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Abstract:

The diploma thesis concerns with dramatical chargfe€anadian society during
Pierre Elliott Trudeau was Prime Minister of Canabha1960’s, when he came to
power Canada enjoyed economic prosperity.

The thesis deals with the policy of multiculturadisas it was proclaimed official
policy in 1971 by Trudeau and Canada is the onlyntry in the world that has the
multicultural policy “embedded” in its ConstitutionTrudeau wanted to solve
problems with Quebec nationalism by coming up vatficial multiculturalism, but
we can say that he acutely described the situatio®anada that was always
dependent on immigration. Trudeau reached his ma@sortant goal in 1982 when
Canadian Constitution was patriated (moved fromdaonto Ottawa). By that time,
Canadian Constitution could be modificated by théidh parliament, only. By
patriation of its Constitution Canada reachedifudiependence.

Anotace:

Diplomova prace se zabyva &nami kanadské spaieosti them viady premiéra
Pierra Elliotta Trudeaua. V 60. letech, kdy se doktmoci, Kanada zazivala obdobi
ekonomického rozkstu.

Prace se takéénuje problematice multikulturality. Roku 1971 Trade prohlasil
multikulturalituralitu za officialni narodni politkou strategii, ktera byla nasledn
zakotvena v kanadské Usta Kanada je jedinda zemmna s¥té, kterd& ma
multikulturalitu zakotvenou v Gst&y Trudeau chd vyhlaSenim této strategie
piedevSim viesSit problémy s quebeckym nacionalismem, da se rale Ze
vyhlaSenim multikulturality vystizhpojmenoval i situaci tehdejSi Kanady, ktera vzdy
zazivala piliv imigranti z riznych ¢asti séta. DalSim usfchem Trudeaua byla
patriace kanadské Ustavy roku 1982, kdy byla Ustaewezena z Londyna do
Ottawy. Do té doby totiz mohl kanadskou Ustavu upvat pouze britsky parlament.

Timto krokem Kanada dosahla své uplné nezavishastielké Britanii.
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1. Introduction

Canada became the first country in the world whiels had the multucultural policy
“embedded” in the Constitution. As a state poliowlticulturalism is reflected in a

number of laws, regulations and practises.

My diploma thesis is concerned with dramatic chantget Canadian society went
through during the period Pierre Elliot Trudeau Wasne Minister of Canada (1968-
79 and 1980-84). When Trudeau came to power, thatogpwas enjoying prosperity
and a high standard of living, but it was also tapart by the perennial English-French
conflict, going back several centuries. Trudeau,ilzeral, grew up in Quebec in a
French-English family and became aware of the degped problems in the Quebec-
English Canada relationship. Therefore, his maimcem was to create a better status
for the French speaking province. He also wantechtinge Canada’s standing in the
world. The country had been independent since 18é{7/most of its policies were still
designed and controlled in London, Great Britain.

The British parliament had been in charge of foatin the Immigration Policy of
Canada. The country built on the triangular basautish, French and Aboriginal
cultures, did not have control over the centrakasgvhich was shaping its character —
the influx of immigrants. It was the British pari@nt that was deciding for centuries
who should and should not live in its overseas mpl®loreover, Canadian constitution
could only be modified in London. When Trudeau leeaPrime Minister, one of his
main tasks was tpatriate the constitutiobring it physically home). Further, this goal
was to have Canada control its immigration poliaythe 1960’s, Canadian population
was predominantly white, with European or Ameri€mistian roots. There were Jews
but very few Muslims, Hindus, Sikhs or Buddhisteople of colour would not have
been admitted to the country because of the oveattyst immigration policy at the

time.

Almost all these changes of Canadian society catrdmed to those fifteen years
Trudeau was in the office. From the sociologicahpof view, it is a very short time

to monitor changes in a society. To understandctmsequences and the conditions



which prepared the ground for those changes, mdended period had to be written
about.

Canada has become a mosaic of different culturggyrdike the United States, there is
less pressure on the newcomers to assimilate. 8e Wmerica is often compared to a
melting pot the concept of Canada is more based on accudimrat newcomers are

expected to adapt to the host society sufficietdlype albe to function economically
and socially, and therefore Canadian governmemtgern is to manage this cultural

diversity succesfully.

However, at first | did not know much about theitgop was interested in it because the
image of multiculturalism seemed to be almost ideahe, because of its very positive
conotation it has in Europe. | wanted to know howain work practically in a country
where multiculturalism was proclaimed the offic@licy. What are its benefits and
what are its failures, if there are any. If its Igoare real and can be reached or if it is
just a politically correct phrase for a countryhtave highly democratic image. | also
wondered what it means for a country to be offigiahulticultural and how it can be
implemented in laws and rules. | was also intetesiethe personality of Pierre Elliot
Trudeau. | asked myself why he was so importan€amada and why he is still so

controversial.



2. Multiculturality

2.1 What is multiculturality

The idea of multiculturality characterizes a socidiving in inter-racial and
intercultural harmony. The concept infuses the iti@thl understanding of culture,
searches for opportunities for tolerance and umaledsng, and does as much as
possible either to avoid or to resolve conflictdn be defined as a set of principles to
integrate and legitimate cultural pluralism andnathl diversity. Multicultural idea
encompasses different cultural backgrounds, racésaritages. As a policy, it tries to
encourage tolerance, reduce racism, stress muggpect and remove discrimination
and social barriers. It also emphasises uniquerdifices which characterize various

cultures within a nation.

Multiculturalism is an ideology proclaming that wurklly diverse groups should have
equal status, i.e. it strives to guarantee equghtsi for everyone. The term
“multicultural” also describes demographic condigBoof ethnic or cultural diversity

which have been created in a specific area.

Before looking into specific Canadian conditionsvitl be useful to describe some of
the theoretical precepts of this ideology.

* Kymlicka describes multiculturalism as culturaugalism, where minorities
are incorporated into societies and where socieaesommodate the cultural
background of different minority groups and confrtime demands of these groups to
recognize their identity (Kymlicka, 1995). Multi¢utalism focuses on cultural
diversity, ethnic variety, and teaching tolerande.concerns with relations and
interaction of existing cultures (Mitchell, 1993).

* Multiculturalism deals with ‘majorities’ as mu@s ‘minorities’, and forms
the whole society using various practices. It pbtsociety against inequalities of
power, and racism, emphasizes human rights the titalibralization” of society
(Jackson, 2002).

» Forbes claims that multiculturalistis a particular social condition of racial
and ethnic or cultural diversity resulting from ingration; it is a complex network of

laws and policies for managing that diversity; aihds a vision of a free and diverse



society in which all individuals live peacefullycaamicably on a footing of equality
with each other”(Forbes, 2001:1). Wilson states that multicultgral is a strategy
designed as a system of social control (Wilson5200

2.2 Multiculturalism in Canada

In Canada, as well as other English-speaking cmstthe term ‘multiculturalism’

became widely used in the 1960‘s because of thteralineeds of immigrants, mostly
of non-European origin. It is a policy defined bgce or ethnicity, nationality and
religion (Modood, 2007). It provides for variousltawal activities and different views

of life and cultural experience.

“Multiculturalism” refers to the presence of divergacial and ethnic minorities who
define themselves as different and who wish to memso. Ideologically,
multiculturalism consists of a relatively cohereet of ideas and ideals pertaining to
the celebration of Canada’s cultural diversity. Itidulturalism at the policy level is
structured around the management of diversity tjindarmal initiatives in the federal,
provincial and municipal domains. Finally, multicwalism is the process by which
racial and ethnic minorities compete to obtain supfrom central authorities for the
achievement of certain goals and aspirations @madntary Information and Research
service, 2006).

Multiculturalism was incorporated into official poles of a number of countries in
1970’s. In Canada, it was proclaimed a nationaicgbby theMulticulturalism Actin

1971 and confirmed with slight changes in 1988. &anis the only country in the
world which has got multiculturalism ‘embedded’ ‘@enshrined’ in its Constitution

which means that every other law has to be comlgatitth it.

Without any doubts, Canada is a multicultural stycias almost 60 % of the population
is of non-British or non-French origin. Consequgnthulticulturalism describes the

reality of Canadian society and in 1971 the polignominated what was already

! The idea of multiculturalism appeared and was d@iractised in another liberal states, e. g. in the

United Kingdom, the Netherlands and Australia,ibbiad been never proclaimed a national policy.
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obvious (Troper, 1999). Although Canada had alrdaebn de facto multicultural, this
aspect had not been appreciated in reality. Mdtticalism began to be supported
during the 1960’'s and 1970’s, as a result of Camageople’s values changing
dramatically since the end of the Second World Vapecially in the 1950's, old
values were being replaced by pragmatism, empowsrraed, last but not least,

support of ethnic diversity (Dasco, 2003).
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3. Historical context

To understand the basis of multiculturality, itngportant to be familiar with Canadian
history. From the historical point of view, the odty has never been homogeneous, as
it stands on the triangular base of British, Fremacll Aboriginal people’s cultures

coexisting and influencing each other.

3.1 Early immigration

The Minister of Employment and Immigration Ron Agketated:“Except for our
native peoples, we are all immigrants or the dedaets of immigrants”(Atkey,
1979:7).

The aboriginal people were Indians and Inuits. Tpbably came from Siberia across
the Bering Strait during the last Ice Age. The gaious peoples inhabited Canada for
at least 10 000 years before the arrival of Europed@hose peoples who had already

been diverse linguistically and culturally creatlkd native population.

The first Europeans who came to the east coastaobda round 986 were Vikings
from Sweden or Norway. Leif Eriksson, one of thesimtamous Viking explorers,
probably built the first European settlement in thokmerica, which was abandoned a
few years later. However, the sailing west Vikingsver established a permanent
colony. Five hundred years later, European expmomgere trying to discover the
passage to Asia. In 1497, John Cabott, who saited £ngland, reached an unknown
territory and named it Newfoundland, claiming thieaafor the English King. Jacques
Cartier, a French explorer, reached the Gulf of I®wrence in 1534. The first
permanent French settlement called Acadie was ledtal in 1604. For the next 230
years the French built a string of settlements @ltihve St. Lawrence River. King of
France attempted to settle the eastern Canadastatalieh a colony called New France
there but he needed more settlers to colonizeahe. lin 1663 lowly populated, but
coherent New France was made a royal colony, buFrasce had been almost

constantly at war since 1688, it had neither timemoney to spend on the colony.
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At the beginning of 177 century, there were British, French and many Indiébes
living in what was called CanalaFrom 1689 to 1763 there was a series of four
intercolonial wars. In 1759, British defeated Ftenn the Battle of the Plains of
Abraham?® which was a decisive event of the Seven Year's WaEanada because it
led to the fall of French power over Québec. In3,t6e French had to promise fidelity
to the King of England and sign the Treaty of Rafishey wanted to stay in Québec.
They lost all of their dependencies in North Amariand Canada became fully
controlled by British Empire. In 177Québec Actvas passed to avoid connecting this
francophone province with rioting American coloniés 1791, Constitutional Act
divided the country into English-speaking Upper & and French-speaking Lower

Canada.

Starting in 1763, when the British gained contrbltlre land, they began to direct
immigration to Canada. Between 1815 — 1838, wheQQM Scottish settled in Nova
Scotia, they had to get familiar with descendaitrench, Indians and with families
of English farmers. Scottish settled in New BrurgdwiOntario and Quebec, too.
Thousands were displaced farmers but many also daome quite wealthy and
educated city familiesand they wanted to start\a life and “create their fortunes” in
Canada. As a result, some of the largest Canadisimdsses were created prevalently
by Scots. There were 25 — 40 thousand of peoplangpte Canada annually in the
1850’s. The main groups of immigrants were Irislhovsuffered from famine in their
homeland. Canada also saw the influx of Black p#ofiom the U.S. Loyalists
brought about 5,500 blacks into Canada. Blacks weseng a system of the
“Underground Railroad” which was an elaborated mekwof guides to help them

2 The name Canada comes from an Iroquoian word tagnmeaning a “settlement or a “village*.
The land was called Canada by Jacques Cartier gingoto references of Aboriginal people and was
refered to as Canada in European books by 15&fin{fCKanady, p. 25).

% Also known as the Battle of Québec.
* Slavery was abolished in British Upper Canada 793l Great Britain promised freedom and

sanctuary to any slave who deserted his AmericastanaAmericans were enraged and demanded
their slaves to be returned but British did noteagr

® Americans who sympathised with the British sideAmerican revolution. Almost 100,000 of
Loyalists escaped to Canada when the British sid¢ [They were said to bring anti-American

sentiments into Canada.
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escape from the U.S. to Canada. At that time, sjaveCanada was abolished, black
people could become citizens, could vote and owd.|&stimated number of blacks
coming to Canada between 1800 and 1850 was abOu@Q® Most of them returned

to the U.S to fight in the Civil War, or just caniback to their families after the

abolition of slavery. 20,000 blacks stayed in Gknand formed the backbone of the
black community (The African Slave Trade and the dd¢ Passage at

http://www.pbs.org).

