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Political theory 
Political theory is the study of the concepts and principles that people use to describe, explain, and   evaluate political events and institutions.

International relations
a branch of political science concerned with relations between nations and primarily with foreign policies.

Comparative politics
approach based on the comparative method, is the study of the domestic politics, political institutions, and conflicts of countries.

Canadian politics
a.       Federalism
b.      Aboriginal issues
c.       Bilingualism
d.      Nationalism
e.       British heritage
f.       Social welfare
g.       US relations
h.      Multiculturalism

 Most political scientist no longer strictly focus on Canadian policy; more of a comparison with other countries and broader knowledge (cause & effects). + However too much comparison can lead to losing inside perspective on social issues and endanger expertise to having a better understanding of your own country.

 Not much literature on politics in Ontario (viewed as one with the federal government) vs provinces such as Alberta
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Prelude to Confederation
Create a federation that was centralized where the power of the federal government and the provincial government will be under a single authority
First inhabitants were first nations  then French settlers
There were two great powers = France and Great Britain
There was war concerning France colony for north America territory 
British colony welcomed new settlers
American Revolution (war of independence) triggered people who were called “loyalist” (actively supported the king)  Armed conflict between Great Britain and the thirteen of its North American colonies who declared independence from the Untied States of America
Those who opposed independence were loyal to the British crown and so they came to Canada. 
Treaty of Paris = 1763 (formally ended the 7-year war and marked the British dominance and gained much of France’s possessions in North America)
Quebec Act allowed French Canadians to occupy political positions by allowing Catholics to serve in such positions. English-speaking immigrants from Britain and the southern colonies objected to a variety of its provisions, which they saw as a removal of certain political freedoms.
British empire (protestants etc..) all those requirements were waved
Loyalist considered the French Catholic population uneducated, unrefined  there was pressure to separate politically the two communities
Constitution Act (Britain) two distinct territory. 
Lower Canada = Catholic and French High Canada = English and protestant 1791 
Both territories had struggles for responsible government (a bit of rebellion) especially in lower Canada because to have assembly’s that could hold decision maker in account it took an extra dimension (struggle against British empire)
Results of rebellion = British government sends someone (Lord Durham) to investigate what is happening and what they could it about it. Problem = the colonies and that there are only two races so they can’t coexist together.
They can only function if one race is assimilated. He suggests that the two territories be merged into one (1840) = New Britain = Act of Union (it abolished the legislatures of Lower Canada and Upper Canada and established a new political entity, the Province of Canada to replace them). But it never worked in the way that could produce similarity. 
Under this Act there was still distinction between Canada [Canada east (Quebec) West (Ontario)]
There is political mechanism in the Act were both communities need consent for it to happen (mechanism of dual prime minister ship) 
There was never one overwhelming power seeking to govern the whole colony but more participation of all colonies  which triggered to think of different political arrangement. 
This Union caused political paralysis, deadlock (difficulty of passing laws in a legislature because the votes for and against a proposed law are evenly divided, , or the executive branch and the legislature are controlled by different political parties, or otherwise cannot agree)

2. The compromise of 1867
Creation of Canadian confederation (1867) = 3 main reason for why it occurred
1. Political paralysis (Act of union), 2. Security aspect (US) 3. British colonies (bourgeoisie in the colony think that market/commerce opportunities can be furthered develop if they have a state instead of colonies [business and market]). 
Fundamental division of what the state will look like (followed linguistic and religion). The English protestant elite (unitary state) where one government that held any sovereignty is favorable because it gives strength to the new country
French Canadians = Great Britain is a minority therefore they would easily be overpowered by the majority and might be assimilated.
Proposal = Canada was created as a decentralized federation so that they can have their government who would be in charge of most things.

