A Landmark Celebration: Canada 150, Set@etonialism, and the Politics of Diversity &
Reconciliation

by

DaisyM. Raphael

A thesis submitted in partial fulfilment of the requirements for the degree of

Doctor of Philosophy

Department of Political Science
University of Alberta

© Daisy Raphael, 2021



ABSTRACT

My dissertation analyzebe politics of settlecolonial nationatelebrationghrough an
analysis of Canada 15fharking the sesquicentennial of ConfederatiLandmark celebrations
like Canada 150 are milestones marking intervals algagraey of supposed national progress
Yet, landmark celebrations, | argue, are #swl celebrationg events aimed atorying
Canadian state sovereignty claims @anaoiducing and reproducing settler attachments to
Indigenous land. Land is simultaneously central to landmark celebrations and fundamentally
obscured as contested territory over which the natiate requires control in order maintain its
|l egiti mawmyW.d déBeolurges of diversity, i-nclusio
narration of O6Canadadé as a happy project, wor
Drawing upon criticakace feminist, settlecolonial studies, and Indigenous theory and
scholarship, | unma@anada 15@n three stages. Firstahalyze former Conservative Prime
Mini ster St ephen Hwhictpbegind with theRconangemaraton @f thd 7 o
bicentennial of the War of 181Zanadian Political Science (CPS) scholars tend tothead
1812 conmemorationas ne component of Harperdos effort to
British Warrior Nation. | complicate this understanding by highlighting the ways the
commemoration emphasizes discourses of diversity, inclusion, and reconciliation. The 1812
monument, ATriumph Through Diversityo, for ex
cooperation amongst diverse peopl es. By star
demonstrate thaonservativeandLiberalsalike mobilize diversityasQaada6s str engt h
From Anishinaabe and Haudenosaunee territory on whose land British, French,
American, and Indigenous peoples fought the War of 1812, this dissertation travels north of the
tree line to examine Canada @3seconciliatory expedition thrgh theNorthwestPassage

mar ki ng Canada 6 $he@3d&spqditioncl argue, ésma projectlof. storying



Canadian sovereignty that obscures Inuit sovereignty by positioning them as diverse Canadian
people.In fact, narratives of reconciliationaddi ver si ty sl i de together
the C3 Expedition, as if encounters between diverse peoples are themselves a form of
reconciliatory work. This slippage signals a need to crittheeemergence dafiversity and
reconciliation as intertated discourses that support Canadian stetking.

Finally, my dissertation travels to the heart of the settbdwnial imagination and the
centre of Canada Day celebrationBarliament Hilli on Algonquin territory in Ottawa. This
chapter comparesdigenous and nemdigenous occupations of urban public space during
Canada 150 celebrations. On one hand, the City of Ottawa turned city parks and parking lots
into campgrounds to manage the anticipated influx of visitors to Ottawa during the celsbration
inviting settlers to occupy public space. On the other hand, the etibeial state identified
Algonquin water protectors as public safety threats for raising a tipi on Parliament Hill in a
reoccupation of traditional, unceded Algonquin territoc@omparing these two examples side
by-side demonstrates the ways settielonial national celebrations such as Canada 150 rely
upon and reinforceettler relations to landt the same time as Indigenous resistance

successfully undermines the Canadianomes t at e 0 steraGtdryaandi@gtimacy



PREFACE

Portions ofChapterThreearepublished thénternational Journal of Canadian Studiésl. 58,
pp. 92109). See Raphael, Daisy. 2080T r i umph Thr ough Diversity? T
Commemoration and Setti€olonial Myth Makingo International Journal of Canadian Studies

58: 92109.
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CHAPTER ONE: BEGINNINGS
AThe University of Alberta respectfully ackno
traditional gathering place for diverse Indigenous peoples including the Cree, Blackfoot, Métis,

Nakota Sioux, Iroquois, Dene, Ojibway/Salteaux/Anishinaabe, Inuit, and many others whose
hi stories, | anguages, and cultures continu

