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One of Canada’s most common strategies of growing its economy is through immigration. Every 
year, Canada is met with an immense number of immigrants mostly from countries like India, Chi-
na, and the Philippines who bring over valuable work skills and education backgrounds that benefit 
Canada’s economy. However, this year, COVID-19 has derailed Canada’s plan of receiving a significant 
number of newcomers. Now, there is an economic crisis in Canada with job shortages in every sector 
in the economy. The decline of immigration to Canada caused by COVID-19 marks historically high 
rates of unemployment, meaning Canada will need to rely on an increase in immigration after the 
pandemic ends so that immigrant labour can help recover the economy. An increase in immigration 
once the border restrictions loosen after the pandemic is essential as immigrants can help Canada pay 
the surging national debt. 

So far, there has been a drastic decrease in both permanent residents and temporary foreign work-
ers in Canada, a population that comprises a significant part of the working population in the country. 
This casualty is caused by border restrictions, travelling fears, and economic decline in the country, 
a series of consequences that unfolded after COVID-19 first began. Another reason that the employ-
ment rate has reached record lows in Canada is that many baby boomers were retiring this year while 
no incoming immigrants have been filling in their positions in the labour market. Furthermore, rea-
sons unrelated to the labour market may also cause an economic decline in Canada during the pan-
demic, calling for the increase in immigration. With most schools in Canada moving to online classes, 
there may also be a decrease in enrolment into Canadian schools by international students, which 
poses an economic disadvantage since international students contribute to the high tuition revenue 
for Canadian universities. 

In light of the economic crisis Canada is currently experiencing, it is vital that the Canadian gov-
ernment immediately constructs a feasible immigration plan to be enforced after the pandemic ends. 
Immigration will significantly improve Canada’s economy as it will help fill many available jobs in the 
labour market and encourage the creation of new jobs. In addition, immigrants also bring over sav-
ings with them that powers the economy and make the creation of new jobs possible. Many of these 
immigrants make investments in Canada, which also contributes to economic growth. Furthermore, 
immigration into Canada needs to amplify after the pandemic ends as Canada has a very low birth rate 
in this country that simply can not meet the high demand for jobs while lacking enough immigrants 
to take these jobs during COVID-19. This is where immigration is encouraged and becomes the main 
factor of population growth as well as economic growth in Canada. An increase in immigration into 
Canada can only occur when borders reopen and restrictions loosen after the pandemic. The govern-
ment must decide on an immigration plan that still allows safe travels for incoming immigrants even 
after the borders reopen by implementing safety measures in airports like health screenings. 

Canada has always depended on immigrants for economic growth and will need to continue to 
depend on them after the pandemic ends. An increase in immigration is essential as it will allow the 
recovery of the labour market and the improvement of Canada’s economy as a whole. 

Susan Gao (‘20) is an Editor at the Jag and is heading to Wellesley College to study sociology and 
anthropology. 
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June 24, 2020 by Susan Gao



I set out to write an essay about the relationship between freedom of speech and religion. The top-
ic of religion is so provocative that it was difficult to measure whether now is an appropriate time 
to publish this essay. Yet, perhaps especially in divisive times such as today, we must keep a flow of 
conversation in motion. I truly believe that only dialogue and synthesis can lead to true progress. We 
must urgently advocate for conversation to continue, especially when it concerns topics or ideas with 
which we are not willing to compromise. In this essay, I argue in favor of the right to blaspheme, and 
furthermore, the right to analyse, ridicule, and overall critically scrutinize any idea despite it being 
perceived as sacred.

I am an atheist. Furthermore, I am an anti-theist. I don’t only not believe in a god, but I believe that 
faith is harmful to society. However, my views on religion are not the subject of this essay. Instead, I’d 
like to refer to a clip from Bill Maher’s show “Real Time,” in which Sam Harris, a neuroscientist and 
secular icon talks to Maher about what they perceived as the U.S Democratic Party’s failure to properly 
criticise the lack of – and persecution of – liberal values in the Islamic world. Maher claimed that free-
dom of speech, freedom of religion, equality for women, and equality for minorities are principles that 
were “lacking” in the Muslim world. Harris in turn comments that Democrats had failed to criticize 
theocratic governments. Not long into the conversation, enraged Hollywood A-lister, Ben Affleck, calls 
out Harris’ remarks as “gross and racist.”