On July 1, 1867, as the first step toward the iedelence of Canada, four provinces
created aconfederationOntario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.rd laee
now ten provinces and three territories in Can&la.John A. McDonald, a Scot,

became the first Prime Minister of Canada.

3.2 Immigration under British Control

Canadians needed immigrants to farm the Prairiesk wn the forrests and help to
build the huge country, however, in the society yndoubted that they can benefit
from the influx of non-British people. Canadian gavment, directed from London,
England established new regulations, which stromtiggouraged Asian, Jewish and
southern-European from immigration and made adomsef eastern-Europeans more
difficult (Mount Allison University, 2009). The 18 pogroms in Russia forced
masses of Jews to escape and seek refuge in thermvesuntries. As Canada needed
immigrants, the government accepted almost 160Jed@sh people between 1880 and
1930. Around the same period, Chinese workers wafiteed to Canada to build the
Pacific Railway. When it was finished, Chinese wsupposed to return to the poor
China but thousands of them stayed illegally in &han forrests where they formed
small enclaves. Canadian government knew about grenlater came up with strict
regulations to limit Chinese immigration at the ineing of 20" century, head tax was

levied on any Chinese coming to Canada.

In 1907, the government published an immigratiormpialet which stated that
“Canada is situated in the North Temperature Zohlee climate is particularly suited

to the white race. It is the new homeland for thigigh people. It is a British country,
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with British customs and ideals(ln Potrebenko, 1977:23). The immigration policy
continued in this racist mood, in 1910 the goveminveas allowed to prohibit landing
to anyone deemed unsuitable.

3.3 The First World War and the Economic Crisis

At the beginning of the First World War, the Carsedi wanted to protect their
homeland against enemy — the Germans, and peapie thhe ex-Austro-Hungarian
Empire who were previously admissible as immigrafscame potential enemies.
Those who refused to submit to Canadian racialiglise, were arrested, interned, or
deported (Day, 2000).

That kind of unwelcoming treatment continued in #820’s. Black Americans and
people from the Caribbean islands found it diffi¢dolbe accepted by Canada and when
they managed to get in they were employed in l@atust jobs. The Chinese
Immigration Actin 1923 ruled against not only Chinese who warntednter Canada,
but against those who were already living there.rrost Canadians, presence of Asian
people in Canada was an unacceptable reality,egswiare considered dgenetically

and culturally inferior’(Avery, 1999, pages not numbered).

As a result of the Great Depression, unemploymeathred about 30 % in 1930’s. It
was obvious that the first to be helped were Camaditizens. There were no jobs for
the immigrants. The Canadian government came up megtrictive regulations which

aimed to decimate immigration in Canada. The immgd&dGreat Depression can be
meassured by rising number of deportations. Immigravere the last to be hired, and
if they lost their jobs, which happened very oftiwey were deported. There were
various reasons for deportation — people were degofor union activities, for

membership in the Communist Party, for chargesiofinality, or for medical reasons.

3.4 The Second World War and the Beginning of Chang es

During the Second World War, Canada did not aceept immigrants except the

British. Thousands of Jews trying to flee Nazidemnvere not admitted, although they
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definitely should have been helped. The Canadiamigration policy remained
unchanged even after the Second World War. Canaiavane afraid of bad economic
situation after the end of wartime industrial protion and demobilization. Yet the
economy expanded rapidly not only because of exparkets. Canadians saved good
money during the wartime and post-war period broumi explosion in consumer
spending. Canadian industry had to face a hugdegrotvhich nobody had expected —
shortage of workers. The best solution was to dperdoor to immigrants, especially
from Europe. Prime Minister Mackenzie King’s diriget stated that the government
policy supported the population growth by encourggimmigration to Canada. In
1952, Citizenship Actwas passed by the Parliament and stating rigidsregulations
for applying and getting Canadian citizenship. iBhf Americans, Germans and Dutch
were on the list of desirable immigrants. Peoptenfisouthern Europe were not wanted
at that time, reputedly, because of their darken sRortuguese, Greeks and Italians
were accepted later. Caribbeans started enterintpd@aand replacing European
immigrants who worked in agriculture and who sougttupations according to their
gualifications.

The population of Canada increased from eleven arwlf to twenty-two million

between 1946 and 1970. Almost two million were imrants from Britain, Italy, the
Netherlands and Hungary, who settled in urban awldistrial areas. Most of them
chose to become English-speaking rather than Frepeaking, a fact that contributed
to a rising anglophone and declining francophonghisates and catalyzed the
development of nationalism in francophone Québehe Tanadian public saw
immigration as a cultural problem and demandedvakgion of the immigrants. Most
of them were willingly learning English or Frenctheir children were attending
Canadian public schools and found a place in Canaslociety, but retained in touch

with their cultural roots, ethnic and religiousditzons.

The immigration policies have always reflected focal, economical and social issues
of the country. The Canadian immigration policyl semained selective, it has ever
been selective, but was becoming more inclusivéortsf were being made to reduce
racism and discrimination in the society and th& lzarriers came down in 1967 by

passing thelmmigration Act As a result, immigration from Asia started rapidl
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increasing.Visible minorities’® became a very important part of Canadian community
Nowadays, new immigrants from the developing caoestroutnumber incoming

Europeans by three to one (at http://www.mta.calalmanada/multi/).

To sum up the picture of population changes, whsious that Canadian society was
predominantly white, Christian and European rigptta the 1960’s and only new
policy stated ifMulticulturalism Act of 1971aunched a new era.

3.4.1 Changes in Immigration policies, Displaced P ersons

There were several thousands of immigrants comimm Germany and the ex Austro-
Hungarian Empire soon after the First World Wartsth Most of them, farmers and
workers, were invited to Canada by the Federal gouwent. Canadian public started to
suspect them of disloyatly, so they had to regiatet report regularly. Some of them
were put tointernment camps’ and confiscated all their property. The camps were
supposed to accomodate “enemy alien” immigrants fahed to register. Almost all of
the interned were released in 1916, as they wesdaukto fill the gap on the labour

market caused by men who served at the front iofeur

During the Second World War, German, Japanese tahdnis were accused of being
Nazi spies or being dangerous for national secwaity were consequently interned
because of their ethnic origin. The governmentosesty considered deportation of

entire Japanese population, most of whom were ino@anada but it was not realised.

When the Second World War ended, Canada startedage its immigration policy
dramatically. Canadians saw the impact of the wail a number of immigrants

accepted for humanitarian reasons, not for thellssknd qualifications was increasing.

® A person who is immediately recognized as origjnebming from abroad according to a different
colour of skin, eg. Chinese or Indian people beldagvisible minorities. People “other than
Aboriginals, who are non-Caucasian in race or nditevin colour” (Employment and Immigration,

1987).

" There were 24 internment camps across Canadath@wrfin British Columbia. (Canada: A People’s

History, p. 97).
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It was the reaction to both the international aachdstic developments. This was a step

forward to gradual abandoning ‘senofobic and racist policies{Avery, 1999).

There were almost 165,000 refugees caldésplaced persons® who were admitted by
Canada between 1946 and 1952. These were peopigynfi@m central, southern,
eastern Europe and Baltic States from former Nazcentration camps forced to leave
or not willing to return to their homelands due ttoubled political or economic

situation. They could not stay in their countriesficing an uncetrain future.

Another new development continued in 1947 whenGhmese-Canadians were given
full citizenship. An Immigration—Labour Committee as/ established to check
immigration and sectors of economy where displapedsons were intentionally

employed to fill in the gaps in the Canadian Labwarket. Later that year, the Bulk
Labour Programme was instituted which helped Camadmployers to organise the
movement of the displaced persons enablingthematd Wor a specific employer in

Canada for two years. The Displaced persons delffyritelped the Canadian economic
boom after the war and the biggest contribution apgarent in agriculture. AlImost

11,000 people from Baltic states, Poland and Ukrawere drafted under this contract
system. The men worked as farmers or miners, th@amohelped in households or
hospitals which were often not the occupations @éeping with their education or

training, but they could sponsor their familiesEnrope for immigration to Canada.
Canadians often underestimated their abilities leeaf their poor English (Avery,

1999).

Not all displaced persons were admitted to Canddal949, 18 Arabs were not

allowed to enter the country for being “too alieAhti-Semitic sentiments, as already

8 Term “stateless* or “forced migrant* is used. Téesere often people who survived in Nazi
concentration camps or labour camps. When the Wakitled, they had nowhere to go. After the
communist regimes gained complete power over Hadterope, it created displaced people again,

who were victimised for their education or highéass membership.
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mentioned, caused that Canada had the worse rémoatcepting Jews, compared to
Australia or the United States (University of Cailgd 997).

3.4.2 Preferred immigrants

When the Second World War ended, many Europeanted/ido leave their destroyed
countries. It was the opportunity for Canada arads#s of “preferred immigrants” were
created. Classes of preferred immigrants includetisB, American and northwestern
Europeans at first. The Canadian government balied@at these groups would
assimilate easier because of their similar culaméd language. In 1947, thousands of
Dutch were invited to Canada, as the Netherlandtasied the high birth-rate in spite

of the war (University of Calgary, 1997).

Despite their former status of “enemy aliens”, Gans) became preferred immigrants
quickly after the Second World War whigbrovides yet another example of Canada’s
racial and ethnic preferences. Public opinion potlsvealed that the majority of
Canadians would rather allow German enemy alienso ithe country than
Mediterranean or Asian peoples. In keeping withséheacial preferences, the federal
government fully revoked the enemy aliens probibdiagainst Italy and Germany by

1952 (University of Calgary, 1997, pages not numbered).

On the other hand, Canada kept its door closedutmdean war victims. Federal
government prepared labour and ethnic requirempotencial immigrants had to pass
medical and character examinations which means‘@atadian officials were highly
selective in admitting immigrantg’University of Calgary, 1997, pages not numbered).

In the 1950’s, Canadian preferences focused onualitGreece and still continued in
Germany and the Netherlands. In 1952, an amendegiration Act was passed by the
Federal government. It established the rights tbmiasion or refusal of immigrants,
both prospective or illegal. These rights, or peiges were based on the nationality and
ethnical background of immigrants, including halaitel probability of assimilation in

Canadian society.
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Economical prosperity of northern and western Eeropthe late 1950’s helped to
change immigration policy of Canada, too, becabeenumbers of people applying for
entering Canada declined. Movement of people fretiria the Iron Curtain in eastern
and central Europe was restricted and Canada aldwsterately needed workers
because development in industial field would hawserb a great risk without
immigration. Therefore, previously undesirable sesrof workers were discovered in
southern Europe, especially in Italy. On the ottend, there was a strong influence of
Communist Partyin that country and Italians weié &insidered as the old enemy, but
Canadian government decided to open immigratioicexfin Italy which should guard

against communist infiltration (Troper, 1999).

3.4.3 Hungarian influx: The Turnaround

Between the 1950’s and the 1980’s, huge numbersfofjees from countries behind
the Iron Curtain sought asylum in Canada wantingriprove their standard of living
or escaping political persecution. Between 1956 &@887 thousands of refugees
escaped from Hungary during the uprising againstabiCommunist regime to Austria
and Yugoslavia. Western countries offered to hlegort finish their studies, as they saw
a great opportunity to accept educated immigraotstie Hungarian refugees were
predominantly young university students and prafess‘This first major European
refugee crisis of the Cold War came at a fortuitou@ment for Canada(Troper, 1999,
pages not numbered). Canadian government provigedransport of 37, 000 refugees
from Europe, as well as financial and medical supphen they arrived to Canada.
The entire staff of Faculty of Forestry of The Usisity of Sopron was moved from
Hungary to British Columbia. Accommodating Hungarirafugees was the first larger
influx of welcome immigrants after the Second WoN@r. Hungarians kept arriving to
Canada in the following decades, many of them pbitineir families who had already
been living there. Immigration of Hungarians stappethe early 1990’s because of the

fall of communism.
The economic boom of the 1950’s slowed down inrtéet decade not only in Canada,

but in Europe. Number of immigrants declined byf laald it led to the revision of the
immigration policy. In 1962, federal government apyed to lift racial and ethnical
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criteria on immigration applicants, but the criteremained for Asians. It modified the
direction of public policy for Canadians startecb®more liberal to racial and ethnical
barriers to immigration. The main sources of imraigm in early 1960'’s still remained

Great Britain and the U.S., but Canada began tacattmmigrants from developing

countries. Immigration offices were therefore omkimeJapan, Egypt, the West Indies,
Lebanon, the Philippines and Pakistan. Canadaedtéotturn from racist to non-racist
immigration policy. The motivation was in particuta improve international image of

Canada and to coordinate immigration legislatiotihwhe international focus on human
rights. These steps caused a total change in @mmaposition of immigrants coming to

Canada (Troper, 1999).