3. The B.N.A. Act: signs of an intent to have a centralized federation.

Decentralized: Process of redistributing or dispersing functions, powers, people or things away from a central location or authority
A lot of resistant from the English people
Compromise is the end = create a federation that’s centralized so the French Canadians can still have their government (Government of Quebec).
However, the government of Canada (Federal) would be a very much more powerful government than the provincial one.
Intention of a centralized federation is that the federal government is more important than the provincial one. 
B.N.A act: The Act entails the original creation of a federal dominion and sets the framework for much of the operation of the Government of Canada,

The division of powers
Most important powers during that time were given to the government
Role of the government was primarily security, commerce, microeconomics (back then churches and organizations were in charge of health care)

Concurrent powers and federal paramounts
concurrent powers of legislation (immigration and agriculture) vision of founding fathers 
Federation is dominant, provincial can only take action if it doesn’t go against the federal paramount’s. If there’s a conflict provincial should drop it.

Powers of disallowance and reservation
Powers of disallowance and reservation allow the governor general who acts on the advice of the PM to reserve a provincial legislation or to disallow provincial legislation.  these powers were barely used  no government of Canada would dream of using those clauses to strike down provincial legislation ( articles exist but the court may eliminate it)

The “Peace, order and good government clause”
The “Peace, order and good government clause” concerns the federal government and justifies that all powers not specifically assigned to the provinces can be accessed by the government of Canada by the name of peace and order of government.
To make laws for the peace, order and good government of Canada in relation to all matters not coming within the classes of subjects by this Act assigned exclusively to the Legislatures of the provinces and for greater certainty.

The lieutenant governors
Lieutenant governor= also represents the queen in the provinces
He is appointed by the federal government and it shows us that it is as important for the governor of Canada to have a presence in the provinces, appointed official designated by the government of Canada who will have a veto on provincial legislation. 
Governor General = represents the queen
Canada was created as a federation because of linguistics and religions aspects
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Evolution of federalism didn’t really follow what the creators of the Constitution thought 

Federation vs. Unitary States
Federation (Canada)
 result of union of previously autonomous countries
 restructuring of previous countries that were a union
 some degree of sovereignty is present
 all levels of government are sovereign
 full power to act in the areas specified in the constitution 
 State where there is a division of powers (which cannot be changed) between the level of government
 division exists and is written in the  constitution (supreme law of the state, all others law must conform. How to change? Via amendment that involves a supra-majority. 7 provinces in Canada forms most of Canada’s popul.)

Unitary states (ex. France)
 many levels of government
 No Sovereignty 
 Centralized power has the authority to eliminate provinces
 Division of powers can be changed

changes in federalism 

Political Parties
Different views on the powers that government should hold
Goal: make the system more decentralized  (right-wing)
Make the system more centralized (left-wing)

Societies and cultural change
Cultural evolution
Territorial or change to becoming more diverse and open-ended = centralization falls 
Assimilation
Policy loses importance as society advances
Changing economic disparities
Shaping of government= imblanced division of resources 
Result: varying consquences

Court Decisions
Important but federations with older constitutions
Ultimate arbitrators

External Shocks
Wars, international conflicts, global financial crises
Favours centralization 

The Canadian Path
CAN-US are the perfect contrast
Canada was created a centralized gov. As time has passed, it has decentralized
How did Canada become decentralized or centralized?
Provincial Rights movement
Provinces, most prominently Ontario and their premier, Oliver Mowat fight for more power
This is because of a realization of a large amount of power that the federal government has
Centralization
World War I 
Power of federal government is restored
Great Depression
Financial Crisis
Court Decisions (JCPC –Privy Council)
British court ruling
Sympathetic to provinces
Pushed decentralization
Privy council made it mandatory that National treaties that are put in place must be accepted by provinces if it has to do with things like labour which falls under provincial jurisdiction
World War II – Post Era
An ever-increasing power in the hands of the federal government
Provinces are broken
Legitimacy increases for Federal Government
1960  Quiet Revolution
pressures of decentralization are in effect
Pierre Trudeau government comes into power in ‘68
Laws on abortion, homosexuality, multiculturalism are in place during his term of office
1982  Charter of Rights and Freedoms
Mulroney Government (will elaborate at next lecture)
Decentralization is favoured
Changes of parties in office
LIBCONLIB
Chretien/MartinHarperJustin Trudeau 
Chretien and (kind of) Martin Government look for a more centralized government
Harper  Less government intervention, more decentralized
TO KNOW:
 Panoramic view of the evolution of federalism
 Identify sources of change
ex. Political Parties
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Intergovernmental relations
 must be a means of contact between three levels of gov. (in Canadas case)
 in all federation there is some sort of intergovernmental relations
 they can take two different forms
inter-state vs. intra-state

