearl Harbor led to thousands of Japanese-Canadians stripped of property and citizenship. Relocated to concentration camps. Encouraged to leave Canada after the war despite no proof of disloyalty.
· Anti-semitism denied human rights of Jews in Canada. Landing rights denied to Jewish refugees. Acts of vandalism and hate graffiti. Denials of the holocaust.
· Proliferation of racial supremacist groups engaged in activities to dehumanize and deny minorities full and equal participation in society. White supremacist condone superiority of Caucasians as the basis for social and political order. 
· People of color continue to experience widespread discrimination in the fields of housing, employment, and education. The law may apply equally to all, but its equal application favors some, disfavors others, and perpetuates inequality in the guise of ostensibly neutral rules. Discrimination by government.
· Police shootings of African-Canadians in Montreal and Toronto have sparked accusation of police brutality ad insensitivity.
· There is a growing resentment in the country towards immigrants and refugees. Increase demands to review policy and practice. This subjects new Canadians to verbal abuse and physical attacks. While many are genuinely concerned about immigration to Canada in terms of numbers, sources, and categories, others are hiding behind the rhetoric of “national interest” to mask their prejudice and bigotry.
6. Is racial discrimination is a social problem in Canada or are we well on the way to becoming tolerant and generous people?