Responsibility for immigration moved to a newlyaddtshed Department of Manpower
and Immigration as it was necessary to solve lowmber of incomers. Immigration
officials had to wrestle arising problem with illdgmmigrants in mid-1960’'sSAmong
those illegally in this country were persons whal leverstayed tourist visas, Asians
smuggled into Canada, and the extended families inofividuals who had
misrepresented the closeness of their relationshiprder to gain entry” (Troper,
1999, pages not numbered). Tracking down and dafpmms cost a lot of money, and
the cabinet found the best solution in changingrthes and authorizing amnesties for
illegal immigrants. Not all of the illegal immigrem declared themselves and the
government was warned by a number of critics thebuld not solve the real problem

of immigrants wanting to escape poverty and petsaTs!

In 1966, the federal government published a whaigep on immigration, which called
for a complete revision of immigration law and rkgions, and totally rejected any
hint of discrimination and racism. The white papes discussed by the Parliamentary
Committee on Immigration, ethnic leaders were afsmlved in discussion but the
government postponed proposed changes as theyafraid of the political impact.
However, one year later, racism and ethnic discration were erased from regulations
and even immigrants from developing countries coapgly for admission. Ottawa
finally ended racial and ethnic preferences andseglregulations dealing with family-
reunification and admission of independent immitgaat that time. New legislation

became known as “the point system” for measuringlifications of an individual
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applicant and giving points for specific skills,caground, language proficiency, age or

prearranged employment.

3.4.4 Eraof Trudeau

Trudeau’s government announced the policy of muitticalism in 1971 which had
been designed to react on cultural and ethnic lgipyia Canadian society. In 1973,
Report of the Canadian Immigration and Populatiotudy was published by the
Department of Manpower and Immigration, which pethbut the need of population
growth through increased immigration. The study eamp with a conclusion, that
sustained growth, especially in wealth-generatirayp, is necessary to avoid the time
when the number of those requiring support wouldhigher than the number of
productive-age peoplélmmigration was necessary if Canada was to kesppisition

in world markets and deliver goods and servicegst@wn population”(Troper, 1999,
pages not numbered). However, some public voicpesapd criticising the notion of

inviting immigrants when there were unemployed Clzanas.

During the 1970’'s as the racial criteria in theesgbn of immigrants were being
suppressed, racial and ethnic composition of ineemstarted changing. As
immigration offices were opening up in Asia, noaditional sources of immigrants
caused that the percentage of visible minoritie€amada to double to 30 % between
1967 and 1975. Government introduced a quota systeisulted with provinces which
divided immigrants into various categorieShe figure could be modified according to

the actual conditions in Canada or abroad.

3.4.5 Changes in refugee policy

Canada played a high-profile role at United Nati@msl ratified the 1951 United
Nations convention on refugees but had no legisatuhich could guarantee the

country as a sanctuary for people in distress.digih accepting displaced persons and

° Refugee category was the most controversial ongefireneurial immigrant class was created as
well, which included investors who brought theipital into Canadian enterprises. As these class was
initiated, number of business immigrants, partidylfom Hong-Kong, increased from1to 6 % of

the incomers (Troper, 1999).
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Hungarian refugees was considered as an exceptactality, in 1968 Canada
accommodated 12,000 refugees immigrants from Catobakia who escaped after the
end of Prague Spring from communist regime and iRasgvasion. At that time,
motivated by economic interests, wave of humamitasim and tension of Cold War,

Ottawa did not hesitate and immediatelly offerelp lve the incomers.

In 1972, 50,000 Ugandan Asians with British pastspaere expelled from Uganda by
Idi Amin and Britain asked Canada and other coastfor assistance because British
authorities were afraid of public resistance agasueh a huge Asian influx. Canada
agreed to admit almost 6,000 Ugandan Asians wilittla or no racial influence on
government’s decision. On the other hand, a ydar Rugusto Pinochet gained power
in Chile. Canada who was an investor in the counhtag recognised his military
regime, so when a group of Chileans asked for asytuthe Canadian embassy, they
were refused for fear of bringing in potentiallyftl&ving—learning immigrants. Two
years later, about 2,000 well-educated Chileansewmrmitted to enter Canada,

however (Troper, 1999).

Worldwide problems with refugees compelled Canadiathorities to come up with
efficient and responsible policy, so a newmigration Actwas introduced in 1978. It
excluded refugees legally entitled to sanctuarynfrather immigrants, and proposed
annual percentage of total immigration number tpiepared for refugees and costs for
their integration. The new Immigration Act was negdecause the 1952 Immigration
Act was in force till 1978 and it had not served urpose anymore as Canadian
society in the 1970’s differed greatly from thathe 1950’s.

The refugee provision of the new Immigration Actrevesoon tested by Vietnamese
people who were leaving their country because efcttimmunist regime in late 1970’s.
They were calledboat peopl&’, as they were escaping on small vessels. Canada
accepted them as political refugees. Although thgrity of Canadians doubted about
accepting such a large number of refugees, the ptre of public expressed generosity
and financially supported the Vietnamese. Till &émal of the 1980’s, Canada admitted
over 60,000 people from Southeast Asia. Acceptefggees became an inseparable

19 Canada: A People’s History, p. 297.
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part of Canadian immigration program, as in 198@Wken the refugee crisis
culminated, almost 30 % of immigrants permittedettter Canada were refugees.
However, in 1980’s Canadians considered the syst@mrloaded and abused by people
who pretended to be refugees, but there was noofepersecution in their country.
Canadians started to call for refugee policy restms, but all of the proposals were
rejected by the Supreme Court for being incompatitith Canadian Charter of Rights
and Freedoms (Troper, 1999).

3.4.6 Minority groups

3.4.6.1 Jews: Fleeing from Nazists

French King Louis XIV. ruled that only Roman Catslicould enter New France, so
there were no Jews in Canada before 1760. Theestadiews were those serving in the
British Army during the Seven Year's War. By 1860]y 450 Jews lived in Canada. In
the wake of 1880’s pogroms in Russia, millions eivd began leaving for the West.
Although the United States accepted the majoritthete people, Canada became one
of their chosen destination as well. Between 18&® 30, the Jewish population in
Canada increased to 155,000.

After the economic collapse, the government did waint to admit immigrants,
because it was difficult to find work for Canadiatizens, and the government was not
able to offer any working possibilities to immigtanThe Depression was not the main

reason for not accepting Jews.

How overtly racist Canadian immigration policy wean be shown on treatment of
Jewish refugees escaping Nazi terror during the@@egVorld War. These poeple were
not accepted. In 1933 when Hitler's power establisNazism in Germany, many Jews
started to seek asylum anywhere else. Not manytgesiwere prepared to accept such
a large number of refugees. Canada admitted o@050f Jewish immigrants in the

1930’s, it happened that ships with Jewish peoplach wanted to land in Canada,

were forced to return to Europe. During the yed@83t1945 only 5,000 Jews were

allowed to come to Canada which is worse than &mgraVestern country.
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Canada did not have a refugee policy. When the riseat/orld War ended, the
experience with holocaust and death camps mada discrimination unacceptable for
many Canadians.

“Canadian immigration policy had always been selest favouring those who
would most easily fit into the “Canadian way ofefif While there had been some
previous Jewish immigration, there was a subtle,afiepervading feeling that these
people with their alien customs, language, andgreh would not fit into the Canadian
mosaic. There was even feeling that they were respie to a large extent for their
problems in Europe, and would cause problems inadan if allowed in” (Abella,
Troper, 1982).

Prime Minister Mackenzie King was persuaded thatpting Jews would destroy his
goal to keep Canada united and Frederic Blair, dreof the Immigration Branch, is
said “he had felt his moral duty to prevent the entryJefvs and thus keep Canada
pure. He was undeniably an anti-Serh{i&bella, Troper, 1982). Even there were anti-
Semitic moods in Canada, not all Canadians agretdtine policy. Jewish immigrants
did not became popular even in 1946 when new falotait the German death camps

appeared.

3.4.6.2 Chinese: Head tax levied to bar them

Chinese first began immigrating to Canada in largmber in 1858 during the Fraser
Canyon Gold Rush. The lack of workers for the bogdof the section of the Canadian
Pacific Railway had to be solved, so Chinese pebplm California were invited to

Canada, and made the main labour force. AlImo€i07Chinese came from California,
and they attracted many others from China. Thraxggtiracts with Chinese companies
more than 5000 other labourers were sent from Chinahip. They had the most
dangerous jobs and often lived in canvas tents lwisisuld not provide adequate
protection against weather and falling rocks andewmaid twice or three-times less

than other labourers.

When the Canadian Pacific Railway was completedstrabthe Chinese were without
work and they were not welcomed to stay. Canad@areigpment passetihe Chinese
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immigration Act, 188%vying a head tax 50 dollars on any Chinese cgrtonCanada.
In 1900 the tax was increased to 100 dollars, 041® 500 dollars. Chinese who were
banned from many professions found it hard to adjusl assimilate in Canada, as a

result, they formed enclaves called “Chinatowns”.

Between 1923 and 1947, only 15 Chinese were allaweztbme to Canada annually
after the Federal government passedGhaese Exclusion AcOnly in 1947, were the
Chinese Canadians given the full citizenship, thagt fought for this because most of

them had joined the Canadian army during the Sevéodd War.

Chinese Canadians felt discriminated no more #fiimplementation of the policy of

multiculturalism in 1971. During 1980’s ecomony Hibng Kong began to grow

rapidly, despite the Canadian ecomony being thestvgince the end of the Second
World War and the phenomenon callestronaut familieS appeared. Many Chinese
Canadians left their families in Canada and retineework there. They earned more
money and their families could use better welfar@ @ducation system in Canada.

3.4.6.3 Japanese: Stripped of their homes and busin  esses

The Japanese started to settle British ColumbiEBif0’s; they were poor fishermen or
farmers who found work in mining, forestry or ingsu beet fields. Japanese women

usually worked in hotels as bellhops, or ran deaning businesses.

Japanese people were not discriminated before ¢lsend World War. When Japan
attacked Pearl Harbor in 1941, Canada declaredowarapan. Anti-Japanese moods
deepened and Canadians started to suspect theedapahbeing spies. In February

1942, all people of Japanese origin who lived with60 kilometres of the Pacific

1 In an astronaut family, the husband, being theeyerarner, would only visit Canada once or twice
a year, but his family would live in Vancouver, ®ato, Sydney, or elsewhere. Often teenage children
were left with a house and bank account for montifsle the parents worked in Hong Kong. This
resulted in various social problems in schools|uiding a worry by police that such children were
more likely to be drawn into gangs due to the laak parental supervision.

(http://archives.cbc.ca/society/immigration/topiek33/)
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Coast were evacuated because the Canadian governvaeafraid of Japanese attack.
Thousands of Japanese were sent to forced lab@uniment camps to Alberta to work
in sugar beet fields. They were confiscated theirsles and businesses and they were

not allowed to live in cities and very often livadterrible conditions on farms.

When the Second World War ended, Japanese were tyweoptions by the Federal
government — to return to Japan, or to move eafauky Mountains. Although the
government offered passage to Japanese peopletiogountry, many of them chose
to stay. Those who decided to leave being angryutaltee confiscations soon
recognised destroyed Japan and wanted to cometbaCknada, but they were not
allow to. In 1949, all Japanese living in Canadedboee citizens. The treatment of the

Japanese during the war is often considered tolbec& mark in Canadian history.

3.4.6.4 Blacks

The terms Black Canadians, Caribbean CanadiandraraA Canadians are used for
black people of African ancestry, “Caribbean Caaatibften refers to black Canadian

of Caribbean heritage.

Blacks first came to North America as slaves hawiagn brought by British or French
and the first blacks coming to Canada were slaseapng from the U.S. to the North
through the so-called Underground Railroad. Inehd of 18" century and the period
before the First World War, blacks were unoffigratestricted from immigration, as
Prime Minister Laurier claimed that..any immigrant belonging to the Negro race...is
deemed unsuitable to the climate and requiremeh@Ganada“ (Laurier, 1911). They
were permitted going to theatres and restaurantsthiey could not join organizations

and their schools were separated from the whites.

In 1920’s, more black people came to Canada to \aer& coal miners. They were not
allowed to be employed except as railway porteroodomestic work. This changed
during the pediod around both world wars, becaabeur shortage had to be relieved.

After 1962, when white racist immigrational polisyas abandoned, huge number of
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black people from Africa and Caribbean immigratecCanada, refugees seeking better

economic conditions in many cases.

3.4.6.5 Natives: Assimilation was a norm

The Federal government founded a series of resadesthools because they assumed
the responsibility for the education of native (abimal) people'? Children were taken
from their families and reports describing bad ¢bods and shortages of food and

clothes appeared.

When in 1962 native people finally got right to @oFederal government improved the
support of schools’ funding, but natives criticisth@ curriculum for absence of their
history and for not teaching in their languageslidn Affair minister Jean Chrétien
proposed a White Paper which should change the way®ating Indians in 1969. It
was considered to help Indian children integrate imhite schools, but native leaders
felt that it would mean the“assimilation of native people into the white
stream‘(Canada: A People’s History, p. 264).