Intrastate
when constituent units of federations have representation in the central institutions of the country
ex. US Senate
each state has 2 reps. Those senators represent their state. In addition they are apart of federal institution of US
senate consent is required for legislation to pass
has a presence in US politics
Have access to the presidency 
The elected rep. from specific state are all a part of the shaping of federal legislation
Occurs within central body in the country (hence why it is called intra state)
Advocate for states needs and wants
Inter-state (Canada)
Senators = appointed by PM not elected like in the US
Have some influence to shape federal politics
MPs 
No power to shape federal legislation 
No opportunity to offer suggestions
No provincial representation in the PMs office 
Interstate= model where federal and provincial governments meet and interact at different occasions via different channels 

Executive Federalism (Canada’s model) & First Ministers Meetings
First Ministers’ Meetings (10 yrs ago. B4 Harper)
Leaders would get together and discuss issues of the federation
Harper: nothing good can happen to me here. All provinces will gang up for more money. No benefit for the Federal gov. via these meetings
0 Sum game. Some win, others lose
Show off against other provinces
Necessary for Canadians to see how the federation is managed. See how premier interacts with other provinces 
Although first ministers meetings no longer exists, there are other meetings, at a smaller scale that are carried out 
Ex. Just finance ministers or ministers of aboriginal affairs
Inter-provincial relations
Council of the federation (w/out federal government)
Multi vs Bi laterlism 
Multi  getting everyone in one room
Not only form of intergovernmental relations
More publicized
Bi  When prime minister does one-on-one meetings with premier
This could also be premier-premier
More publicized

Fiscal federalism in Canada
 structure that is similar to most
The programs that are very expensive to run are under the respon. of the provinces (healthcare and education which adds up to 60% of budget)
Revenue generating capacity (contemporarily) is fairly comparable 
Both provincial and federal take provincial tax and federal tax in sales for example. Other fed taxes include customs.
Provincial governments have higher levels of spending commitments.
Fiscal imbalance
Issue of all federations 
How to work around this issue?
Fiscal federalism
Canada has two  “vertical transfers”
These transfers are there to correct a vertical imbalance
Feds have too much revenue and provinces = not enough
2 ways to perform transfer
transferring money with conditions (how to spend it, fines associated)
transferring without conditions
more complicated
partial conditions or not stringent conditions 
usually conditional or loosely conditional
CHT and CST (health transfer and social transfer)

CHT (Canada Health Transfer)
Mostly unconditional or with loose conditions
Can be used by transfer if they agree to comply with Canada health act (from 1984)
5 conditions
access, public service, universality etc.
if you want to steer away from this, there are issues with getting this support 
In Paul Martin’s gov, pot of money increased by 6%
Harper’s government reduced this 
Most pressing and important issues in politics

