Subscribe (/subscribe)

iPolitics
Login (/login)
Briefs
Politics Policy Opinions (http://ipolitics.ca/category/ipolitics(http://ipolitics.ca/category/politics/)
(http://ipolitics.ca/category/policy/)
(http://ipolitics.ca/category/opinions/)
briefs/)
(/)

Free Liberal memberships!
(Conditions may apply.)
The Liberals want your money — but they want your
data even more
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“I refuse to join any club that would have me as a member,” said
Groucho Marx. He wasn’t talking about the Liberal party, of course;
as of this weekend, he’d have nothing to worry about anyway.
At the party’s convention in Winnipeg last week, Liberals adopted a
new constitution which does away with the concept of ‘membership’
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and replaces it with ‘registration’. Anyone can register as a Liberal
now, for free.
(http://winnipeg2016.liberal.ca/files/2016/04/Constitutionofthe
LiberalPartyofCanada.pdf) Once you do, you receive newsletters,
are entitled to vote in your electoral district association and attend
conventions — and can vote in future leadership races.
The Liberals want to morph from party to movement, from club to
catchall. That has serious implications — not just for the LPC but,
by ricochet, for all political parties in Canada.
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by ricochet, for all political parties in Canada.
At first blush, the move seems very clever. Political party
membership is on the decline, here in Canada and around the
world. (http://www.economist.com/node/17306082) According to a
study by Samara Canada, just nine per cent of Canadians
(http://www.samaracanada.com/research/samarademocracy360)
report being a member of a political party. Statistics Canada puts the
number at only 4 per cent and reports it varies by income:
(http://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/89652x/89652x2015006
eng.htm#a6) 7 per cent of Canadians aged 25 to 64 who earn
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$80,000 a year hold party memberships, compared to 3 per cent of

(HTTP://WWW.IPOLITICS.CA/CATEGORY/OPINIONS

those earning $40,000 a year or less. Entry fees, no matter how
small, could be construed as a barrier to participation for the less
welloff. The Liberals can claim that they’re boosting democratic
engagement by opening their doors to all comers.
The Liberals’ move also seems very modern. In the age of

(http://ipolitics.ca/2016/06/03/nathan
cullennotseekingndp
leadership/)

Facebook and the ‘sharing economy’, why should political
membership require more than a “like”? And why should a voter
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have to commit to a yearlong membership if he or she is only
supporting a party for a single election? Political loyalty is becoming
a thing of the past. One only has to look south of the border to
see the spectacular effect of the rise of independent voters — and
the rewards that go to politicians who know how to engage those
voters. Making it ‘free’ only makes it easier.
But don’t kid yourself — free membership isn’t free. It comes at a
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price, and that price is your personal information. In the age of Big
Data, your email address is far more valuable than your $10. The
Liberal party will engage with you, probe you for your interests, likes
and dislikes (Did you sign up for that newsletter on electoral reform?
Are you more interested in climate change? Do you have kids? A
dog? An iguana?) and mine you for information and money.
Since previous

(http://ipolitics.ca/2016/06/03/israeli
palestinianstatusquo
isntsustainabledion/)
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governments set lower
limits on donations,
forbade unions and
corporations from
giving and eliminated
public pervote
subsidies, small
donations have become

The Liberals could end up

the lifeblood of politics.
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Liberals can offer the
ultimate lossleader in

(http://ipolitics.ca/2016/06/03/canadians
supportregulationbut
notonline/)

exchange for hundreds of thousands of names. So if you’re a
registered Liberal, set your spam filter on high — and brace yourself
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for a deluge of donation requests.
Whoever controls the data, of course, controls how it’s used. Under
the revamped Liberal constitution, control of the data belongs to the
leadership, not local associations. That’s probably no accident. In
the update to her mustread book Shopping for Votes, iPolitics
columnist Susan Delacourt reports that Justin Trudeau was madly
excited about the Liberals’ new election database, called the
Console. It divides ridings into six types, from winnable to hopeless,
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and pinpoints how much attention each one is getting (or needs)
from volunteers, down to the time of day in individual
neighbourhoods.
The Console’s data also tells the party which voters are receptive to
which messages. “We knew,” said strategist Dan Arnold, “which
types of people would benefit from the Canada Child Benefit, and