Native people protested against educational lioita and abuses in these schools run
by the Federal government. In the end, native geggadched its goal through protests
and in 1971, the first school run by native peopés opened. In two years’ tinithe
Supreme Court of Canada ruled that treaties sigasdnuch as two hundred years
earlier gave native people a strong legal basis tleeir current territorial claims*”

(Canada: A People’s History, p. 266).

3.4.6.6 Women: Becoming “persons”

Women who were British subjects and served in theygyot the right to vote in 1917,
two years later the right was extended to all woneri927, five women from Alberta
asked the Supreme Court to confirm that women wersons under the law hey did
not manage at first but they persisted and askedPtiivy Council. In 1929 women
were indeed declared as persons under the law.

I

12 Churches were delegated for education of natiepleeby the time.
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In 1972, Trudeau appointed Muriel McQueen Fergudbe first woman Speaker of
the Senate and eight years later, Jeanne Sauvévéirean Speaker of The House of

Commons.

At the end of 1970’s the Canadian Advisory Coupailthe Status of Women started to
prepare their demands they thought to be involvethé Charter. They wanted to be
included in the process of drafting of a ChartelRaghts and Freedom and saw the
great opportunity to advance women’ rights. MaryeEb who was a student of
constitutional law presented their demands “séxual equality, right to control
reproduction and other quarentee@Canada: A People’s History, p. 300-301). As a
result, the acknowledgement of equality between aorand men was added to the
Section 28 of the Chatrter.

3.4.6.7 Homosexuals

Open homosexuality had been punishable by up tgeads in prison from the time of
Confederation because it was considered as a deprantice. Restrictive practices
following British models persisted until the 1960'th the 1970's and 80’s
homosexuals were becoming more accepted by thetgamnd became more visible,
therefore. They called for legal protection againdsscrimination. The law was
amendedf in 1969 and brought sexual freedom and sexualtipescbetween two
people in private older than 21 years were decaisad. In 1977, Parliament passed
the bill which enabled homosexual immigrants toeemind stay in Canada. The same
year, Quebéc was the first province to issue tbhbdy could be discriminated against
sexual orientation. Under the Charter of Rights &rdedoms adopted in 1982,
discrimination on the grounds of sexual orientatisnbanned. In 1996, almost all
Canadian provinces had banned discrimination agagxual orientation and by 2006
Canada along with Spain were the only two coutimethe world allowing gay and
lesbian partners to adopt children.

¥ This was Trudeau’s first achievement, as he wasiciu Minister at that time. Ironically, as a

Catholic he personally did not believe but respgpepular sentiments.
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3.5 English and French relations

The British and French have always been rivalsamty at European, but also at the
international level and their relations in Canadaraered their actual relations. The
history of conflict between these nations in Cangoles back to the middle the of"18

century when settlers competed for the power owy i©€anadian land. The two
founding nations had forever tried to undermineheaiher on the issues of religion,
language, or culture. There were several even@amadian history which split the two
peoples.

At the beginning of the 2bcentury, for instance Minister of the Interior f&id Sifton
wanted to make Canada an English nation althougadirecated immigration policy
which should have settled the Canadian West. TaedfrCanadians started to feel that

their culture and language was tolerated only ieliga.

During the First World War, Canada contributedte war efforts, but the number of
volunteers was insufficient leading the then PriMimister Borden to persuade the
Parliament to pass the conscription bill. All abtedied men were drafted into the
military service. Resistance and protests amongdiréCanadians in Quebéc started

because Canadian soldiers spoke mostly Englislwanel Protestants.
In 1967, French president De Gaulle supported mldependence of Quebéc during

Expo in Montreal. The separational tendencies quditeid in 1970’s into the October

Crisis, which disrupted the French-English Canadéations again.
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4. Pierre Elliot Trudeau
4.1 Biography

Joseph Philippe Pierre Yves Elliott Trudeau wasbor '

Montreal in 1919. His mother was of Scottish orjg
his father a French Canadian. He finished his |
studies in 1948, worked in Ottawa for the Pri
Council, during the Korean war for the Ministry ¢

Foreign Affairs and started a journal calleie Libre

Trudeau won his parliamentary seat in federal Eedn April 1965 and two years
later he became the Minister of Justice. As suchrédermed the divorce laws and
liberalized the laws on abortion, contaception dedriminalisation of homosexuality
by passingCriminal Law Amendment Act, 1963 which he defended by famous
statement thdthere’s no place for the state in the bedroomshef nation”.

When Prime Minister Lester Pearson resigned in Bées 1967, Trudeau was invited
to run as the Liberal Party candidate, after thetfamous politician from Québec Jean
Marchand refused to run. Trudeau won the leaderslaiped an election immediately
and won a majority government in June at the agéofAlthough he was percieved as
French, he was able to talk to English speakingplgeauthentically and effectively,

too. He was never whole heartedly supported by dfreranadians who by this time

were pressing for sovereignty.

His charismatic dandy appearance created a phemomealed “Trudeaumani”

during the campaign. Whole Canada was amazed by dsnihe could give a bit of
adrenalin which the country needed. He danced antArabian Sheik, earned a brown
belt in judo, or performed a pirouette behind theie€n Elisabeth’'s back at
Buckingham Palace in 1977. He was very intelligemd called himself a “Citizen of

the World”, which perfectly described his politicakew and opinions. As the Prime

4 Term formed by journalist Lubor J. Zink.
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Minister, he wanted to reach a “Just Society” im&ia by means of participatory

democracy.

During the War in Vietnam, Trudeau opened the doathe American draft dodgers.
These were young men who decided to flee to Carattiar than serve in the army.
Theinflux of young men was welcomed by many Canalifhe draft dodgers were
crossing the Canadian border as immigrants, oepded to be visiting the country.
Some of them returned to the U.S. after the amrastiared by jimmy Carter in 1977,
half of them stayed in Canada. Trudeau wanted teer@@anada the “country of peace”,
or the “refuge from militarism” (Trudeau, Winnipeg, 1970). He reduced the armed
forces by a third in 1969 which brought a wave ofiasm within and outside the
country. In December he met John Lennon in Ottama later said’If there were

more leaders like Mr. Trudeau, the world would havere peace.”

His government implemented the official bilinguatisby accepting theOfficial
Languages Acin 1969 which required all federal services to fyevided in both
English and French. Trudeau’s work is above albeissed with multiculturalism as the

official policy and the patriation of Canadian Ctigion.

He decided to retire from politics after 15 yearghe office in 1984 after he managed
to reach his main goal and dream of the patriatib@anadian Constitution in 1982
which could have been modified by the British Ramlent by that time. Then, he
started to work for a law company in Montreal. Altigh he had left political life, he
criticised both proposals dileech Lake Accorénd Charlottetown Accordwhich
should amended to the Constitutidor they would weaken th€harter in case of
implementation and was responsible for their failuit is considered to be his last
contribution to the multicultural policy. Basicallyf Trudeau had not opposed to the
proposals, they may have been probably ratifiedrdjfected nationalism and accepted
the idea of “ethnic pluralism” instead, not onlyethetically, but in practise. He had
been doing as much as he could to stand by hisafladjust society” in Canada and
multiculturalism was a means to reach his goalptigished a number of books, where

he described his political ideas, opinions and ggpee. In 1971, he married Margaret
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Sinclair, who was 29 years younger. They had teoeet®. Soon after, Margaret started
to suffer from depressions and the marriage cambecend, they were divorced in
1984. In 1991, he became father for the fourth tiwhen his daughter Sarah was born

to a constitutional lawyer Deborah Coyne.

At the end of his life he suffered from cancer &adkinson’s disease and died orf'28
September 2000 at the age of 80, his funeral tgrmto a huge celebration even in

Quebec where his legacy remained controversial.

He loved Canada and stood for his ideals, promptedrams for the eguality of
English and French. On the other hand, he was aepeal for not being able to accept
any compromise and for annoying his opponents wiesimplified their views. He
was often criticised for promoting bilingualism atite policy of multiculturalism to
solve the problem of Quebec nationalism. He wamtedatisfy French Canadians, as
well as the English Canadians. He is one of thet migputable polititian in Canadian

history, but his legacy is uncontradicted.

4.2 Trudeau’s role

Trudeau set out to make Canada a “Just societyhvieebecame the Prime Minister.
His political ideas and tremendous charisma statdedrive the process of slow but

dramatic changes in Canadian society.

4.2.1 Bilingualism as a goal

Canada has always been facing the problem of saatetween French and English-
speaking, especially in Quebéc where there is anfdfrity of French. English has
been the government language in each of the presisimce their inception but French
became the official language of the Quebéc govenhrsiace the entrenchment in the
Canadian Constitutidfi in 1867. Since 1867, institutional bilingualismshexisted in

15 Justin, Alexandre and Michel. Michel died at #@e of 23 in an avalange in 1998. Trudeau was
devastated by the death of his youngest son.

16 Also known as British North America Act.
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Canada, but both languages did not achieve eqa#lsstas English was used in

majority of the provinces and was privileged, tlere.

Trudeau promoted bilingualism and in 1963 his goment established thRoyal
Commision on Bilingualism and Biculturaliswhich was to monitor how English and
French speaking Canadians were treated by fedwestiitions’. Annual reports of the
Commission prepared the ground for the adoptiothefOfficial Languages Act of
1969. It gave French and English equal status and gusgdrCanadians the choice to

speak English or French in civil services anywher€anada.

The principles of bilingualism is incorporated retConstitution, resp. in Section 16 of
the Charter of Rights and Freedoms (Canadian GhafrtRights and Freedom, pages
not numbered). In 1977, the nationalist provingalvernment declared French as the
only official language in Québec by Bill 101 andcgd limits on the use of English.

That kind of policy led to decline of the Englispesking population by 90, 000 in five

years (Canada: A People’s History, p. 290).

4.2.2 FLQ: Canada’s encounter with terrorism

Quebéc nationalism started to strenghten in th@$%nd 1960’s. At the beginning of
1970’s, French Canadians felt discriminated byAhglophone majority across Canada
and separational tendencies developed in Quebéc.

During the 1960’s, a national movement appeare@ugabec calling for independence
of the province. In 1963, Le Front de libération Québec (FLQ) was founded. It
systematically used violenteto achieve their aim, particularly in 1968 and 9 9¢hen

there was a series of bomb attacks. It culminatedth® %' October 1970 when

members of FLQ kidnapped British Trade Commissialmnes Cross in Montreal.
Five days later, second FLQ members group caliegiselves Chénier Cell kidnapped
Québec’s Minister of labour Pierre Laporte, a fapitone and a close friend of

"In 1960's, Francophones formed 25% of Canadiarulaipn, only 9% were occupied in federal
public service.

'8 Since 1963, the FLQ terror had killed six peopld awenty-one injured. Most of them were caused
during the bomb attack in the Montreal Stock Exdgahuilding in 1969.
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Trudeau. Robert Bourassa, Quebéc PM leader, abkearmy for help to the police in
Montreal to guarantee safety of people and puhlildings.

On Bourassa’s request, Trudeau declared “the appdeldl insurrection” in Quebéc and
invoked theWar Measures Act*® on 18" October, which suspended civil liberties and
made the FLQ an illegal organization. Two daysr|dtaporte was found dead in a car
trunk after anonymous phone calls to Montreal rastegion. By the end of the year
almost 500 people who supported Québec nationalidten members ofParti
québécoi®, were arrested. In early December, James Crossreed by police after
59 days in captivity. His abductors with their féigs obtained the safe passage to
Cuba. This episode was an example of Trudeau isfidnm in the face of terrorism,

defying his soft image.
4.2.3 René Levésque, the opponent

Although, Prime Minister Trudeau had claimed thagré existed no separatism in
Québec any longer, Parti Québécois led by Renédgémewon the provincial election
in 1976. Lévesque came up with a number of reformm 1977 the provincial

parliament passed Bill 101 declaring French asathlg official language in Quebec

which was in contradiction with Trudeau’s ideals.

Lévesque as Quebec premier promised to do as macheacan to reach the
sovereignty" of Quebec. In May 1980, people in Québec shoulde hdecided in

referendum about the negotiation of an agreemethttive rest of Canada which would

' The emergency law, developed during the First WaMar, which gives the government and the
police special powers in a crisis and suspends niaitiiberties. It can be declared because ofaa,w

a rebellion (insurrection), or a situation when thevernment can presuppose a rebellion (an
apprehended insurrection).

2 Political partyParti québécoisevas created in 1968, it promised independenceuéb@c within an
economic union with the rest of Canada. They wenptovincial election in 1976 and René Levesque

became the provincial leader.

21 60% of Québeckers rejected the province souverg@ssociation.
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give Québec special status within Can&d@rudeau complained that Levésque never
used the term separation — dit fladive courage to ask a simple question, Do you want
to separate from Canada, YES or NQTtudeau, Québec City, April 1980).