The clip is relatively old, but I find myself revisiting it regularly. The subject matter of the conversa-
tion, as well as Affleck’s response, make me remember the Danish cartoonists who were accused of 
bigotry and blasphemy for depicting the prophet Mohammad in the paper Jylland-Posten. From the 
Danish cartoon controversy, my mind wanders to the assassination attempts on writer Salaman Rush-
die. After Rushdie published his novel The Satanic Verses, Ayatollah Khomenei, the Supreme Leader 
of Iran, issued a decree that called for Rushdie’s death on the basis of blasphemy. And finally, my wan-
dering mind settles on the remembrance of Theo van Gogh, the Danish filmmaker who was brutally 
murdered by a religious fanatic because of his film, Submission, which aimed to expose misogyny 
within the Islamic community. All of these cases are representative of great tensions between the prin-
ciples of freedom and the persecution of hate speech. The reason that I keep revising these incidents is 
that I remain perplexed at the amount of people who were willing to condemn the blasphemers. This 
was especially the case with the Danish cartoonist incident, whose main effect was the upheaval of a 
series of protests that spanned across the globe, and which, according to The New York Times, resulted 
in around two-hundred deaths. 

Two-hundred deaths were the price of blasphemy for the publishing of a cartoon in a secular liberal 
democracy – a publication which, by the way, was not an infringement upon Danish law. 

However, violence against people like Gogh and the Danish cartoonists could be (as it has been) 
labelled as an irrational and disproportionate response from radical fundamentalists. To which I say: 
fine, you may do so. Yes, it may be that only religious fundamentalism will act in such a grotesque 
manner. However, it seems that what lies at the core of these scandals remains– the tension between 
the right to freedom of speech, and its regulation for the sake of public safety and the reasonable right 
not to be insulted.

VIEWPOINT: The Right to BlasphemeVIEWPOINT: The Right to Blaspheme

June 7, 2020 by Alan Iturriaga
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I usually have a good grip on what I believe regarding freedom of speech – my position being that it 
is necessary. Additionally, it is also my belief that there should be reasonable restrictions imposed on 
free speech, such as those that relate to hate speech. My convictions are tested, though, when it comes 
to topics related to religion. For example, Islamophobia is something that, unfortunately, is very much 
real. It is disgusting, and fundamentally and irreconcilably opposes everything I uphold and cherish 
about Humanism. That is why many times I have wondered whether by expressing my criticism of 
Islam, I am unintentionally fueling xenophobia and bigotry. But saying that criticism of Islam is inher-
ently racist is simply reinforcing the stereotype that somehow all people who look Muslim are Islamic, 
which in turn leads to the wrongful assumption that they are dangerous. We must separate ideology 
from race if we are to strive towards a truly egalitarian society. To do so, we are not to shy away from 
difficult conversations, but express our convictions honestly, and in necessary detail in order to avoid 
confusion. When I say I believe that mainstream Islamic dogma is deeply and inherently immoral, I 
mean it. And, I have no trouble criticising it in the same breath that I criticize the Christian and Jewish 
traditions. I do not mean to say that every believer is evil; I have met many of them from at least two 
out of the three abrahamic religions, and they are all reasonable and kind people, in whom I have 
found companionship and true friendship. My belief is, though, that the communal fundamental flaw 
of these religions – as if to say, their original sin – is being devoted to the worship of an authoritarian 
figure and of authoritarian values. God himself, it seems to me, is irrevocably authoritarian. My claim 
is, by any reasonable measurement, outrageous, probably offensive, and definitely blasphemous. The 
burden of extraordinary proof for this extraordinary claim rests on my shoulders. The question is, de-
spite the blasphemy, are you willing to listen? 

Put it this way – it’s not personal. Judgment based on ideas is the opposite of racism and xeno-
phobia, which concern themselves with physical attributes and shallow cultural assumptions. Honest 
philosophical criticism should be the only legitimate form of judgement, as it remains our most pow-
erful ally against the evils of racism, xenophobia, and authoritarianism. 

Lastly, I understand there may be people who disagree with me. Such contention I welcome with 
open arms. I challenge you, dear reader, in the interest of celebrating freedom of speech and the ad-
vancement of moral and humanist values, to write a response in rebuttal of my essay.