Feeling Territorial
Introducing a dissertation is a peculiar task. Having written each chapter, | now arrive

back at the beginning to introduce a project that is about begirinerggxamination of the

2017 celebration of the 150th anniversary offthending of theCanadian settlecolonial

nationstate. Canada 150, like Canada 125, the Centennial Celebrations of 1967, and the

Diamond Jubilee of 192&relandmark celebratiawhen Canadpaused to mark its founding,

reflect on its progress, and sam turning point toward more mature, more independent, and
moreCanadiancountry. On 1 July 2017, Prime Minister Justin Trudeau declarédils speech

marking 150 years since Confederafjbrh at it was a day to Achart a
newourse for the next 150 -toyhatianrregdationsbipveith act er i zed
Indigenous peoples. The geographical language of his Canada Day 2017 address, mapping
Canadabds next steps, is significantonesLandmar k
mar king intervals along a journey to a nation
celebrations, | argue, are alsmd celebration§ events aimed at narrating Canadian state

sovereignty claims and producing and reproducing settlehattants to Indigenous landland

is simultaneously central to landmark celebrations and fundamentally obscured as contested

territory over which the stateeksc ont r o | in order main2&a7) n i ts |
Canada 150 address to the crowchgetd on ParliamentHili@anadabés nati onal C
reveals the paradox of a landmark celebration. Beginning with an acknowledgment to the crowd

on that fAwe are on the ancest r(20l7)conranertesss of t he



celebration of sttlercolonialnationbuilding with an acknowledgement that the land is of
another natioii it is Algonquin land. What to make of beginning with a territorial

acknowledgment?

Il n an e sBseayyo ntdi tTleerdr ifit or i aUniveisityloiAtbevtbBMgtds g e me nt s

scholar Chelsea VowéP016a)writes that territorial acknowledgments can be a form of
recognition, a powerful assertion of Indigenous presence, and a critique of ongoing settler
colonialism? Yet, in privileged, progressive, and urban spaces, Vowations that territorial
acknowledgments can become repetitious, an item on a checklist that must be ticked off before
the event can begin. When territorial acknowledgments become routine and repetitive
statements, offered without consideration ofdbetent of what follows the acknowledgmént

I i ke Tr udethey faiktg becarhea starting point for changing relationsHips.
contrast when accompanied by meaningful questions abouimdigenous obligations to
Indigenous peoples, land, andter, Vowel argues that territorial acknowledgements can
unsettlel which is to say, they can shake lodsgettlercolonialism as a structure of
dispossessiofRegan 2010, 13)I begin by offering an acknowledgement that | anoe

Indigenousperson on Teaty 6 territory writing about settler colonialismthout any illusions

! patrickWolfe (2006) summarizes his theory of setitetonialism as a structure of elimination when he asserts

that Asettler colonizers come to stay: invasion is a
colonialism from other colonial regimes, such as British colonization of India between 1858 and 1949, because of its
permanency (see also MoretBobinson 2015, 10). In settleolonial regimes, the settler never leaves. While

European colonial regimes exttaesources from land until the peripheral economy is no longer viable or the
administration of colonies too expensive, what underpins setilenial regimes is the drive to access and control

land itself (Wolfe 2006, 388). To that end, settlefonidism involves a drive to eliminate Indigenous peoples and

their political, economic, legal, and social structures in order to establish colonial political, legal, economic, and

S 1

social structures on Indigenous land. This is what Wolfe means when heatassettbrc ol oni al i sm fAdest r

replaceo (2006, 388). Unli ke British r-aolbnglismimthé ndi a,
Canadian context is ongoing.

wh |



that this frees me from the culpability of being a settler on Indigenoug |Radher, | offer this
in order to tell you a bit about where my knowledge is situ@tedaway 1988)