Sixty per cent of Quebeckers voted against separati the province. The main role
for that decision played the fellow feeling withhage country, not the awareness of
economic advantages (Canada: A People’s Historg9g). Although Lévesque was
defeated in the referendum, his Parti Québécoisreglected later that year and a new
battle started between him and Trudeau — dealirty Wie patriation of Canadian

Constitution.

In 1984, conservative Brian Mulroney became Primeister of Canada and continued
in solving the Quebec problem. He promised to gfiteen the provincial powers.
Provincial leaders met in Meech Lake in April 198hey created constitutional
amendments dealing with Québec with the intenihtd Federal government’s powers
over the provinces and to obtain for Québec theistaf “distinct society’Meech Lake
Accord was passed by the Federal parliament in July E38YV it should have been
confirmed by all provinces in three years but il mever happened. In 1990, all hopes
for Meech Lake Accord realisation disappeared, #red Québec government started
threatening with another referendum about the iaddpnce, if the Federal government
did not come with satisfactory constitutional offan two years time. As a result,
Charlottetown Accordvas proposed. It intended to guarantee “distinciety” status
for Québec while empowering rights even for theeotprovinces. Despite warnings
given by Prime Minister Mulroney that if the accos@s not accepted, the country’s
unity could be destroyed, Canadians chose not ¢epadt by 54,4 per cent (Rovna,
Jindra, p. 297-298).

Trudeau advocated the concept of multiculturalisecadnse he wanted to solve
problems concerning Quebec. He called himself &Zéh of the World” (Sheppard in

Maclean’s, p.58), which perfectly described hisitpra! views and opinions and the

22 | évesque prefered to use the term “sovereigntgei@ton” than separation, it meant that Québec
would gain a special position within the countitywbuld enable Québec to create its own law system,

external relations or to levy taxes, but it wouldronomically connected with the rest of Canada.
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image of divided country was unacceptable for Hite.thought that multiculturalism
could acquit claims of Quebec and save the couwntpity. He wanted to strenghten
federalism and to improve the awareness of natiadahtity, but not through

nationalism.

4.2.4 Partiation: Trudeau’s greatest triumph

The Statute of Wesminster of 1931 promised legida¢quality between the United
Kingdom and dominions of British Empire. It alsonked the legislative independence

of Canada, but Canadian Constitution stayed in band

Trudeau had tried to release Canada from the alletitus by patriatiGiand revision
of Canadian Constitution, because it could be ombglified by the British Parliament.
Previous negotiations with the provinces to patridhe Constitution were not
successful, so the Federal government intended toudilaterally. In November 1981
they agreed on the conditions with Anglophone progs. Queen Elisabeth Il favoured
Trudeau’s attempt to move the Canadian Constituiom London to Ottawa and
proclaimed theConstitution Act of 198®n 17" April 1982 which includedCharter of
Rights and Freedomg&anadian Constitution became the Canadian lawhntoald be

entirely amended by Canatfa.

Trudeau had presumed that patriation of the Canistit could enhance Canadian
identity because it was the last step to sovergignd full independence of the country.
The componenCharter of Rights and Freedosmould support multicultural policy and
its Section 27 embedded multiculturalism into then§itution. Patriation of the
Canadian Constitution was definitely his most imt@ot achievement. It was the Queen

herself who symbolically brought the document to&ia.

8 Term, particularly used in Canada, which meanstttwe the Constitution home*. It is based on the
term repatriation, but historians agrue, that term repatriationas precise, because the Constitution
was created in Britain and it was moved home fer finst time, not again. It could not return to
Canada, because it has never been there beforeistha reason why the tenqpartiation was created.

4 The Amended formula was included to fBenstitution Act 1982too, to allow to modificate the
Constitution. In 1967, British Parliament proclaom&he British North America Acf{Canadian
Constitution) which was a part of British law system. It wasaedThe Constitution Act of 1967

1982 when the Constitution was patriated.
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5. Development of the multiculturalism
5.1 The development of mulitucultural idea

It is said that there has been always culturalrgdityein Canada, and the two founding
cultures were clearly dominant for more than thmeedred years. French used to be
Catolics and English Protestants, both culturesettegy often called the “two
solitudes®. French used to be overshadowed by the Englishireubecause Canada
had been under control of Britain from 1763 to 198Ben the Constitution was
patriated. During the years that followed the fotiora of Canadian Confederation in
1867, Canadians generally wanted the immigrantasgimilate into the mainstream.
This policy favoured “preferred nationaliti€8“and discouraged the others. It resulted
that the number of Canadians who were of diffeagin from that of English or

French was increasing only slowly.

The sentiments of Canadian society in the secotfdohahe 20" century influenced
and started shifting the development of the muliical idea. Canada has been always
recognised as diverse and had to fabe problem of creating the society where people
of varied linguistic and cultural background carditogethétr (Bibby, 1990, p. 7), but
nobody was forced to conform to the mainstream. Aheerican expressiomelting
pot’ was not able to describe precisely what was happgeiti Canadian society.
Immigrants who come to the U.S. are often integratto newly created nation and
lose their own cultural heritage, but this happeiibout state interventions. In Canada,
the process of integration differed from that ie th.S. and historians and sociologists
specified the Canadian cultural situationnagsai¢ where ethnic groups sustain their

unique and traditional culture and contribute ® miational development.

% |t describes the problematic relations betweenl@ptippne and Francophone people in Canada and
refers to the absence of their will to communicatagh MacLennan made the term popular in 1945
when he wrote a novel calléldvo SolitudesThe expression was first used by Benjamin Disydelt

in a different meaning.

% British, American and western European.

2" Expression used for a pot image where all origiionalities of incomers melt and new nation is

created.
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British dominance was longer to acceptable althodglopean culture still created a
pivotal part of Canadian cultural heritage. Bibmtes that Canadians were part of a
culture that largely had been imported from West&urope, which accepted the
“truths” of male dominance and British and Whitegg@macy* (Bibby, p.33). But the
national policy of assimilation appeared inappra@iwhen thousands of immigrants
were searching for new home after the Second Wdd

The rural and agrarian society was changing intustrial and urban, the former is
characterized by community, the following by indival, pluralism, rising education
and liberalization. With the increasing influencd media, Canadian society
rediscovered inequality and the difference amagjons and wanted to clasify and
identify its problems. Increasingly, people wereving from small towns and villages

into huge megacities such as Toronto and Vancouver.

In 1957 John Diefenbaker offered a new nationakpecrtive in his campaign. He
opened a question of Canadian identity which waputed by Canadians themselves,
as they had been looking for it for decades. Tleatity question was later clearly faced
by Pierre Elliot Trudeau who expressé@anada...is a human place, a sanctuary of
sanity in an increasingly troubled world. We need search further for our identity.
These traits of tolerance and courtesy and resfugaiur environment and one another
provide it. | suggest that a superior form of idgntwould be difficult to find.”
(Trudeau in Christiano, 1990, p. 21)

5.2 Development of the policy

The origin of multiculturalism can be found duritigg war years when the government
had to solve problems connected with the immigratespecially with integration of
the immigrants. It developed because of the infteeof immigration, as every
Canadian can trace his origin to immigrants. Algffomany Canadians might not have
had a real experience with immigration, they wesscgndants of people who came to
Canada from other parts of the world. During ther,waany formerly suppressed

minorities such as the Chinese, the blacks or tkles§oined the army and this led to
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mixing of people of different races. Also, womeringd the workforce in great

numbers as the men were in Europe.

Until the first Citizenship Actn 1947, all Canadians were British subjects. Aftex
passage of the Act, they became Canadian citiZdresCitizenship Actlso equalized
immigrants from other countries who applied for anadian citizenship with those
who came from the Commonwealth and were of Britisgin. It provided grounds for
focusing on human rights and equality in the Caamadiociety. The progress was
supported in the 1960’s when the Federal governniedt by Prime Minister
Diefenbaker introducedCanadian Bill of Rightswhich specified racial, religional,
sexual and other freedoms of Canadians. The amdndadration Actbetween 1962
and 1967 opened doors to formerly non-preferredonalities, especially Asians
Meanwhile, the Royal Commission for BilingualismdaBiculturalism was created in
1963. It should promote better relations betweenAhglophones and Francophones
and to improve awareness about the cultural dual@ther ethnic groups were not
focused on, but mentioned as culturally enrichingCenada. Aboriginal people were
not mentioned at all. The Commission recognisedigsavho were often ignored in the
past. In 1969, th©fficial Languages Aceénacted English and French the two official

languages.

In the following years, Canada continued to extendciples of equal treatment and to
eliminate all kinds of discrimination although thariod was also marked by troubled
relations between English and French. The Royal i@@sion for Bilingualism and
Biculturalism held hearings across the country esmbgnized that the old policy of
assimilation of ethnic groups and immigrant comrtigaiwas not successful. Some of
the immigrants were complaining that they suppottesl country during the Great
Depression and then served in the army during the $o they wanted to be declared

Canadian citizens.

At the beginning of the 1960’s Trudeau wrote abitwgt “polyethnic pluralism” as a
direction for Canada to hedtlf two largest ethnic or national groups, the Bsh and
the French, would collaborate at the hub of a trplyralistic state, Canada could

become the envied seat of a form of federalism ble&ings to tomorrow’s world”
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(Trudeau, 1968, p. 178-9). From then on, multicalism became the standard term
used by non-English and non-French citizens, witoti@t dualism and biculturalism
degrade them to second-class citizens. The segtamatbvement in Quebéc was

gathering strengh and the new decade began witD¢taber Crisis.

5.3 Multicultural policy

Pierre Elliot Trudeau announced the new federatpaf nation-building and national
unity on the 8 October 1971. Canada became aware of protecfienltural rights
not only of Canadians but of ethnical minorities vasll. All cultural groups were
enabled full participation in the society. By detlg the Multiculturalism Act of 1971
Canada became the first country in the world topadoulticulturalism as the official
policy. Multicultural policy should confirm the “Wae and dignity of all Canadian
citizens regardless of their racial or ethnic arggitheir language, or their religious
affiliation.“?® The federal government set out to support aliucal groups, the idea
was not to have them assimilate, but to integtatentfreely, at their own pace, into the

fabric of Canadian society - the main ideal of ticulturalism.

The importance of immigration for multiculturalisshould not be underestimated,
because without a flow of racially and culturallivetse people, multiculturalism

would fail its purpose.

Parlamentary repofts divide multicultural policy to three stages: threipient (pre-
1971), the formative (1971-1981) and institutionation (1982-to the preserib).

The incipient stage is characterized by ‘p@adual movement towards the acceptance
of ethnic diversity as legitimate and integral tar@dian society“.Federal authorities
considered cultural heterogeneity as harmful taonat interests and integrity. They

had to change their opinion after the Second Wuvldr when a huge number of

28 Canadian Heritage Ministry www.pch.gc.ca/multiwhaulti_e.shtml
%9 http://www.parl.gc.ca/information/library/PRBpuB86-e.htm
%0 http://www.parl.gc.ca/information/library/PRBpuB86-e.htm
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immigrants were coming from Europ&Pressures for change stemmed from the
growing assertiveness of Canada’s Aboriginal pespléhe force of Québécois
nationalism, and the increasing resentment of etimminorities towards their place in

society” (http://www.parl.gc.ca/information/library/PRBpuB86-e.htm).

During the formative pediod Royal Commission onirgjualism and Biculturalism

recommended the integration of ethnic groups “vith citizenship rights and equal

participation in Canada’s institutional structurefhich fastened the new policy
announcement. Equality, fighting against discrirtiovaand cultural barriers were the
main concerns emphasised in the multicultural @y, as well as the participation of
ethnical minorities in Canadian society.

In the 1970’s, Canada ratified three important &chilNations conventions — on the
elimination of racial discrimination; on civil angolitical rights; and on social,

economic and social rights. (Gauld, 1992)

The last stage of multicultural policy is in therlpanentary documents called the
institutionalization. During this period, a humbafrimmigrats who came to Canada
changed the composition of population in largeesitand Canadian institutions had to
adapt to presence of new groups of immigrants. @Gowent prepared institutional

changes. In 1984 and 1985, Committee on Visibleontias and House of Commons
Standing Committee on Multiculturalism were eststiid to report the implementation
of multicultural policy. Despite anti-discriminatio and multicultural programs

introduced to help remove barriers among majonitgt eninorities, groups promoting

racist ideas emerged.

In 1987, Department of Multiculturalism was consete to be created, and
multiculturalism fell within the jurisdiction of Omartment of Canadian Heritage,
established in 1995, then it moved to the Departrae@itizenship and Immigration. A
report of the Standing Committee in 1987 requinedcément of the new multicultural
policy. The Multiculturalism Actwas adopted by Parliament in 1988, new policy
should have been more direct and targeted. Multicalism was stated as a
fundamental component of Canadian society whictulshdirect decisions of federal

government towards preservation and enhancemehegdolicy. TheMulticulturalism
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Act was acceptedo assist in the preservation of culture and langgiato reduce
discrimination, to enhance cultural awareness andlarstanding, and to promote
culturally sensitive institutional change at theléeal level(Parliamentary Information
and Research service, 2006), to preserve cultuifiérehces and focused on
annihilation of racism and discriminatory barrieféie policy emphasized intercultural

dialogue and social and economic integration.

