According to Durkheim, the defining trait of a solid, sovereign, political platform is the secondary social groups that are submissive to its total political power. However, it is also up to the state to decide what is morally sound for the collective society where developing social justice and individual growth is at its upmost importance. The inherent conflict is this; although the Crown signed Treaty 8 recognizing the First Nations people as a nation to be respected within the political sphere, their rights are being severely and continuously infringed upon. This has led to the emergence of the socio-political protest movement called “Idol No More”, which started in December of 2012. Through a Durkheimian lens, there is a clear lack of moral and ethical recognition from the Canadian federal government.

What we want to answer for the presentation: What are Durkheim’s theories relating to politics? How does it relate to Canadian-Aboriginal Affairs?
		- It provides a framework look at land rights established through codified laws and treaty laws (main issue of Idle No More)
		- It provides a framework to understand the Keystone XL Pipeline, (laws concerning land rights and corporatism)

· Our main for this presentation is Canadian-Aboriginal Affairs? We will use the which is an issue that relates to land rights and treaty 8 issues, which relates to Idol no more. 

 Therefore, in regards to the relationship between Canada’s Aboriginal people and the Canadian government, can Durkheim’s sociology of politics and concept of social facts (morphology and institution) allow us to positively analyze the changing dynamics of this socio-political relationship and the implications of the Idle No More social movement upon Canadian society?	Comment by Mirgine Michel: Focus on role of the state. Or you can break it into 2 question. Think about what is is concerning social facts and sociology.

According to Durkheim’s concepts of social facts and the state, how can the changing dynamics of the Canadian-Aboriginal relationship be analyzed in relation to the Idol No More social movement?



Concepts- Political Social Facts: 
· The concept of institution is necessary to explore the institutionalization of Aboriginal territory, privileges, and rights through the codified norms of treaties and laws.

· the morphological concept of a ‘nation’ and the relationships they have. The treaties are nation to nation agreements between Canada and the First Nations, who both take the stance of sovereign nations. The quantifiable (positive thought) concepts of ‘territory’ and ‘aboriginal population’ are important, as the Idle No More movement is based on the codified norms concerning different aboriginal territories.

· Durkheim’s concept of social facts being sui generis will be explored. There must be an understanding of Durkheim’s exploration of geographical condensation within an organic society in order to grasp the concept of material institutions and the dissolution of a collective moral consciousness.

· In particular, the facet of the collective consciousness and the extension of morality of a society must be interpreted on a singular level. Moral and material densities are perhaps the most constant underlying elements that highlight Durkheim’s major sociological theories. These particular concepts are paramount to understanding the relationship between the First Nations people and the Canadian government through a Durkheimian lens.

· These concepts are: political concepts
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