Alan Iturriaga (‘20) recently graduated from SMUS, he serves as a Senior Editor on the Editorial 
Board and runs the Muse Collective on Instagram.

* Opinions in this article do not represent the Board. 



George Floyd’s case was one of the few cases of racial injustice noticed by social media, but it’s 
daunting to think of the many cases similar to Mr. Floyd’s that have not gathered the social media 
attention that caused law enforcement to act. Eric Garner, John Crawford III, Dante Parker, Michelle 
Cusseaux, Tamir Rice, Tanisha Anderson, Akai Gurley, Matthew Ajidabe are a few names out of the 
myriad of innocent lives lost since 2014 when the Black Lives Matter movement originated, in memo-
randum of Eric Garner’s death.

The Black Lives Matter (BLM) movement originated as a result of police brutality inflicted on Afri-
can Americans. Consequently, the movement aims to combat racism and the corrupt justice system. 
This battle should not solely be fought by members of the Black community. To agitate for change, 
individuals from all communities must stand in solidarity with the BLM movement.

Like all other political or social movements, misconceptions about the campaign have run rampant. 
A misconception following the Black Lives Matter movement is a belief that only Black lives matter, or 
Black lives matter more than other minorities. We know all lives matter, but if that statement was whol-
ly true we would not be protesting for the equality we should already have. In a viral photo, six-year-old 
Armani from Tennessee holds a poster that reads: “We said ‘Black lives matter’/ Never said ‘only Black 
lives matter’/We know ‘all lives matter’/We just need your help with #BlackLivesMatter for Black lives 
are in danger!” This is the understanding held by the Black community.

People may wonder: what could fuel international outrage when so many of these outrageously 
racist practices, such as slavery and segregation, were outlawed so long ago? In an era that has seen a 
Black man sit as Commander in Chief for the United States, what could cause such uproar? The answer 
lies in understanding racism past its social manifestations. It’s bigger than a handful of slurs, segregat-
ed washrooms, or hurt feelings. Racism’s power partially lies in its systemic nature. It influences the 
policies, laws, education, health care, and programs that largely govern how we, and the generations 
before us, have lived life and continue to do so.

Past and present systemic racism, such as redlining, discrimination in the workforce, discrimina-
tion in education and many others, has made it impossible for generations of minorities to succeed. 
Blaming the social and economic position of minorities, especially African Americans, on a lack of 
hard work, personal responsibility, and moral character blatantly disregards the system built to ensure 
failure despite any morals Black people may uphold. Unless addressed by those in power, gaps created 
by policies such as disproportionate wealth distribution, disparities in health care and education, and 
most infamously, criminal justice, will continue to grow.

With the facts laid out, what must come next is action. During a pandemic where in-person activity 
is limited, a great form of action is allyship. According to Forbes, allyship is the “lifelong process of 
building relationships based on trust, consistency, and accountability with marginalized individuals 
and/or groups of people.”

Black Lives Matter Today, Tomorrow, and Every Black Lives Matter Today, Tomorrow, and Every 
Day After ThatDay After That

July 10, 2020 by Abby Samuels and Yacine Sy
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Allyship is recognizing the issue in performative activism and apolitical “silence.” Performative ac-
tivism, which is activism done to increase social capital instead of genuine devotion, does not add 
any substance. Your black square on Black Out Tuesday meant nothing if you were silent on the issue 
before and after you posted it. Consistently following through on your beliefs by signing petitions, 
sharing information and supporting credible organizations monetarily, if possible, are tangible steps 
that can be taken. To be aware is one step, to act accordingly is the next.

Allyship is initiating uncomfortable conversations with family members and friends who make rac-
ist remarks. Often, these people are not openly racist but instead will share their feelings in private 
spaces. Having these difficult discussions is imperative for change, especially where Black people are 
not present. As an ally, challenging others’ unchecked biases not only reduces the perpetuation of 
racist ideas, but also provokes thought and changes in perspective.

Allyship is a state of constantly learning, as well as unlearning. Learn that backhanded compli-
ments do much more harm than good. Telling someone “they’re pretty for a Black person” or “you talk 
white” is not a compliment. Racism and racial biases occur on many levels, which requires personal 
awareness and introspection to undo them. Ask yourself, why am I shamelessly supportive of climate 
change issues, but am hesitant on racial injustices? “You have to consciously be checking and correct-
ing yourself because some racist notions occur on a subconscious level,” says SMUS alum Michelle 
Nakacwa (’19).