Multiculturalism is sometimes misunderstood as plaéicy for ethnical minorities
However, it was established to be followed and eetgdl by all Canadians, for it is
defined as part of Canadian identity and all mé&gsi and minorities should be

involved into the mainstream.

Passing thémmigration ActandMulticulturalism Actin 1971 changed the composition
of Canadian society because both opened the doomstraditional sources of
immigration. Further step was the acceptancéroployment Equity Ach 1986 which
promised to guarantee equal job opportunitieslioedardless of colour, religion, etc.

5.4 Charter of Rights and Freedoms

Charter of Rights and Freedon{See the Appendix) became part of the Canadian
Constitution and came into effect on™April 1982*. Since it is inserted into the
Constitution which is the supreme Canadian lawo#ier laws must be consistent with
it.

The Canadian commitment to multicultural diversgtyeflected by a wide scope of the
Charter. It guarantees fundamental rights and freedomsiw@ianadians believe to be
necesary in a democratic country, eg. mobility tsglequality and legal rights or the

protection of multicultural heritage.

Canada is the only country in the world which hls policy of multiculturalism

embedded in the Constitution. TB&arter refers to multiculturalism in its Section 27,

%1 This is the European model; such as has existBditain and the Netherlands, for instance.

%2 Section 15 of the Charter invoking equality rigb#sne into effect three years later.
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it states that interpretation of tiharter must beconstistent with the preservation and
enhancement of the multicultural heritage of Camadi(Charter) which has far-
reaching legal and moral implications and assiststs at the level of decision-making
about individual and multicultural rights. It shdulprotect citizens against state,
minorities against majorities. By guarantees of aditp and fairness, it provides
protection against discrimination, regardless raicethnicity. Equality rigths of sexes
are included, too. Aboriginal rights and freedomes reot affected by th€harter, but it
refers to the Royal Proclamation of October 7, 1868 land claims agreements, that

were signed in the past.

It also clearly outlines that English and French thie two official languages and have
equal status, protects official languages and nijntanguage education rights. Every
Canadian has a right and privilege to use eithgti&mor French in the Parliament and
government of Canada, as well as the proceedmg®urts and for communication

with federal institutions.

The CanadiarCharter of Rights and Freedonis supposed to the nation, as Canada
was founded on the principle of intercultural cogpen and cultural diversity. Any
Canadian whose rights or freedoms have been deaiedapply to a court to try to
obtain appropriate remedy. TkHharter of Rights and Freedonskearly lists the rights

of specific peoples, but it also leaves space fmmointerpretation and application of
the law. However, most sections of tkiharter can be ambiguous, interpretation
depends on judges and can decide controversia*cashis is both an advantage and
disadvantage. It means that many people can vehparsue their grievances, such as
job dismissal due to colour skin, but others cao abuse the system, such as percieved

discrimination (See incidents with kirpan).

Rights and freedoms of Canadians are protectedoniyt by Charter, but by The
Canadian Bill of Rightsis well. It was enacted by Parliament in 196G itot a part of

the Constitution, but contains the similar rulegt®eCharter.

¥ See Kirpan case
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5.5 Implementation of the multicultural policy

In 1972, Multiculturalism Directorate was createdhim the Department of Secretary
of State to assist the implementation of the muilical program, which was dependent
on the government fundings. During the first decaflthe policy, almost 200 million
dollars were provided. Ministry of Multiculturalismas established in 1973 to review
if the government implemented the multiculturalippl as well as “formal linkages
between the government and ethnic organizations westablished to provide ongoing
input into the decision-making process.”

In 1988 new program areas were announced — raegiored and intercultural
understanding which should help combat racism ascrichination, minority groups

and immigrant-generation Canadians were encouragedrticipate in the society.

Minister® responsible for the Multiculturalism Act should fexample give advice and
assistance to individuals, organizations and uisbihs to project multiculturalism in
their activities. He should help with research e tfield of multiculturalism and
support cooperation among communities. There artaof other competences
belonging to the Minister, all listed in tihdulticulturalism Act of 1988All government

agencies, departments and corporations have t@mmbpriately to implement the
policy and take part in its plans, programs andtsties.

In 1991, Department of Multiculturalism and Citizlp was established by
Parliament, with main concerns on race relationgmgpional heritage and intercultural
understanding. In 1993, Department of Multicultiga and Citizenship was abolished
and multicultural programs were integrated into lyesveated Department of Canadian
Heritage, which annually prepares a report on theration and implementation of

Canadian Multiculturalism Act.

3 http://www.parl.gc.ca/information/library/PRBpuB86-e.htm

% "Minister" means such member of the Queen’s P@wouncil for Canada as is designated by the
Governor in Council as the Minister for the purposé this Act. (Canadian Multicultural Act, 1988,
http://laws.justice.gc.ca/en/C-18.7/text.html)
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5.6 Canadian citizenship

In 1947, Citizenship Act was passed and made Canadltizenship independent of
British subject status. Potencial candidate on @iamacitizenship had to have legally
gained admission to Canada, had to be five yeardengt, have adequate knowledge of
English or French and knowledge of privileges aggponsibilities of Canadian citizen
and had to prove a good character and intentioresade in Canada permanently.
Before formally getting Canadian citizenship apghts have to pass a special
computerized test on knowledge of Canadian life listbry (University of Calgary,
1997)

The act was substituted in 1977 by a new Citizgngkat, which is still in force.
Nowadays, to get Canadian citizenship, a man meisttibeast 18 years old. Children
can apply if they are permanent residents, if ontheir parents is already Canadian

citizen or applies at the same time.

It is necessary to have permanent residence stadigo live in Canada four years
before applying for the citizenship. People needspeak one of the two oficial
languages of Canada well enough to communicatemi@ails, people under
investigation, under a removal order, or those wad taken Canadian citizenship

away within five years cannot apply for Canadiaizenship.
To become citizens, people must know the rightsrasdonsibilities of a citizen, must

know political system, some historical and geogiegdhfacts about Canada (Ministry

of Citizenship and Immigration Canada, 2007).
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6. The impact, current situation

Recently, an interesting phenomenom catktdeat from multiculturalism appeared in

several liberal states where multicultural polici@ere practiced. In Australia, the
Netherlands and in Great Britain multicultural pas are being questioned and will
possibly be replaced by the concept of civic inatign, especially because of their
unpopularity, failures and a new assertivenesshef liberal states in imposing the

liberal minimum on its dissenters (Joppke, 2003).

Terrorist attacks on New York World Trade Centre te 11" September 2001
threatened the whole world and in Canada openedigsifon about cultural diversity
and immigration related to the security of the dounin spite of ongoing War against
Terrorism around the world, Canadian attitudes taganulticulturalism, diversity and
immigration continued to béstable and solid throughout the crisigBaker, 2002, p.
1). Multiculturalism remained embedded in the Ciuagbn as the official policy
despite the 9/11 events. On one hand, public ceatiens demonstrated the reluctant
end of multiculturalism era, at the same tinfmulticulturalism is being newly
championed“(Symposium report, 2007, p. 1-2) as it can bebis country’s security
and counter-terrorist technology (Brynen, 2006) &ahadians retained confident of
civil liberties maintenance. Therefore, Canadidnsg that the threat of terrorism does
not justify placing limits on any of their civilghts and freedoms (Baker, 2002) and

still believe in the strength of multiculturalissand ethnical diversity.

According to 2008 polls, however, most Canadiarigebe that their country is too
accommodating when it comes to the “visible minesit The Strategic Counsel poll
for the Globe and Mail and CTV, found that 61 petcef those asked thought
Canada does too much for members of the visibf@orwhite minorities. In Quebec,
this figure went up to 72 percent, the survey said.
(http:/ffindarticles.com/p/articles/mi_kmafp/is_riBD4/ai_n25344294).
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7. The Aftermath

7.1 Positive achievements

At first, it is very important to say, that Canausaare very proud of their multicultural
policy, although they are aware of some darkerssimfeit which cannot tip the scale
with its benefits. They feel that the policy retetheir personal values. A huge number
of people were coming to Canada as refugees seakwghome, they were admitted
and given the chance, so they felt responsibl¢h®iopportunity given. Canada needed

immigrants to be building the country.

Canada is an urban society, there are huge cityloomerations where visible
minorities form about 45 %. Many large Canadiaresihave their “little Italy” where
it is possible to buy typical Italian food, or ai@&towns with shops and restaurants.
Although the majority of people living in Canadaag non-British and non-French

origin, there are more or less no ghettos there.

Every cultural group which came to Canada to ¢diome contributed much of value
to this country — to the arts and sports. The caltnature is seen in schools, in urban
centres children can choose to go to bilingual g where they are taught in
English and in their heritage language. They caso attend heritage classes on
Saturdays. International festivals and culturalnése¢ake place where various cultures

can be presented.

Concept of multiculturality does not focus on ethmiinorities only, but on the topic of
sexual orientation and gender as well. The gawtife is accepted and Canada and
Spain are the only countries where adoption ofdcén is permitted, homosexuals can

also sponsor their partners for immigration (gbiMivww.aph.gov.au/library).

When people come to Canada, it is not difficulbbezome citizens. Multiculturalism
tries to require or encourage preferential treatnmeemployment for women, people
with disabilities, Aboriginal people and visible morities (Employment Equity Act,
1995).
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7.2 Multicultural negatives

7.2.1 Canadian identity

Canadians have been trying to solve the questioratibnal identity since the country
has existed and never has been sufficiently anslvéred no nation ever dealt with this
question more than Canadians. Carpenter explaiat ttte problem of Canadian
identity was caused by the government and medipaganda dealing with what a
Canadian is. Basically, one argument goes, thetwde aware for Canadians of their
identity is to distinguish themselves from the restthe world, particularly from
Americans (Carpenter, 2000).

Canadians want to show that they differ from Amenmi, but they forgot that they have
much in common, at least they share the whole sowithorder and both American and
Canadian Constitutions are to a large extend basehde British law.

“... Canada identifies itself through the eyes ahe&kicans. In other words,
“What makes us truly Canadian is that we are notefican.” | find it hard to accept
being reduced this way as a Canadian, | mean, uinds as if we are considered of
little worth because we aren’t American. Canadaumsi American influence means
half-hearted Canadians. We are just those guyshepe living next door to the big
wigs” (Berton, 2008).

Concept of Canadian identity was limited by thes tieith Europe, either British, or
French. Immigrants who left their old country behitetter identify themselves with
Canada. Canadain culture should not be understsogdriearily British, although
English language and British institutions were ¢outilized as a matter of convenience
(Ogmudson, 1992).

Trudeau refused nationalism and adopted multicalism instead, which should

strenghten Canadian unity by smoothing the integradf newcomers and offered all
Canadians new, more unifying identity (Forbes, 2001
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Ogmudson offers a solution, that every individu@n@dian should understand and
accept his identity through his own way of identify with his own cultural heritage
(Ogmudson, 1992).

7.2.2 Hyphenated Canadians

Jackson and Crawford write about the “"crisis ofaband national identity” (Jackson,
1998; Crawford, 2007) which led to creation of hgphted Canadians. This
phenomenon cannot be found anywhere else in th&veod has either positive or

negative aspects.

Immigrants usually retain their ties to their onigi nations and their origin remains a
part of their identity. Japanese-Canadians, RusSaradians carry the label through
generations to descendants who were even bornmadaa They want to show and
stress that they had chosen to come to the difféamadian culture. They identify

themselves primarily according to their originabt® and secondary as Canadians.

From this point of view, there is no choice for ®mme who wants to be Canadian,
only. In that way, “one might consider the multicmblism program to be a form of

cultural genocide aimed at the destruction of a-@anadian identity” (Ogmudson,

1992).

Dashupta notes that the hyphenated identity ideanent for encouraging immigration,
because the country needs it for maintanance gidpalation growth.

“Without immigration, the national population grolwtis less than 0.5 per cent
annually so, at current rates, could become a nggatate by 2008—if not for
immigrants. The most encouraging factor for prospecCanadian immigrants is the
existence of a strong homeland community hereesihe new arrivals immediately

feel they're part of a communityfDashupta, 2005, p. 11).
Bibby describes another point of view when sprirBen Johnson won the Olympic

Games in Korea. Whole Canada celebrated his gadause the Canadian athlete

managed to win. Soon they felt into disappointmeenhe was disqualified for doping,
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and Johnson was told and written not as about Gamadbut as Jamaican-born

Canadian athlete positive on stedoids. (Bibby, 1990

Most Canadians prefer the idea of hyphenation, usecthey feel that it describes their
origin precisely, but sociologists call for “justa@adian” identity and nationality.
Anchan explains that multicultural policy suppohtgphenated identities, but on the
other hand ".We should be Canadian first before anything else,we create
psychological ghettos preventing social cohesiv&nhéanchan in Dashupta, 2005, p.
11).