CST (Canada Social Transfer)
Helping provincial government with the rest of social policy
Education
Condition
Residency 
All Canadians have the right to welfare in any member province even though they have not lived there for a certain amount of years
CHT
***Review***
-> fiscal federalism
2 transfer 
vertical 
1) health grant 
2) Rest of social policy 
come with minimal/loose condition (pol scientists: unconditional)
not in the constitution
feds don’t have to make these transfers
can be removed at anytime
ex: Jean Chretien’s gov cut 25% of these 
Equalization
Referred to horizontal transfer
Potential for territorial inequalities to have an impact on public service expected by citizens and policy
There are more wealthy provinces
ON, AB, BC
If you stick to vertical transfer but do not address the imbalance, this will result to a greater revenue in some provinces rather than others
Leads to excellent public services, well paid employees in some provinces ONLY
Developed countries following federalism structure put in place a program that equalizes this imbalance 
USA does not have this
1957 – Equalization created in Canada
governments coincidently during this time gets more involved I healthcare and other areas  
How it works
Calculates fiscal capacity for each province in a given year 
Levels of revenue that all provinces could generate if they had the same rate of taxation
Take all the countries that are below avg. and bring them up to that level 
Equalization also takes into account population. Bigger population results to more funds given 
Equalization Is fully run by feds. Comes from taxes
Purpose: seeking to have rovinces to be in a position to provide public services that are of like quality
This was constitutionalized
Federal government is committed to make this program consistent at taxe rates that are similar 
Structure  entirely run by fed gov
Issue of natural ressources 
Ex NF&L
Use to be below line 
Slightly ahead of the line /=/ good bc you loose out on equalization

[bookmark: _WNSectionTitle_7][bookmark: _WNTabType_6]Intergovernmental Relations & Fiscal Dimensions	16-01-18 11:39 AM


Federalism and Health Care
Provincial government in charge of heath care
feds steps in : 
public health (diseases/ outbreaks)
transferring money MOSTLY!
Canada Health Act (linked to finances)
Aboriginal/Indigenous Health
Federalism and Social Policy
welfare policy
provincial (monitor poverty line. If you fall below, help is extended from provincial government)
unemployment insurance
Federal program
Constitution
No social policy program should be run by Feds
Provinces complained about jurisdiction. Feds power of $ allowed them to do whatever they want
Constitution was eventually changed
Post WWII
pensions (old age)
Federal
Quebec has its own 
Ontario is interested in establishing its own
education (field of its own)
others: disabilities, family allowances
family :shared jurisdiction like most other things. Must look at specifics to show division

Environmental Policy
Constitution
Says nothing 
Oil producing provinces = don’t want to favor the environment
Not oil producing provinces = want to be as green as possible
Varies according to provinces

Immigration
Concurrent power (provincial and federal)
Old colonies had power to make those decision. This was carried through with provincial
Predominantly federal 
CITIZENSHIP on the other hand is EXCLUSIVELY under Federal Jurisdiction
Refugees do not fall under immigration. Therefore provinces do not have a say in this 
Did not immigrate  move to Canada willingly
Forced out 
Justice  Law and Order
Criminal Law  federal
Violent 
Civil Law  Provincial
Neighbours having problems with code of conduct 
Police
90% provincial but RCMP exists….unclear
Provinces run jails

Financial regulation/Trade and commerce
Federal is in charge of rates, economy, stock, trade and commerce etc…anything international
Security regulation (regulating stock market)  provincial
Harper government decided a few years ago to create a national security regulation  provinces reacted by reminding him that it’s a provincial responsibility however the federal government refused/declined .
Few provinces took the federal government to court since they were always in charge of these issues court was in favor with the provinces

Foreign affairs
Most of it is federal since they handle diplomatic relations and international relations
Provinces are not forbidden to create their own international relations (Quebec + Alberta developed relationships abroad and have desks abroad)
Provinces can develop their own relations as long as it doesn’t interfere with Canada’s diplomatic relationships abroad
International treaties: 1930 (judicial committee of the privy council) stated that if the federal government signed an international treaty in an area of provincial jurisdiction (ex: education) the implementation of this treaty requires the consent of all provincial governments. This requires intergovernmental relations  
Trade would imply intra-relations with the government
Provinces should have consent for the implementation of the treaty

Industrial (employment) relations
Mainly a provincial jurisdiction
Except for employees that work for the federal government or federal regulated company (ex: air transport, employee’s in the parliament)