At its core, this dissertation is abdbg stories that underpin settler nationalism and
Canadiarstate claims tgovereignty In Métis, Chris Andersen (2014) writes thabststate
sanctioned claims to nat i on aternaupointdofstraant e qui t e
stress, an dCatneandsai 6osnsamatiored)airasttoational unity are indeed
quite tenuoussince Confederation in 1867 did not manufacture a straightforward relationship
bet ween the stat eodiel®243)Anations t @d ePpesopdlradi (Bt y,
writes, is finever more marked than when we ca
The dissertation catches Canada in the act of storying its own soverdigigns, states, and
people ae composed of stories, which emerge framd reproducearticular ontologies or ways
ofbeing.il magi ne, 06 Gordon Christie (2011)- asks hi
contained normative universeo ( Judque . As a pe

epistemologies, or ways of thinking, which give rise to a distinct ontokigping theiwvays of

2Mi chael Asch (2014) defines setthersodoatrdmseksdwheseof
2 5

Wil dcat (2015) prefers a definiti on nfligefioesgpeopldseusiny t hat |
fsettlerdo to Arefer exclusively to popul assandsetlert hat pr
identity often overlap, Wil dcat -mdiggnoes peoples,aten tiioéesd t | er 6
are white/ Europeanodo because he i s f Gacd(R0&50394).nYetfiEye oc e s s e

Tuckand K. Wayne Yang (2012) argue that people of colour,
settlers (7). Likewise, Bonita Lawrence and Ena Dua (2005) explajnthife white settler nationalism

marginalizes and racializes immigrants and-moni t e peopl e, raciali Aleeh peopl e fiar
MoretonRobinson (2015) conceptualizes settler relations to the nation as operating through a logic of white

possession. White possessive logics, as | discuss in Chapter Two, reproduce amenmeas about who

legitimately owns the nation (MoretdRobinson 2015, xii). While these conceptualizations of who or what

constitutes aettlerdiverge over questions of race, each of these definitions have in common a focus on processes

and relationsthat is, they eacadvance definitions of settler subjectivity that emphagipeesses of racialization

and relations to land, people, ahé nationstate | understand the tersettlerto mean, following Asch,

descendants of those fiwho arrived }Rebingod2015)tosewbd sewher e
benefit from whiteness and experience the nation as a white possession. Like Wildcat, | also ursdttistzsad

those invested tacitly or overtlyi in maintaining settler colonial structures and processes (2015: BfH)

sympathetic to the arguments of Tuck and Yang (2012) and Lawrence and Dua (2005) that racialized and immigrant
populations are settlers, albeit @ge experiences of the natistate are also shaped by the white possessive.

However, when | use the term settler, | typically use it to refer to white people, unless otherwise indicated.



being in the world.Stories,asexpressioaof distinct epistemologies and ontologiast e f#wor | d

creatingand worldna i nt ai ni ng o fndhisimagmednopnatioepuhiversenvi t h

(Christie 2011, 337). Wwasfrom within such a normative universe that the concestate

sovereignty emergk institutionalized intite Peace of Westphaliain 164Be f i ned as a st

authoritywithout interferene from other statesver a boundetkrritory, this conception of

sovereigntyi though based oone,partial view of the world (Haraway 198Bhasbecome

universal structuing the rules of interactioby which all distinct peoples must engagde this

sensethis particular view oéovereigntyhas@magi cal 6 qual ity (Chri sti
This conception of sovereigntyisb ut one way of making sense

of themselves in relation to 9 magnaghataher and

interactions between peopland land must be governed by such a narrowly defisedof rules

limits the potential to imaginalternativerelationshipgChristie 2011, 339)Indigeneity,

Christie arguesentails different knowlegesand ways of beingand thereby offers different

stories and ways @€lating with humans and the nbmman environmentAs such, Indigeneity

not onlyreveas imperial andcolonial storiesasstories butopens up possibilities for resistance

and altenative worldmaking(Christie 2011, 340 Indigereitye x ceeds Canadabds | it

imagined national boundarieshich isone reaso®anada has never been successful at

constraining Indigenous soveretgs Audra Simpsonds ( 20eli4g)ntcyodn c

chall enges the view that dAmultiple sovereignt

accountdor the prevalence of Indigenous sovereigntiefiwiind across settler natistate

borderq7-10). Though political scientists tend tlivide the nation and state into two separate

conceptuatategories the former imaginary, invented, mythical, or affective and the latter

rational, bureaucratic, technical, and administratitteese scholars ask political scientists to



consider the wag/that thestate like the nation, is actually underpinned by stories (Christie 2011;