On all accounts, multicultural policy gives the gibdity of choice, even though some
sociologists argue that multicultural tendencieschk] paradoxically, the way of a

proper nationalist knowledge (Crawford, 2007).

Two option can be concluded — that people come &ma@a either to become
Canadians and part of the nation, or to take thémantage of living in Canada, when

dual citizenship possibility exists.

According to Weinrep“*Canada doesn’t necessarily have to stfimmigrantg of their

citizenship, but all Canadian citizens should becéd to take some responsibility.
Those who have not resided in Canada for a cenpainod of time or those who have
not paid Canadian taxes while being abroad for ataia length of time should be
disentitled to financial assistance to return ton@da to sit out current hardships in

their chosen country of residenc@Neinreb, 2006, pages not numbered).

Some Canadians are therefore afraid of devaluatio@anadian citizenship, because
the multicultural policy has produced a number ah@dian citizens who permanetly
live abroad without any benefit to Canada. The neimdf cases increases, when
immigrants return to their homeland after receiv@@nadian citizenship. According to
some politicians, continuing in such an immigratmslicy can result in social system
break down (Weinreb, 2006).
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7.2.3 Hate crimes and discrimination

The implementation of multicultural policy cannottdlly erase hate crime and
discrimination in Canadian society. Ministry of é&they General published a manual
dealing with specification and qualification of @atrimes and discrimination and their

impact on individuals, groups or communities.

According to research done in the end of 1990’sgasaof people of the same
qualification but different race were 15% less wrerage. Approximately 60,000 hate
crimes are commited annually in industrial area8%6commited against racial

minorities, 25% against religious minorities (Cravef, 2007).

Multiculturalism is sometimes regarded as being ansequence of racism and
discrimination when putting different ethnics, veduand cultures together and when
dividing society into mainstream and minorities. dpite of rare leading to racism,

multicultural policy eliminates it, as it is one itd main points.

7.2.4 Large cities and the rest of Canada

86 % of visible minorities live in urban areasgight major cities, almost half of them
in Toronto alone. It means that Canadians who $emewhere else are not in touch
with visible minorities, and are often surroundedWASPS® or at least Europeans.
Multicultural policy can seem to be useless forpdediving in rural areas, they may
not understand the policy in practise, but they loamnefit from the its ideas (Crawford,
2007).

7.2.5 Emphasis on individualism

Bibby notes that Canadians understand pluralisrfreeglom for individuals and that
pluralism divides society into protected parts ibus not able to bring them together
again. These parts cannot live side by side withmiluencing one another.
Individualism makes group life more difficult whe@mphasising individual rights and

personal gratification. Bibby noticed th&Canadian find themselves torn between

% White Anglo-Saxon Protestant.
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wanting good ties with other people while respogdim a culture that tells them to put
themselves and their own well-being firs{Bibby, 1990, p. 96). Exaggerated
individualism can strain relationships of all kindéccording to sociologist Christiano,
groups of people have to be aware of what makes thgroup andthey must be given
an identity” (Christiano in Bibby, 1990, p. 97). It can expléme problem of Canadian
individualism connected with unability to identifiyemselves.

No matter how much Canadians emphasise their ihaiVirights, individualism does
not have to be a direct result of pluralism andtmulturalism because individualism
appears not only in Canada, but in the whole waddiety and could be better
connected with globalization.

7.2.6 Forced multiculturalism and confusion

When Multiculturalism Actwas passed in 1971, Canadians were de facto fdoced
avoid any kind of discrimination and to tolerateleather even if they did not agree
with the policy. They were forced to accept mulictalism as a part of their lives and
it helped to change the society root and brancim fdiscriminative to tolerant. Bibby

noticed thatan educated, enlighted, sophisticated Canadiaa erson who tolerates

almost everything and seldom takes a position oythémg. If a person dares to

advocate a position in an ethnical, moral, or rédgs realm...such a person typically is
viewed as narrow-mindedBibby, 1990, p. 100).

In some cases, multiculturalism is viewed negayivecause it brings confusion and
misunderstanding when immigrants come to Canad&eiag able to communicate in

English or French and knowing only the law systdrtheir native country.
On the other hand, researches done by the Envirddésearch Group in 2002 show

that problems or negative aspect of multiculturalisnentioned above are not
considered to be serious by the most of Canad&es Table 1 in Appendix).
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7.2.7 Concrete examples

Neil Bisoondath regrets that most of the cases utideCharter provision Canadian
courts have been dealing with can be viewed asaltrand are often ridiculous
(Bisoondath, 1994).

7.2.7.1 Lebanon Rescue Case

The Israeli-Lebanon conflict in July 2006 reveathd existence of 40 to 50 thousand
Canadian citizens in Lebanon. Canadian governmiéeted safe evacuation to these
people after being criticized for not doing enoughhelp thousands of Canadians,
especially when eight members of Lebanese-Canddimaily died during an Israeli
airstrike. Less than half of Canadian citizens ehtosbe evacuated to Canada but most
of them have since returned to Lebanon. The costsufuing nearly 15 000 Canadian

citizens has come in at $94 million - $20 millioma than expected.

The evacuation effort, which involved scores ofrtdr@d flights and sailings arranged
by harried Canadian officials, was criticized bym&evacuees, many of whom said
they endured heat and chaos on the docks, slow rlest and sometimes wretched
shipboard sanitatiof.

This again started the debate regarding the righftsdual citizenship,
responsibilities which are connected with citizepsiind the acquisition of so-called
“passport of convenience”. There was a questioit iould improve the attitude
towards Canadian citizenship and if the ramificagicof policy reform - such as
cancelling dual citizenship and taxes on citizerwkimg abroad - would be good
solution. Many experts came with an opinion to gethe laws to help Canada not to

be“just a rescue squad for people who are citizensame only”(Weinreb, 2006).

7.2.7.2 Strange Jewish demands

In 2006, ultra conservative Hasidic Jewish grolgedsy MCA members in Montreal to
solve the problem of fitness centres housing nkair tSynagogue and an orthodox
Jewish school. Jewish community asked to instadl filosted glass in the exercise

rooms to protect innocent eyes of young orthodaxsJagainst spandex-clad female

37 http://lwww.cbc.ca/canada/story/2006/11/24/lebacast-html, 12.9.2008, 14:33
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exercisers. The exercisers argue that they hawegghbto block out the sun and came
with the petition demanding the right to see andé¢oseen in the gym. YMCA was
forced to search for the solution everyone caneagre

(at http://lwww.cbc.ca/news/viewpoint/vp_zolf/20@2@.html).

In 2008, a judge dismissed the case of a devout ®&én in Ontario, who agrued that
his religious rights were violated when he wasdirier riding a motorcycle without a
helmet. For Sikhs, turban is the only headgearitisdand integral part of their dress.
Sikhs demanded the change of the Ontltidor Vehicle Acts it does not correspond
with the Charter of Rights and Freedonad that it disturbs their religional rights.
They argued that in British Columbia and Manitobaré is an exemption which allow
Sikhs to ride without a helmet but Ontario’s atEymeneral said that there are no plans

to legislate and exemption for Sikhs because itccdisrupt public safety.

7.2.7.3 The Quebéc Kirpan case

In 2001, 12-year-old Gurbaj Singh Multani accidégtdropped his ceremonial dagger
in his schoolyard. He was wearing the dagger cddigthn because he belonged to the
orthodox Sikh community. Orthodox Sikhs say thep&ir is not a weapon but a
religious symbol that is made of metal and devakih §hales must wear it all the times.
Parents of other children were afraid and said atenif it is a symbol, it has no place
in school. The kirpan case became known afteratibd to the court. It was necessary
to solve if the total ban on kirpans in school ateld the religious freedom of Gurbaj
Singh, as guaranteed in tldarter of Rights and Freedgror if it was a reasonable

restriction.

In March 2006, The Supreme Court of Canada ruledl @htotal ban of the kirpan in
school violated theCharter of Rights and Freedomsecause it infringed on the
Charter's guarantees of religious freedom, butlldwed school boards to impose
restrictions on wearing kirpans to ensure publietya According to Justice Louise
Charron,‘religious tolerance is a very important value oa@adian society and a total

prohibition against wearing kirpans to school unaémes the value of this religious
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symbol and sends students the message that sagieuglpractises do not merit the

same protection as othergJustice Louise Charron, March 2, 2006).

7.3 Quebec

Quebec in the 1950’s was characterised by traditism, conservatism and rejected
contemporary ways and values. After the death qfl€ssis, liberal Jean Lesage was
elected and it initiated the new period“mftense changes and activitiegBélanger,
1999:1). People lived in villages according to ttaelitional rural way of life.

The new period of Quebec between 1960 and 1964&lledcthe Quiet revolution and
started with modernisation, the refusal of the pasties. People started to move to
large cities, their attitudes became liberal.

In the 1960’s, development in the social serviaes @ivil rights, democratisation of

political and education system was apparent nog oniQuebec or in Canada, but
almost all around the world. (Bélanger, 1999). Timy value which survived in

thoughts of Quebeckers from the previous time ved®nalism. Parti Québécois was
founded in 1963, the nationalist sentiments gawe aise to powerful separatist
movement and the end of the 1960’s and especladl\yoeginning of the 1970’s saw
series of terrorist attacks (See the FLQ). Althotligideau managed to blunt the most
separatists tendencies in Quebec, the nationaiginsents were gathering strength
which culminated in 1980 by the referendum on tlaeg of Quebec within Canada.
Quebeckers voted 60 % against the sovereignty ab@u In 1995, the second
referendum on whether Quebec should secede Camadhegome an independent
state. The motion was defeated by a very narrovgimarf 50.58 % for “no” to 49.42

% voted for “yes” (at www.synapse.net/radio/refanh
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8. Attitudes towards multuculturalism

Generally, Canadians support the multicultural @glif not really in practise, at least
in principle, althougt many Canadians do not knolatvmulticulturalism is and what
for it is in the society (Dewing, Leman, 2006). Qaekers feel uneasy about the
federal policy, as they consider it as intrusioto itheir internal affairs or downgrading
them into the level of ethnical minority. The pglis seen to be dangerous to the dual
relationship of English-Canadians and French-Camediln fact, multiculturalism is
seen as weakening the francophone status of Quel®ch corresponds with the
strong nationalism in the province. It describes thisinterpretation of the policy,
because if Quebeckers are afraid of reducing tighits at the same level as those of
ethnical minorities, it is inconsistent with theuadjty which multiculturalism offers, for
all Canadians are guaranteed equal rights. If ttemeghts are spread across Quebéc, it
shows that multiculturalism policy does not funatjorecisely and that the mainstream
of English-Canadians and French-Canadians is nasuned the same way as visible

minorities (Lalande, 1992).

Lalande recalls problems between English- and Fr&anadians and notes that if
Canadians are not able to overcome the old corifétiveen the two founding nations,
there can be no space for the “other ethnic groapd’offers a solution in separation of
Québec. Paradoxically, by putting an end to this old coctflthe separation of Quebec
may help both societies, the Canadian and the Quubéto achieve this goal. Or
maybe, it is exactly the contrary, and, as lonsvaswill be unable to accept living in
dualistic society, it is unrealistic to talk aboat pluralistic society” (Lalandé®,
1992:75).

The main idea of the policy is definitely good apibgressive, but even idealistic.
Trudeau transformed cultural diversity into a nadibvirtue, when he proclaimed
multiculturalism as a national policy. It can setarbe strange solution to do the best
friend from the enemy. His ambition was much higthemn to respond to the demands
for recognition of smaller ethnic groups. He wantedeach people tolerate each other.

He did not distinguished between races or ethmies;onsidered himself “a citizen of

%t is important to note, that Gisele Lalande Eranch Canadian living in Quebéc.
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the world” and he expected the same from his felditizens. He and his colleges who
developed multiculturalism wanted to overcome pmit problems originated from

national organization.

In any case, there has been identified a numbgralflems which were brought by
multicultural policy in practice, although they awometimes been caused by
misinterpretation of terms (Dewing, Leman, 2006).

According to Dewing and Leman, multiculturalismsgmetimes misinterpreted to be
the policy for ethnical minorities, although all @2alians are invited to benefit from it.
In fact, multiculturalism emphasized the differem@nd divided Canadian society into
groups of various ethnicity. The main principle rotilticulturalism was equality, but
this principle marked and labeled people of ano#ftbnical background, so as they
were considered as ethnic which is not pleasanbmFthis point of view, if
multiculturalism speaks about the mainstream ahdiedl minorities, equality cannot
be reached, it can even support racism and distaition and multicultural policy can
be regard as divisive and separational. Bibby datimat multiculturalism has not
helped Canadians with integration and unity althoitghas protected languages and
cultures and Wilson continuégVe can live in our culture but we are called mirtgr
groups. Appears on job applications. You are deifer Never be part of the total”
(Wilson from Gingrich and Fries, 1992:14).