Language and culture
This topic is not discussed in the constitution (kind of an open slate)
On the provincial level, the aspect of language is not balanced ex: Quebec is very demanding/interested in this subject compared to other province’s
Federal government (1969) made Canada officially bilingual, then Quebec made French as the official language of the province
Culture : heritage, museums, libraries  50/50 , federal government is more invested in culture than the provinces
 A lot of the language aspect comes from education (ex: language policies in schools)

Education
Another aspect of public policy and federalism
Provincial is in charge of primary, secondary and university level
Federal doesn’t really have any input or relation
Despite the absence of the federal department of education, the results of Canadians on international testing demonstrates good results despite not having a minister of education
Informal coordinationsharing and learning by an education council that shape/structure the education system

Natural resources (energy policy)
Environment is usually the main/common issue, also geographical + aboriginal issues
Some provinces have to suffer with the risks while others get the benefits  political issue 
Complicates aboriginal policy in Canada
Constitutionally it’s the federal government’s responsibility to take actions regarding this matter
However, natural resources are held by provinces therefore the aboriginal’s need to discuss this with the provinces instead of federal which makes it harder 
Distinct aspect of Canadian federalism
Trudeau government: Enactment of energy  regulate price of oil
Results = provinces received a constitutional (1982) notice that natural resources are indeed provinces property and they have sole responsibility for their exploitation and development

Federalism: Political dimensions 
In Canada two point of views regarding divisions of Canadian federation (sociological and institutional)
Institutional level: 10 equal provinces and these units form the Canadian federation
Sociological level: Canada is a multi national federation that is composed of many different nations, this over rides the 10 equal units’ ideology
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Usually Canada is perceived as a 10 equal provinces, historically and regarding the provinces size

Midterm
4 essay type questions requiring answers of different lengths 
Couple more questions with two concepts that require about a paragraph

 The notion that Canada is a multinational confederation and this basic sociological fact overrides the fact that there are 10 provinces in Canada 
 An overwhelming number of Quebecois see Canada as 2 nations (French Catholics and English Protestants) 
 For the most part, Canada is seen as 10 equal provinces 

Nationalism 
The sense of belonging to a political community
There is nationalism in Canada in different ways 
There is a sense of belonging to Canada 
In Quebec there is a sense of belonging to Quebec 
There is a sense of belonging with aboriginal peoples with non official governments 
Its about seeking or preserving some form of economy or a form of political independence 
There are 2 parts of nationalism – Identity and belonging and seeking and preserving 

Quebec politics 

Pre- 19060’s
Before the 60s, what’s called “French Canada”, is a sense of identity and belonging but is not limited to just French Canada and Quebec (All people who are French speaking Canadians belong to French Canada and its not just limited to Quebec) 
The Catholic church encouraged conservatism 

The Quiet revolution 
French Canadians felt that they were left behind socioeconomically 
An image arose that the English speaking was the boss and the labour workers were French speaking (division in labour) 
Quebec went from being one of the most religious societies in the western world to having a weak grasp of religion
Beginning of 1960s, Quebec government seeks a more centeralized federation and a type of recognition 
Not violent but there was fast political change  an effort by the Quebec government (Liberal) to modernize the province 
Ex: Wrestle the church for educational rights
Main victim: Church which was the political force in charge
They said that they had fallen behind socio economically
Fundamental shift in power
Quebec went from being a very religious province to not as much
Notion of French Canadian’s disappeared  lead francophone outside Quebec to be dumped (not part of the nation)
Division of French Canadian’s became for territorial 
Quebec argument: 
1. We are behind so we need a government that is able to catch up (want decentralized federation) and seeks a recognition of being distinct 
2. Should be recognized that Quebec has to look out for a second minority and that it should be constitutional 

The PQL: Autonomy and recognition
Believe in Canada and the federation but we should decentralize it so Quebec can catch up 
In the 70s, French becomes the official language of Quebec, the official language in the workplace and of advertising etc.. 
French: Main language
Don’t want independence because of economic uncertainties (no)
60/40 they won