Simpson 2014, 16)This acknowledgment opens up the possibility of meeting one story with

anotheri justist or yt el | er s (Qlristie 20h1g344H.t or yt el | er s o
TheCanadian state continuessuse force to gaiaccess to and controVer territory it

already claims to contrdégitimately, presenting a paradox in need of a narrative. For example,

on7 January 202@he Royal Canadian Mounted Police (RCMP), armed astault rifles,

invaded Wet dsuwetbden territory to enforce a B

permitting development of the Coastal GasLink liquefied natural gas pigéinelaskiran

Dhillon and Will Parrish 2020, reporting forTheGuardian provide evidence that RCMP

commanders, acting in the interests of the Canadian state and Trans Canada, prepared snipers to

Ashwm&t !l | 0 and advised officers to Ause as muc

RCMP invasion gave way to a coordiedt international Indigenowsfort led by the

Tyendi naga Mohawks i n s onatiododisrupt the Canadiah t he We't

economy. On 24 February 2020, the Ontario Provincial Police, in coordination with CN Rail and

the Government of Canadarested and charged ten land defenedrs were blocking railway

3 There are debates about resource extraction in First Nationis, Bied Inuit (FNMI) communitiesDivisions over
resource extraction among Indigenous peoaltestheir leadersiust be understood in the context of ongoing
settlercolonialism and the disruption of Indigenous governance and leadership struttutescase of

Wet 6suwet 6en, for example, Shiri Pasternak (2020) expl
Benefit Agreement (I BA) with Coastal GaslLink, which #fAp:
dissent within the Firdla t i o n odreation & thdndian Actb and councils are fApurely Ca

(Vowel 2016b, 265). Doug Geordéanentiio (2020), vicgresident of the Hiawatha Institute for Indigenous

Knowledge, explains that band councils are devoid of poasvekrércise Indigenous laws because they are

accountable to the federal government. Similarly, Ge#&@eentiio (2020) describes the Assembly of First Nations

(AFN), dependent upon federal funding, asondigiansroetxt ensi o
Indigenous activists, elders, water protectors, and land defenders, there is considerable distrust and suspicion of band
council and AFN chiefs, who support resource extraction. Sharon Venne (1997) and Chelsea Vowel (2016b) provide
descrigiions of traditional, hereditary governance structures versus band councilsoriiplex factors

underpinning diverse Indigenous perspectivesesource extraction is actually a separate issue from the point |

want to make here, however. That is, regesslof diverse Indigenous perspectives on resource extraction, what |

want to emphasize isthe settteo | oni al stateds use of force (fthe gain acce
settlercolonial state did, in fact, legitimately control thisriry, then the use of force would be unnecessary.



traffic (Tunney2020). The police invasion of Mohawk territory, for many, invoked memories of

the 1990 AO0Oka SGetaQuéberthe RCMB, and thén @anadian Armed Forces

worked in conjunction to remove a blockade established by Mohawk warriors of Kanesatake,
Kahnawake, and Akwesasne constructed to prevent the development of a golf course and
townhouses on sacred burial ground (Tfeyw2 0 2 0 ) . That o¢6bdivQoébecandndi ng
Canadd converged to quell Indigenous sovereignty in 1990 is illustratiRatickWo | f e 6 s
(2006)point thatthe settlec o | oni al i smoé i prinmaryamet (ove relig
gradeofcii i zati on, etc.) but access to territoryo
Oka Crisisi plus Elsipogtog, Ipperwash, and Burnt ChuirdBanada depended upon police and

military intervention to secure access to territory it ckioncontrol legiimately. Given this

paradox, landmark celebrations like Canada 150, | aspekton ar r at e st ori es of
legitimate control of land. In this sense, a landmark national celebration like Canada 150 is not

only an exercisan natiorrmaking, but ado a form of statenaking (Becker and Lentz 2013, 1).