Debicki explains that Section 27 of the Charterassning multiculturalism has got two
functions — “First, it is there to “preserve” ankdus prohibit interpretation of the
Charter, which would “abrogate” or “derogate” thendlticultural heritage of
Canadians”. Second, section 27 shall cause intatpme of the Charter “enhancing”
that heritage.” (Debicki, 1992:29-30) Debicki rensdhe main problem a total absence
of content in the section, he requires precisendain of the term culture, because its
absence leads constitutional experts to doubt aboutility. He attacks the ambiguity

of the Charter of Rights and Freedoms which cad {edahe absurdity at courts.

It is interesting to note that among harsh crititsulticulturalism, people belonging to

ethnical minorities can be found, eg. Neil Bisodhdar Richard Ogmundson.
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Bisoondath asks if multiculturalism is needed fomiigrants to preserve their heritage
because if someone decides to come to settle iad2ame actually will not desire to
bring his culture with him. According to him, imnngdion is based on the princip of
renewal. He also argues that the central multicalljpremise of all cultures being equal
de facto prevents from definition of what is Camadbecause no immigrants cannot be

forced to conform to a model of national identBydoondath, 1994).

Ogmundson, who is a third-generation Icelanderesidhat the basic mistake of
multiculturalism was misunderstanding of Canadieality and mistaken identity. He
offers solution in fostering Canadian identity, atniwould help to protect Canadian
economic interests, internal stability and gainejpehdent existence. He blames
multiculturalism for maximizing internal divisiongncouraging foreign exploitation
and facilitating disintegration. Canadians refuagamalism in reaction to the American
or German example, but national identity needsonatism (Ogmundson, 1992).
Canadian public believes, that if the country sdaemain united, people have to learn

to be Canadians first and they will learn it thrbugational awareness.

Forbes comes with a very interesting thought thaltioulturalism“can be seen... as
an alternative to nationalism{Forbes, 2001:2). Nationalism refers to the intignsf

patriotic feelings, on one hand. Such a nationgstson identifies himself with a
nation, and takes pride in its achievements. Ins teense, he will support

multiculturalism, as it is not in contrast with iwatalism.

On the other hand, nationalism can refer to thecple of international organization,
according to which national boundaries are crea@dadesponding with boundaries
between ethnic nations. In this case, countriestaies should be ethnic nations — there
can be multinational states, or nation-state examgrhis kind of nationalism stands as
an antithesis to multiculturalism. Trudeau antitgola the nationalistic danger of
alienation and individualism especially in Queband wanted to avoid conflicts by
declaring new national policy of multiculturaliside called it “polyethnic pluralism”

at first and wanted Canada to show other counthes it is possible to organize

political life different way than that of nationsdvereignty.
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Multiculturalism used to be presented as the apftio of liberal democratic principles
in new circumstances of ethnocultural diversitycdese judges are responsible for
making decisions about minority and majority dengarithe reliance on judicial power
connects multiculturalism and liberalism, as bathaern with minority rights, but they
differ in understanding. Basically, liberalism valuindividual rights, while

multiculturalism group rights (Forbes, 2001).

Gauld says thatWe (Canadains)are receiving an increasing number of foreign
government delegations and enquiries, particulféimyn western and eastern European
countries faced with European unification and wihangign population“(Gauld,

1992:14) which means that the rest of the worlthisrested in multiculturalism and

Canada is the most experienced.

While Mazurek comments the policy of multicultusahi, as Canada is a model of
tolerant and respectful nation appreciated in titernational community, he admits
that the fact that multicultural policy is beingdussed and examined over and over led

to its criticism (Mazurek, 1992).

International organizations are interested in thendadian model for accomodating
diversity, for they are expected to be familiar hwihulticultural policy. The main
promoter of the model on the international levehis Canadian government. Kymlicka
opposes that the international praise does not itskeaccount right-wing critics of
multiculturalism in Canada. It can lead to fail@afemulticulturalism in countries where
the policy will be declared by right-wing politicia who are not informed about the
criticism If the rest of the world considers Canada as a intlilee assumptions must
be realized according to Kymlicka — existence o$tidctly Canadian model of
managing diversity; that this model is successfuCanada and that countries can learn
from Canadian experience. Of course, the secomuipeeof multiculturalism success
is the most debated. In spite of Kymlicka noteat thanadian model cannot be applied

in any country, because it is a product of a uniggtory (Kymlicka, 2008).

In fact, many Western countries adopted policiesafttomodating diversity similar to

the Canadian, but they were not as successful &Samada, especially in bigger
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backlash and the public view on the policy (Kyméck004). In 1980, non-European
immigrants started to involve in multicultural dédawhich rose doubts about the
limits of tolerance. Canadians were afraid of dliél practises such as wife-beating,
forced arranged marriages, female genital mutitates honour killing which could be

excused as a part of ones culture (Bibby, 1990).
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9. Conclusion

When | started gathering information about multigtdlism, | found this idea
interesting and almost ideal. People who live nexeach other, respect their race,
religion and culture, a perfect mosaic full of hamy. Diversity is very important for
us to expand our knowledge and horizons. We carpacgrand make judgements upon
different values and beliefs which can help ustereaore universal values and beliefs.
As it was already mentioned, Canadians are proudthefr official policy of
multiculturalism, even they know it is not perfeetowever, it is not perfect, it is

unique and often viewed as almost sacred evenitsithilures.

After the Second World War Canada had to face tioetage of workers on its labour
markets and the only solution was to open the dooammigration. The 1960’s saw
Canada enjoying economic prosperity and thousaridsnmigrants coming to the
country. Trudeau took advantage of the period amtlaied reforms that left an
indelible mark on his country, sometimes sensirggbople’s sentiments, other times
pushing ahead and dragging the people along. léd long enough to see some of the
most dramatic societal changes. By 2001 when hay #lis country was transformed —
in the large cities of Canada, such as Torontouabé % of people now belonged to
visible minorities people whose racial origin were non-EuropeanaAsither than

Europe became the largest source of new immigrants.

He declared multiculturalism the official natiormlicy in 1971. The original idea of
multiculturalism was definitely to make people ketto combat hatred and intensify
tolerance in the society through cultural diversitje also intended to solve the
problem of Quebec nationalism and separatist sentsnin the province. A very
special and courageous way of reaching it, anduldvaot consider it not successful
way, is to initiate the change in the field of natl policy. It can influence people’s
minds more deeply when transfering it to the natiolevel and dealing with it
globally. Immigrants are generally regard as nolcame, but in Canada politicians
managed to transfer immigration and cultural divgrBom the negative level into

the more or less positive. They managed to corpratblem to the national virtue.
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Multiculturalism is embedded in Canadian Constitativhich is the highest law and

every other rule or law has to accord with it amdrgone must respect it.

In Canada, multiculturalism was not a political e to improve Canada’s reputation
on the international political field, it was a ratal need as the country was and still
is developing because of immigration. Sometimestigans and others say that the
country has always been multicultural, but the teomes from Trudeau and it can be

argued if he only gave name of Canadian realityadr
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10. My Reflections

| was thinking about multiculturality from the Eyean point of view. European
culture has always been unique, more or less gathobnoracial and more or less
racial. | was considering if multiculturality acadng to Canadian model could not be
even harmful, if exaggerating tolerance and respextld not lead to destroying the
original culture. | took a concrete example of Musl who are coming to Europe and
building mosques there. Sometimes they rebuildtlaoctia church to a mosque, which

happens in Germany and Austria, traditionally covestéve countries.

On the other hand, we can learn a lot from Canadmatfticulturalism, because
Europe has a very low birth-rate and the populatgeis older according to
researches. The only solution of the European pdipul decline which could be
considered is the immigration from Africa and Adiathis are to happen, we should
learn from almost forty-years Canadian experiendt wnulticulturalism policy,

especially from its positives and negatives to Wwara of problems it can bring. This
could help us to prepare minds of European citizésms systems of European
countries and other important things. We talk aboulticulturalism and we consider
it as a very positive idea but European cultursti$ conserved and a number of
Europeans have not got in touch either with multicalism in practice, or with the

multicultural idea at all.
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11. Summary

Diplomova prace popisuje zmy v kanadské spaieosti them viady premiéra
Pierra Elliotta Trudeaua —¢devSim se zabyva multikulturalitou, kterou Trudeau
vyhlasil roku 1971 za oficialni narodni politickairategii, pozgji byla dokonce
zakotvena v kanadské UstaKanadska imigrani politika se z dvodu nedostatku
pracovnich sil musela po 2.&gvé vélce zé&it rapidre ménit, aby byla zer schopna
udrzet ekonomickytst. Od 50. let a hlawnv letech 60. se zZala nenit i skladba
imigranti, kdy tradéni evropské zdroje byly z velkéasti nahrazeny asijskymi

zememi, pripadre africkymi.

Trudeau Bhem své vlady museklit nékolika zasadnim probléim, zejména musel
uklidnit separatistické snahy Quebeku. Jeho &&jvpinosem je ale patriace
kanadské Ustavy, ktera bylaepezena z BritAnie do Kanady. Do té doby mohl
kanadskou Ustavu pozitovat pouze britsky parlament, z&nedy timto doséhla

Uplné samostatnosti.

Kanada je jedina zeimna swté, kterA ma politiku multikulturality zakotvenou
v Usta¥. VyhlaSeni oficidlniho programu multikulturality Kanad¢ nebylo jen
pouhou politickou frazi. Karané jsou na tento fenomén velmi hrdi, i kdyz jsou s
védomi jeho nedostatk Zarover ale mohou vigt jeho velky pinos a velmiasto se

na reéj pohlizi jako na firozenou silu ze#
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13. Appendix:

13.1Basic facts about Canada

Population: 33,487,208 (July 2009 est.)
Population growth rate: 0.817% (2009 est.)

Urbanization: urban population: 80% of total population (2008)
rate of urbanization1% annual rate of change (2005-2010)

Ethnic groups: British Isles origin 28%, French origin 23%, etliEuropean 15%,
Amerindian 2%, othelgstly Asian, African, Arab 6%,
mixed background 26%
Religions:. Roman Catholic 42.6%, Protestant 23.3%, Angli&&%o0, Baptist
2.4%, Lutheran 2%), other Cliaus©4.4%, Muslim 1.9%,
other and unspecified 11.8%,en6% (2001 census)
Languages. English (official) 59.3%, French (official) 23.2%ther 17.5%

Independence: 1 July 1867 (union of British North American coies); 11
December 1931 (recognized by UK)

Congtitution: made up of unwritten and written acts, custondicjal decisions, and
traditions; the written part of the constitutionnsests of the Constitution Act of 29
March 1867, which created a federation of four progs, and the Constitution Act of
17 April 1982, which transferred formal control otke constitution from Britain to
Canada, and added a Canadian Charter of RightEr@edoms as well as procedures

for constitutional amendments

Legal system: based on English common law, except in Quebebgereavcivil law
system based on French law prevails; accepts caoqyullCJ jurisdiction with

reservations
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Sour ce: https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-wd+l

factbook/geos/ca.html#Intro

13.2 Table 1: Effects of Multicultural Policy, 1989 -2002
1989 1937 2002
Would Would Would
Would Not Would Not Would Not
Greater understanding between 67 21 63 24 77 18
different groups in Canada
Greater equality of opportunity 62 2 59 28 79 20
for all groups in Canada
Greater national unity 46 35 B5 28
Some groups getting more than
their fair share of government 53 27 50 31 51 40
funding
Gra:ater cnnﬂictt between 43 41 6 47 13 59
racial and ethnic groups
Erosion of Canadian
identity and culture 35 48 36 49 52 54

SourceCanadian and French Perspectives on Diversitgnference Proceedings

October 16, 2003, PUBLIC ATTITUDES TOWARDS MULTICUURALISM

AND BILINGUALISM IN CANADA, Donna Dasko.

13.3 Visible minorities

Total population

Total visible minority population
Black
South Asian
Chinese

Korean
Japanese
Southeast Asian
Filipino
Arab/West Asian

71

33,487,208
3,983,845

662,210

917,075
1,029,395

100,660

73,315

198,880

308,575

303,965




Latin American 216,975
Visible minority, not included elsewhere 98,920
Multiple visible minority 73,875

Sour ce: Statistics Canada, Census of Population.
Last modified: 2005-01-25 at http://www40.statcari@l/cst01/demo52a-eng.htm

13.4 A part of Canadian Charter of Rights and Freed oms

Whereas Canada is founded upon principles thagrere the supremacy of God and
the rule of law:

Guarantee of Rights and Freedoms
1. TheCanadian Charter of Rights and Freedogusarantees the rights and freedoms
set out in it subject only to such reasonable mitescribed by law as can be
demonstrably justified in a free and democratidetgc
Fundamental Freedoms
2. Everyone has the following fundamental freedoms:
a) freedom of conscience and religion;
b) freedom of thought, belief, opinion and expressiacluding freedom of
the press and other media of communication;
c) freedom of peaceful assembly; and
d) freedom of association.

27. This Charter shall be interpreted in a manner ister® with the preservation and
enhancement of the multicultural heritage of Caaiasli

Source: http://laws.justice.gc.ca/en/charter/
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