The PQ: Sovereignty and social –democracy
There were 2 referendums in Quebec, in 1980, the argument is that Quebec needs to be completely modernized to protect its culture 
Quebec is going to be fully developed and if it wants to be able to fully protect its language it should be an independent state
French: language of work place, public advertising
Independent and fully modernized
Advancement for francophone = they need independence
They want independence (yes) 
1980 was an important event in Canadian politics 


Politics and nationalism in aboriginal communities 
Most first nations in Canada members have a sense of loyalty to their nation even if they don’t have a state (they have a band government) 
When Europeans settled, that’s when the topic of territory and land arose 
3 different legal categories when it comes to aboriginals 
Indians (first nations) 
Inuits 
Metis 

Contact
Brought new disease, unfair trading
Europeans came with more technology therefore there was imbalance  when they come they settle

Diversity
Tremendous diversity between Canada’s aboriginal population
Different legal categories when talking about Canada’s aboriginal populations 
Indians (First nations), Inuit’s (north territories) and Metis (mixing of European)
Status Indians: Governed by the Indian act (ex: responsible of your health care)
Non status Indians: Not governed by the Indian act

The 1876 Indian Act
Law which takes a curious/colonial approach to aboriginals 
“These people can’t govern themselves therefore the federal government needs to govern them”
Colonialism and assimilation at once 
Didn’t have freedom of movement, couldn’t leave the reserve without permission, can’t drink alcohol, no right to vote
Viewed as inferior so they Churches and Canada decided to go on a mission to civilize aboriginals
Lead to catastrophic consequences 
Took aboriginal kids from their parents = taught them English and French, tried to convert them to Christianity, dressed them in western clothes 
Their status was forced upon them

“The Indian act is a law which takes an approach to aboriginals which states that these people are not able to govern themselves and the federal government will need to govern them”

The 1969 White Paper
Pierre Trudeau government said that they’ve been treating aboriginals like second class citizens/colonial subjects  wrong
We should make them Canadian (contribute to economic issues, have all of the rights), he wanted to offer federal equality
Aboriginals massively rejected the offer
Withdrew it and was never legislated because it wasn’t in favor
Residential schools are a current topic and have received media coverage
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The Trudeau vision of Canada and Quebec’s two-nations vision
All Canadians nations had strong British ties but there is a shift in 1960 adopt their own flag, Adapts multicultural policy, everyone has the same liberal rights
Trudeau’s vision is that Canada was composed of individual citizens that each have liberal rights with 10 equal provinces (created tension). 

Quebec’s claims for constitutional change
Quebec government needs more time to catch up and that the distinctive nature and role of the Quebec government should be recognize by the constitution

The 1980 referendum
Trudeau made a promise to Quebecers that if they voted no there will be change
Trudeau’s objective was to have a Chart of Rights and Freedom which was actually not wanted by provinces since they all had to conform to it 
Quebec wanted a more decentralized not centralized federation

The 1982 patriation of the Constitution and the creation of the Charter of Rights and Freedoms.
They had some issues regarding how the government can constitutionalize the Charters
Supreme court wasn’t in favor but then provinces start heading towards the idea of having a Charter (back and forth process)
Constitutional change stood because the supreme court dismissed Quebec’s arguments
Aboriginal have treaty rights
Article concerning unconstitutional acts (Trudeau wasn’t in favor of it)
Constitutional change requires the consent of 7 provinces (majority)
1. Recognition of Aboriginal Rights 2. Equalization 3. Creation of an amending formula
Conservative power in party decided to negotiate new constitutional act that lets Quebec enter ..He negotiated with all the provinces 


The political consequences of the patriation: the 1984 Conservative victory and 'national reconciliation.'
Québec's 5 minimal conditions and the Meech Lake Accord:

1. Opting-out of shared cost programs
Allows Quebec to refuse to participate in a national program but still be able to receive financial compensation from the federal government (they still need to establish a program that’s quite similar)
Now they don’t exist