(http://ipolitics.ca/2016/06/03/the
drilldownalbertas
carbontaxbillgoes
intoovertime/)

which types of people would benefit from the middleclass tax cut,
and which types of people would benefit from transit investments.
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Based on that, we’d send directmail pamphlets to those areas that
were more likely to have parents or more likely to have commuters.
There was a bit of that in terms of tailoring the message.”
Datamining became serious business, and Trudeau took it more
seriously than anyone. “Few things made him angrier, for instance,”
Delacourt writes, “than to see Liberal volunteers surrounding him at
events instead of gathering up contact information.”
The Liberals have caught up to, if not surpassed, the Conservatives
in their electoral datamining abilities. The next step appears to be
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gathering even more data — and free membership is a great way to
do that. It could pay great dividends in the short term — but what
about the long term?
While all may be well under the current leader, what happens when
Trudeau eventually leaves the job? The potential for a party
takeover by a oneissue candidate becomes much greater with free
memberships. An outside organization — a labour union, a religious
institution, a special interest group, even another political party —

(http://ipolitics.ca/2016/06/03/does
automaticapplausea
trainedsealmake/)
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institution, a special interest group, even another political party —
could theoretically take over the Liberals by registering enough
people to influence the leadership vote process in individual district
associations.
And if anyone can attend a convention, even someone with no
ongoing relationship with the party, what will that mean for policy
development? What will the Liberals stand for, or against, if their
principles can be changed with a click or a swipe, by people who
won’t pony up $10 to declare their affiliation? Will ‘Liberal’ mean
anything, beyond a word on a sign?
In this brave new world, membership no longer will have its
privileges. The Liberals could end up morphing into not a movement
but a chameleon — offering the populist flavour of the moment. And
that could lead them to some very strange and uncomfortable
places.
Discount democracy doesn’t mean better democracy. And putting
your money where your beliefs are — even if it’s only a few symbolic
dollars — still matters.
The views, opinions and positions expressed by all iPolitics
columnists and contributors are the author’s alone. They do not
inherently or expressly reflect the views, opinions and/or positions of
iPolitics.
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Join the discussion…
Jane Lowe
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2 days ago

Heather Mallick in the Toronto Star has written a great piece on
Reformer/Con women and especially a good description of
who the temporary female leader of the Reform Party is. Very
worrisome for the Reformer Women because she has
explained who they appear to be.
2△

▽
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Farmer > Jane Lowe

•

2 days ago

Jane Lowe: I wouldn't believe anything Heather Mallick
talks about. She hates the Cons and will say and do
whatever it is to change your mind or anyones mind.
Don't be so naive. Do some research on her and find
out the facts.
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2 days ago

Reply to herefornow49  Please inform us with details on Bill
C51 exactly the paragraphs that spy on Canadians. Let's

Does automatic
applause a
trained seal
make?
(http://ipolitics.ca/2016/06/03/doesautomaticapplause-atrained-sealmake/)

C51 exactly the paragraphs that spy on Canadians. Let's
have a detailed word by word from you which clauses strip
you of your privacy. You have not read C51, you have no idea
what is in this Bill. You're simply another of the flock who has
heard it's full of bogey man rhetoric and therefore jumping on
the bandagon of the uniformed. Sadly you are a template for
many out there who refuse to educate themselves and actually
read this bill. But somehow you've managed to throw garbage
statements against the wall and sadly most has stuck.
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What are you talking about? The RCMP just got
slapped with getting too much information on people
that ask for information under the Freedom of
Information Act. So that's one thing we know for sure.
You are new to this site so are you not going back to
the oil rigs yet and you are bored from being out of
work or what.............
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What the hell are you talking about...what does
that have to do with Bill C51? And hate to burst
your bubble but no, I'm certainly not new to this
site...been around a long time and you have
something against oil rigs? And you're off with
that statement...way off!
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Hey,the Liberal's could just keep Harper and his
Reform/conservatives" Bill C51" intact.Or tweek it a little more
to the right...And spy on all Canadians whenever they want
and for whatever reason...Our mail,emails,bank
statements,school records,friends,relatives.Boy,I bet that
would give them a lot of information about the inclinations of
Canadians.
Give us a break Tasha,no one says you have to join.....They
are trying something new.So what.
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•
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I have donated to political parties in the past, but I've never
been a member of any party. And I don't think I ever would be.
I suppose if you wanted to be an influencer inside the party it
could be an interesting step to take. I'd rather judge from afar.
;)
So few people have political memberships right now, it will be
interesting to see if this brings people out to join. I'm doubtful
myself. I think people like choice.
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Hmmm...
I've thought of becoming a member of a party now and again.
But then I thought to myself, if I want to swim in bowl of poo, I
have a toilet in my own home that I can fill and swim in.
No thank you.
No fee, or fee, party membership ain't for me.
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•