As a global community, we are going through a viral and a racial pandemic. As part of the SMUS 
community, we pride ourselves on respect, honesty, service, and courage, and there is no better time 
to demonstrate our values. We collectively need to take action. As stated by Joel Kiggundu (’19), “Rac-
ism is another aspect of hate that we see in the world. Although it may be impossible to completely get 
rid of racism in this day and age, going forward we must unite to mitigate its power through love and 
respect for one another.”

Yacine Sy (‘18) is a sophomore at John Hopkins University in Baltimore, and Abby Samuels (‘20) is 
heading to McMaster University in Hamilton, Ontario. 

This article is also published on SMUS Weekly.

Photographer: Joel Kiggundu



For four years, Brexit dominated the media. 
There was a swirl of news stories, changing Prime 
Ministers, attempted deals, and unanswered 
questions. Then COVID-19 hit, and Britain’s de-
parture from the EU was no longer at the fore-
front of everyone’s minds. 

Like many other sectors of society, after the 
initial shock of the pandemic, politics about 
non-COVID issues had to adapt to a new normal. 
Brexit negotiations first felt the hit of COVID with 
negotiators from both sides contracting the virus. 
As they returned to good health and switched to 
video talks, negotiations were once again under-
way. Many businesses, and even the IMF, voiced 
their support of an extension because of the hit 
the economy already suffered from global lock-
downs. However, the British government did not 
hold the same position and continued to push to 
“get Brexit done.” In June, the government for-
mally announced that they would not seek an 
extension. It would be highly beneficial for Prime 
Minister Boris Johnson to meet his promises in 
the deal as he is already under heavy criticism for 
his handling of COVID-19. However, many polit-
ical scientists predict that the EU will not allow 
this to happen because it will show how easy and 
profitable leaving the EU could be, as well as leave 
them with trade and political deals that are less 
beneficial for the bloc. Both sides agree that they 
need to ramp up the negotiations this summer in 
order to meet the December deadline, since so 
far not much progress has been made. With fears 
of a second wave of COVID infections, some UK 
citizens are also now more fearful of what leaving 
the EU will look like. The pandemic has exposed 
that decision making without careful consulta-
tion of other countries can be very dangerous. 

There are many issues that both sides view as 
important that are prolonging the discussions, 
while underlying political goals also play a role. 
The UK is wary of a deal that leaves them still 
closely tied to the EU, and the EU needs a deal 
that makes a statement, one that shows leaving 

the bloc will not be beneficial, in order to dis-
suade other member states from following suit. 
The negotiations thus far have been riddled with 
frustration, with both sides losing patience with 
the lack of progress. There is disagreement about 
how their post-Brexit relationship should be gov-
erned, with the EU asking for a treaty that covers 
everything, and the UK looking for a simple trade 
deal. Many aspects of the economy are also being 
debated; for example, rules around fishing have 
been difficult to develop. Another point of con-
tention is the authority of the European Court of 
Justice in relation to Britain’s courts and Parlia-
ment. In addition, issues around the Irish border 
have also not been fully resolved. Evidently, dis-
agreement over policies and priorities continue 
to plague Britain’s departure process. 

So, where are we now? Unfortunately, not that 
far from where we started. It’s been four years 
since the original referendum, and with 175 days 
left until the end of the transition period, there 
doesn’t seem to be an easy end in sight. As much 
as Prime Minister Johson is adamant that he will 
“Get Brexit Done,” it may not be the Brexit that 
many citizens hoped for. However, with the econ-
omy already in shambles, some predict a no-deal 
Brexit would not make the same difference it 
would have before, and perhaps more freedom 
from Europe could be valuable as the govern-
ment rebuilds the economy. This prediction, like 
most other proposed solutions, is highly debat-
ed. A ‘successful’ Brexit depends very much on 
perspective. With the way things are going, the 
only way to emerge from Brexit successfully is for 
both sides to let go of some sticking points they 
brought to the negotiations. 

Firinne Rolfe (‘21) is a Senior Editor at SPR 
and a co-Head of Politics Club for the upcoming 

year.

Brexit – Where Are We Now?