I n AThe State is a Mano, Simpson (2016) ar
narrative of Canadadés founding would describe
contemporary proje®f capitalist accumulation giving rise to deep social and economic
i nequalities. -Thesat abkeefor ok e o € 2.dluath8ri mpson
words, telling the truth does not produce a deep investment in the Canadiarcskttist
project. Instead, settl@olonialstatesmanufacture their own truths through legal discourses and
stories (Lugosk011). Canadian storytelling emphasises multiculturalism, democracy, economic
liberalism, and, increasingly, apologies, redress, ar@lnec i | i ati on as dAperforn

empathetic, remorseful, and fleetingly sorrowful sta{&mpson201§ 2).



To critigue Canadian national narratives implies that there is, perhaps, an alternative story
Canada might embrace, particularly on the oceesfa landmark like the 18Ganniversary of
Confederation. The Final Reports of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission (2015) and the
National Inquiry into Missing and Murdered Indigenous Women and Girls (2019) demonstrate
that Canada is, in fact, gendal. In this context, howloesCanada go about marking a moment
like Confederation? My contention, which | return to in the conclusion to this dissertation, is
that if Canada is serious about establishing natemation relationshipwith Indigenous
peoplesi which implies a respect for Indigenous sovereagit then Canada should discontinue
the practice of | andmark celebrations. This
On 1 July 2020, as governments cancelled Canada Day acrossniry to limit the spread of
CoVvID-19, the I dl e No More movement <called to
hashtag #CancelCanadaDay went viral on social media (CTV R@@. Far from a radical
proposition, the notion of cancelling the annuakbedtion of Confederation is very much in step
with calls to take down statues to Canadabs

Lynn Caldwell and Darryl Leroux (2017) write that studying the ways Canada is

a

p €

fi

Aremembered and cur riecrtiltyl ciarha ginma dgch tp ri vt iod eosn g

the constitution of Canadapglhi t e settl er societyo (2). A wh

Afestablished b-FuEapeaeasz02d) TrgdiBoaalyehe domain of
geologists and geogphers, Sherene Razack (2002) and Wolfe (2006) remind social scientists
thatsoil, and the air and water that nurture it, the subsoil, and the rocks and minerals below the
subsoil, are worthy of political and social analysis. Razack calls upon socrdistsito follow

the Ageographical turno, thinking about | and

supremacy weo)r.ks oMakionog2 geography soci al requ

ir



physical | andscape i s pe o prgedand aadrsghcetthnoeghway s p
social and political processes (Frankenkd9§3 4 3 ) . To Aunmapo i s to un
epistemologies that underpin geographies of inclusion and exclusion (RaQ-R).
Unmapping nvol ves critiquing the structures of wh
di spossession [...] of 20019 iTgseprojea martigpatgsinlaat i on s
broader effort to unma@anada by revealing the ways landmark celama like Canada 150
aim to reproduce settl@olonialclaimsto Indigenous landIf a state with a claim to sovereignty
over a bounded territoyives meaning to those claims through stories, then unmapping Canada
150 involves deconstructing and anahgthose storieand their relationships to the land in
guestion.

The purpose of this introductory chapter is threefdhitst, this chapter places Canada
150 within historical context as part of an ongoing project of Canadian setkberial nation
building and national identity construction occurring in four ssafjest, the consolidation of the
settlercolonial project pos€Confederation; second, a period of interséateled national identity
construction followinghe Second World Wathird, a $ift towards a populist and decentralized
approach to natiebuilding via heritage policy in the 1980s and 1990s; and finally, the present
moment of natiofbuilding through reconciliation and the language of diversity. Each of these
periods corresponds thilandmark celebrations, including: the first Dominion Day, the 1967
centennial celebration, Canada 125 in 1992, and Canada 150 inis,.my second aim in
this chapter is to demonstrate how Canada Day celebratierssform of national storytelling
but also a form of statmaking Third, this chapter provides background on Government of
Canada planning for Canada 150, comparing the approaches of former Conservative Prime

Minister Stephen Harper, whose government commenced planning, and Lib@eMinister



Justin Trudeau, whose government took over planning in 20&@%his end, bnalyze
Government of Canada documents, including Tru

Commons Heritage Committee meeting minutes and reports.