2. Constitutionalizing Quebec's powers over immigration
Have a say in the acceptance of the immigration in their province it wasn’t present in the constitution but they wanted it. 
Became more important these days so not a problem

3. Guaranteeing 3 Quebec judges in the Supreme Court and provincial input into Supreme Court nomination
Quebec wanted a say in the selection of the judges

4. Veto on constitutional change
It was changed without the consent of Quebec so know they want a veto on constitutional change

5. Recognition of Quebec as a distinct society

The rise and fall of Meech:
Mulroney government declares negotiations with the intent of a new constitutional act to include QC…This is where the Meech Lake Accord was drafted and discussed, intended to persuade QC to endorse the constitutional Act
It was intended to persuade the government of Quebec to endorse the 1982 constitutional 
This accord will make Canada weaker and make Quebec more susceptible to recession
Required every parliaments endorsement which it didn’t get
2 provinces against the accord (Newfoundland and Manitoba [ minority government with 2 parties]) and so it died (1990)
Pierre Trudeau wasn’t in favor at all
Cause for fall: Weakened Canada, it’s the death of Canada  a lot of public opinion
Criticized for being negotiated behind doors (undemocratic process)

The Charlottetown accord
More complex than the Meech accord
It had the same things and more
Talking about Canada being multicultural, bilingual,
Clause for 3rd government for the Aboriginal people of Canada
Contrary to Meech from the beginning it was foreshadowed that it won’t be accepted
It was proposed amendments for the constitution
Accord was defeated

 
The 1995 referendum and its aftermath
Campaign was taking an unpredictable turn
People say nothing was clear about the referendum
Concerned whether or not Quebec should proclaim national sovereignty and become an independent country with the condition of offering a political/economic agreement to Canada
People were concerned because the voting was very close so there could be another referendum 
There was fear after because there was concerns that another referendum could take place
Government asked the supreme court of Canada to keep secession in mind and the judgment says that the constitution doesn’t say much about it (its an act of political will but it needs to be done in a proper way by respecting many things that are at the core of the Canadian doctrine (ex: respect of minority).



The clarity act
What is it? 
It’s a legislation passed by the government that establishes conditions in which the government would enter in negotiations that might consider withdraw 
To have another referendum, the House of commons need to affirm that the question is clear for it to be considered and accepted as a referendum
The court says that the majority needs to be clear towards their point of view
After the results, lets say they get 52% yes, its an unclear majority therefore they wont accept the results.
The actual effects: Clarity act is viewed as a weapon (used to political party’s advantage)


Where are we now?
Some say maybe this was a project from a certain generation
An idea that must be considered is the effect of the Harper government on nationally unity and Quebec’s independence 
created a lot of intergovernmental conflicts
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Mid-term
 evolution
lecture 2
 constitution
signs that tell us that the intent was to create a centralized federation
how did the federation come about
 Evolution of federalism
 Inter governmental relations and fiscal dimensions
how they work  inter state model
First ministers meeting
Bureaucratic relationships
Fiscal federalism
Vertical and horizontal trasnsfers
Equalization (basics and how it works)
Options for reform: considering provincial needs, private agencies instead of government
 views
see Canada as 10 different provinces or the Pierre Trudeau vision for Canada.
 Quiet Revolution
French Canada to Quebec
Religion transformation
Political impact that the Quebec government
 Aboriginal populations
Indian Act
Colonial
Federal gov. puts many restrictions on them
Pierre Trudeau sought to fix this problem
Make the aboriginals more Canadian
Reaction of Aboriginals: negative
Residential Schools 
Development of nationalism I Quebec
Quest for constitutional change
I
What lead to Meech lake accord 
[bookmark: _WNSectionTitle_5][bookmark: _WNTabType_4]MID TERM OUTLINE	16-01-18 11:39 AM
Trudeau: thought would be detrimental for Canada
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