July 14, 2020 by Firinne Rolfe
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VIEWPOINT: Floyd, Epstein, Yemen – Stop Justifying Inequality

July 15, 2020 by Logan Wang

Two years ago journalist Gwynne Dyer visited SMUS to talk about populism and the wealth gap. A then 
senior student went for the gotcha-question: “So you believe my parents shouldn’t be rewarded for their 
hard work and outstanding achievements?” She was well-spoken, and for a moment, she had me – I’d never 
get out of bed if not for incentives, not to mention fairness and the benefits of our meritocracy. 

Without missing a beat, Dyer responded, “71% of the global population lives under $10 a day. It’s unques-
tionable that Bill Gates worked hard all his life, just as it is impossible that he worked eight billion times 
harder than five billion people.”

Over the past couple of months, the death of George Floyd, Jeffrey Epstein’s documentary, and the esca-
lating humanitarian crisis in Yemen together expose three irreconcilable forms of modern inequality – of 
identity, of wealth, and of life.

Racism, sexism, and other forms of perspective bias are unquestionably prevalent, both within and be-
yond Western societies. Different identities receive unequal treatment by society, the statistical evidence is 
clear. Between 2011 and 2018, Nature Human Behaviour analyzed 255 million traffic stops in America and 
found that Black drivers are 1.4 times more likely to be pulled over than white drivers. Additionally, the dis-
crepancy reduces significantly when comparing traffic stops only at night – most likely as officers are less 
capable of identifying the driver’s race. As for the widely contentious gender pay gap, in 2017, the Census 
Bureau found that women in the US were paid 80% of what men were paid. And before you attribute this 
differential to maternity leave or employment rates, all individuals recorded worked full-time and year-
round. 

9
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10

I digress. Evidence that different identities are unequal on a global scale should not be up for debate. As 
of today, marital rape continues to be legal in more than ten countries, and slavery in six. Perhaps as a result 
of, or at least related to, the inequalities of identity, is the inequality of wealth.

Jeffrey Epstein, an American hundred-millionaire, abused hundreds of girls, most of whom were under-
age, for at least twenty years beginning in 1994. In that time, numerous social and political elites were aware 
of what was going on. President Bill Clinton, Prince Andrew, and President Donald Trump were all report-
ed to have been close to Epstein, the latter infamously saying in 2002, “I’ve known Jeff for 15 years. Terrific 
guy. He’s a lot of fun to be with. It is even said that he likes beautiful women as much as I do, and many of 
them are on the younger side.”

Epstein’s ability to conceal his abuse from criminal justice systems for over two decades should not shock 
you. With a net worth of over $500 million, Epstein owned a private island, two private jets, and retained a 
group of top defence lawyers reminiscent of OJ Simpson’s 1995 Dream Team. When he was sentenced to a 
13-months prison sentence for soliciting prostitution, he paid more than $128,136 for deputies to accom-
pany him, which allowed him to go on work release for twelve hours a day, six days a week. And when he 
was on trial for sex trafficking and possession of underage pornography, he bought protection from fellow 
inmates by transferring money into their commissary accounts. In America, Epstein epitomizes the false-
hood that claims everyone is equal under the law.

“A child under the age of five dies every 10 minutes of preventable causes,” wrote Stephen O’Brien in 
2017, then chief of UN humanitarian affairs. While the crisis is entangled by complex geopolitical factors, 
the UN estimates that it would take $4 billion to save 24 million lives in the foreseeable future. That’s a lot of 
money. Except that, on average, the world’s ten richest men each own $84.82 billion, and if they each do-
nate 0.05% of their holdings they could each save more than 2 billion lives. Yet, you and I both know that’s 
not going to happen. Jeff Bezos’ life is worth $182 billion, and the average Yemeni in need is worth $166. 

In 2009, Marina Keegan’s “Why We Care About Whales” famously examined the way humans devote 
unequal levels of attention and care, based on perception rather than empathy. Why do we embrace some 
lives and neglect others? There is no moral justification for humanity to use $182 billion to sustain one 
life while denying to allocate $166 for another. Total equality is unachievable and unideal, but it’s time for 
economists, philosophers, and politicians to stop justifying extreme inequality.

Logan Wang (‘20) is a Managing Editor at SMUS Political Review and is heading to Georgetown 

University’s School of Foreign Service to study International Politics and Philosophy.

Source: Daily Sabah
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