is that why you are "the wet one"?
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There is nothing here that internal party polling has't already
revealed. Sure, there will be lots of data to help the party track
the reactions of members so, if that bothers you, don't join the
party. If you think you can join the Conservative party and
avoid metadata, you are fooling yourself. Political parties mine
the data of their members and I would be far more surprised if
the Liberals didn't follow the trend.
The difference between a 'party' and a 'movement' is rather
like the difference between 'ad mail' and 'addressed ad mail.'
Of course the PM is thrilled. You and I would be too, if we had
the chance.
I didn't vote for Justin. I am a Red Tory Monarchist but I like
the cut of his jib. He shows real political savvy.
Conservatives have a long way to go to find a comparable
leader.
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Please don't tell us that you voted for a continued
Harper government™ (unless of course your MP is
upstanding, but is also a member of the CPC caucus). I
also identify with your descriptive as being a "Red Tory
Monarchist", but I could never support a government
run by Harper and his Reform/Alliance interlopers. The
CPC is "conservative" in name only.
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Exactly. They are Reformers through and
through and when you look at their
representatives like Tom Flanagan (American
Prof in Canada) and Preston Manning, prince of
darkness IMO, you can see that any that would
follow and admire are not looking at the whole
picture.
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"MP is upstanding, but is also a member of the
CPC caucus"
Is that possible given the record of Harper's
time in office and the support of his MP's? How
could anyone with true ethics remained a CPC
MP?
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Oh I agree.
1△
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All that data came in handy for Pierre Poutine to identify non
Tories and then to practice voter supression ..oh sorry wrong
party !
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Good one.

•

2 days ago

Good one.
1△
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I'm sure the 25,000 Syrian refugees who were rushed to
Canada by New Year's, and are scrambling to find housing
and a job, were already given one when they landed!
LOL
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•

3 days ago

Once again our right wing pundit illustrates that for Harper
Conservatives, it's always all about the money. Tasha figure
that $10 price tag makes all the difference. I know for a fact
that the personal information about me that Tasha pretends to
find so shocking if it ends up in a Liberal database, is already
in the Harper Conservative database. I can assure you that I
have NEVER in my life given a cent to any Conservative
organization or given any suggestion of support; in fact I have
demanded that they remove all my information from their
database and remove me from their mailing lists. But I still get
those offensive Conservative newsletters in my post box,
emails in my inbox and phone calls asking for support and
funding, not just at election time, but throughout the life of every
Parliament. Yes the Liberals have improved their information
game, but there is no evidence that they have started to slice
and dice the electorate the divisive way the Harper
Conservatives do.
"And putting your money where your beliefs are — even if it’s
only a few symbolic dollars — still matters." Nonsense; I know
perfectly well that people in my neighbourhood are on the
Harper Conservative membership list because somebody else
paid the $10 fee. That's the Harper Conservative way.
10 △
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Of course she had to slip the term "brave new world" in there
like some kind of dog whistle.
So political parties are finally catching up to a ten year old
trend running rampant through society? Wow.
So political parties are gathering more information to try and
tailor their policies to the people they serve? Scary.
So political parties are becoming more consensus based and
actually reflecting what the majority want? Ooooooo.
And all that could be prevented by a $10 fee? Uh huh.
Again I come back to this: people pay you to write this crap?
That's the most dystopic thing I see here Tasha. LOL
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Read Heather Mallick in the Toronto Star today. She
describes female Reformers to a tee especially leather
Ambrose.
2△
Elmo Harris

▽
•

• Reply • Share ›

3 days ago

"The potential for a party takeover by a oneissue candidate
becomes much greater with free memberships."
If an issue becomes so great that it results in a party takeover,
then so be it. It's called democracy. I know that may be a
strange word for you, Tasha.
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Tasha's concern for LPC members is rather perplexing.
I think she simply doesn't want them to have more
members than the CPC.
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With you coming onto my radar when you
challenged a commenters juvenile behaviour,
and this with much appreciation, I trust with
reference to yours here that we've both seen
crocodile tears before.
I raise this in light of you saying "Tasha's
concern for LPC members is rather perplexing"
and wondering whether there might be a deeper
more significant explanation than "I think she
simply doesn't want them to have more
members than the CPC"?
Oh and please, don' get me wrong I'm not doing
Tasha any favours in my asking.
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I don't have a membership in any political party. That
would change if a Trump type fascist tried to take
control of the Liberal Party. Canadians can become
activists when required.
12 △
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Exactly. Too deep for Tasha to understand.
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Too outside the bubble of political
partisanism where she resides, that's for
sure.
4△
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Indeed we can, as the ABC, or ABH, movement
proved last Oct.
10 △
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...and we didn't have to formally join a
political party to do our bit to cause the
downfall of the Harper government™.
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So I take it that you are worried that perhaps, in the distant
future, the Liberal Party, which you have no affiliation with other
than to disparage, may or may not be susceptible to someone,
oh lets say a multimillionaire businessman with no ties to the
party, coming in and taking over this party that you care
nothing about and enthralling it with populist ideas. Well, at
least if that happens, he (the multimillionaire businessman)
won't have had to buy a membership at the last minute to
prove his party fealty. That would leave him open to running for
the Conservative party leadership, if he thought that would be

a better angle to meglomaniac power. I see what you are
worried about, Tasha and as a Liberal, can I just say how
touched I am at your concern for the future health of my party.
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Jane Lowe > Tippi
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Read Heather Mallick in the Toronto Star today. She
describes the female Reformer very eloquently. Poor
things really don't know who they are or how they
appear.
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Kevin O'Leary for example.
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Discount democracy doesn’t mean better democracy. And
putting your money where your beliefs are — even if it’s only a
few symbolic dollars — still matters.
Really? So, the purported 9196% of Canadians who don't
have party memberships are doing things that don't matter? I
didn't realize we had to directly pay to vote. While you make a
few points worth noting, Tasha, the conclusion is completely
fallacious garbage. It's not 'discount democracy'.
And as far as massive commandeering of the Liberal party or
movement by outside forces, I suspect that some of these
constitutional changes for the party were probably aimed at
preventing any such thing from happening.
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if you’re a registered Liberal, set your spam filter on high —
and brace yourself for a deluge of donation requests
Tasha,
Liberal emails come with an "unsubscribe" link embedded at
the bottom. Same with the NDP. And the Greens. They all
honour these requests.
The only party email flood I have had a problem with, is
Conservative emails. That I had to set up a spam filter for.
Perhaps your experience with party generated emails is rather
limited?
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I thought that because of the Harper Government's anti
spam law  you have to provide an unsubscribe link.
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you have to provide an unsubscribe link
True, but it doesn't apply to certain groups. I
believe political parties is one of them. And
there doesn't seem to be any enforcement on
validating that such links actually work as
expected (permanent "technical difficulties").
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Perhaps Tasha's experience with a lot of things about
which she writes is rather limited.
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Do you think it would make any difference if she
did?
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It would make her slightly less
objectionable.
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"So if you’re a registered Liberal, set your spam filter on high
— and brace yourself for a deluge of donation requests."
Not one little peep from Ms. Kheiriddin when classact, Cheryl
Gallant abused the image of murdered soldier, Cpl. Nathan
Cirillo by promising holiday hams in exchange for donations
printed on her junk mail flyers.
I'm no Liberal, and neither did I vote for them, and I do
recognize that partisanship when mixed with passion can
be positive. But, the only vibe I get from Ms. Kheiriddin again
and again is of a squalid cynical hack.
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Cheryl Gallant outdid herself Monday night leading off
the Adjournment debate in the Commons. Her wanton,
slanderous statements directed against the current
Canadian ambassador to the US elicited from the
Liberal House Leader a rebuttal beginning with "wow".
It'll be interesting to see if anyone in the media picks up
on it. It was vintage Gallant.
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She's an embarrassment. Prominent
conservatives support the Ambassadors
appointment strongly, I have no idea why she
picked this topic to harp on.
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The statements are in Hansard. Use the link
below and then use the browser 'Find' feature
and enter '2025'. The text should jump to
Gallant's drivel.
www .parl .gc
.ca/HousePublications/Publication.aspx?
Language=E&Mode=1&Parl=42&Ses=1&DocId=8304447
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Thanks for the Hansard citation. This is
a "must read" for anyone who has any
doubts as to Gallant's "abilities" as an
MP, let alone her questionable sanity.
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