1867: hnasateo@ad anyo
150 years since Confederation.

A nice, round number thatodés as good a reas
party and invite the friends and neighbours. To reflect on our past, to cheer on today, and

to recommit ourselvestotheut ur e. But | et 6 sdreabytourk50td our s e
birthday.

Wedre much ol der than that: Canada, and th
than just 150 years. For thousands of years, in this place, people have met, traded, built,
loved,lost, fought, grieved. They built strong communities, worked hard to build better

lives for their kids, and learned to lean on their neighbours to get through our long cold

winter nights, to thrive in the daunting landscapes that stretch across Tuasthellsl

(Trudeau, 2017)

National mythologies in settlaolonial natiorstates are spatial and territorial sterién
settlercolonial contexts whereimdigenous relations to land that predate European occupancy
underminestate claims to sovereignty ovand,the state weaves symbols of landscapes and
geography into national narratives as a way of manufacturing a story of legitimate occupancy. It
makes sense that settler state narratives are geographical, because it is land, primarily, that the
settler sate seeks (Wolfe 2006).r udeaubés story begins with a de
recognizes Indigenous legal and political sovereignty before Europeans arrived on Turtle Island
T a name many Indigenous peoples give to the land now called North Aménickeau
acknowledgesndigenous sovereignty peontacti a move thashould bringCanadadés very
legitimacy into question. As Adam Gaudry (2016) writes, if we accept that Indigenous peoples

had complex political and legal systems-poatacti a s T r u peech doéshenswe must



alsoquestiom how Canadian sovereignty became ascenda
Canada 150 more generally, makes the first move but not the second.

As a landmark celebratidnaimed at producing and reproducingh e ssclaimg t@ 6
Indigenous land Canada 150 reproduces the Doctrine of Discovery and the European legal
concept oterranulliuss. When Europeans arrived in North An
they discovered were | ong Dinhadv @ reyd oh e lhd wietvlea t
peoples possessed an inferi 020l6d8&.[E@dpéao nshi p t o
powers relied on thprinciple ofterra nullius which deemed Indigenous lanénd bodie$
Aempt yo of. BgthisMogic eiigntvy | i zed o p oauthoritgoveymndsr ed 1 m
occupied by Indigenous peoples, whether or not Indigenous peoples corisamteithey did not
(Venne 1997,185)A1 975 I nternational Court of Justice
dscovery, and conguest were not | egitimate doc
(Venne 1997, 186)Yet, asGaudry(2016)demonstrates with meticulous detéile principles of
terra nulliusand discovery continu® underpin Canadian sovereignty to this.dAythe same
time, British, and later Canadian, assertions of law and sovereignty on these bases have never
been able to withstand Indigenous resistance, requiring the Crown to acknowledge Indigenous
sovereigty and negotiate treaties.

The historic NortAWesti a vastregionspanninghe Great Lakes to the Rocky
Mountainsand compri sing Aover hal wastoahsfeecdtothed ads cur
Crown without the consent of Indigenous peop&audry D16, 63 . Having Adiscov
North-West in the 1% century, King Charles ligave his cousin, Prince Rupert andmbers of
the British aristocracportions of land in theegioni n 1670 vi a t he Hhbedsonds

Company Charter(50). Theth art er 6 s fApower and | egal force, ¢

1C



Europe, and flowed from the kingds Cenpangr ei gn

legal and political power overthe Nottie st and establ i shed Aunderly

Indigenos | ands o, Britishlaw (%01)sDuring thedfe trade (1670870) the
Charter provided de jurebasis for British trade in the regiamthe minds of the Britishbut the
real i ti es @&wlancetheiede fpatoespectdfar Indigepus lawg53). Gaudry

writes:

[T]he Charter served more to motivate Europeans to trade on Indigenous lands, not settle
them, and trade occurred largely on Indigenous terms. Despite the lofty claims of the
Charter, the British in the drainage were mowamnthvilling to live by Indigenous
protocols, practice Indigenous kinship obligations, and participate in Indigenous
diplomacy, as was often necessary to engage in the fur trade. (2016, 51)
In addition to facilitating trade, the British needed alliances imiligenous peoples in North
America in order to maintain power wsvis the French. To this end, tR@yal Proclamation of
1763affirmed Indigenous nationhood and sovereignty, establishing the basis fortoatiation
relationships and precipitatinge need for treatiesith Indigenous nations the nineteenth

century (Venne 1997, 185As Nehiyaw legal scholar Sharafenne(1997)wr i t es, At he

R

Proclamation clearly spelled out that I ndigen

(185).

As such, when th€ompanytransferredand in the Red River region to the Earl of
Selkirk in 1811, Métis soldiers resisted (Gaud@yl 6, 52). With British authority over the Red
River Settlement in question, Selkirk was forced to negotiate a trEetyn the perspective of
the British, the resulting Selkirk Treaty of 1817 entrenched British authority over the Red River
region, inSe | k imin# éxtinguishing Indigenous title. Saulteaand Credeaders, on the

other hand, maintaindtiat they agreed not tocessation of their titJéut to a rental agreement

in which the Cree and Saul t eaulx Rwevreer ersesge notnioa,

11



interpretation consistent with tThathetfirsteat ydos |
attempt to establish a permanent European settlement positioned Indigenous peoples as,
essentially, landlords, puts the basis for Canasiiereignty today in questipand complicates
settlernotions of the primacy of British law in Canada.
Eager to establish@ao | oni al union in British North Am
Fatherso John A. Bientedartieatlavelledtn lolon@el86b p make
their case to the British government. The expansion of the union westward via the appropriation
of the NorthWest from theCompany they argued, was necessary to counter American
expansion and to mai nt a(Gaudyi20k6v62)m 0870 tleeBiitishr 0 i n
Parliament passeieRuper t 6s Land Act -Wedstapgpg og rfi mdve tterer
Domi ni on of. ICaderdodakesuch & @gision without the consent of the
Indigenous peoples who lived tieethe Crown necessarily must have believed that its
Adi scoveryo of Rupertés Land gaveMcNdl01l&r own u
279. In essence, the Crown could assert British law over Indigenous lands because it said so.
Sufficeitto say, the Cr owno6s -VdestfronotheCompanydidhnot of t he N
provide the emerging Canadian state Wétfiitimacyamong Indigenous peoples (Gaudry 2016,
66) . I n Gaudrybés words:
Whatever the justificatory narratives used in the ImperialRupes Land Act and
Act, as well as Canadads Act for the tempo

very quickly found out what the Company had known for decades, that it could not do
much in the NortiNVest without the blessing of Indigenous peopl2816, 66).

| n s hor t clainitCrave puchaded the NolVestiover hal f of Canadabéd
masssi s premi sed on a | egal fictiono (67).
As a celebration of the s pastgnitingheCobore/ofni al 0

Canada (Oratrio and Québec), and Nova Scotia and New Brunswiiekada Dais a

12



celebration of the consolidation of a setitefonial regime and the intensification of processes

of elimination and genocide (Wildcat0 1 5) . AWhat began as a partn
provinces, 0 Trudeau says, fAbecame something m
prosperous, and gener o British NortA Anhedca Aotopstructpdoas si b i |

Al and ofy opsbguingiil Inidt d msn dasn d e s er unglafexélusive | ndi ans
federal jurisdiction. The period following C
of a settler coloni al re@ilsx:9 &)n. t hTer mdba a thés n
characterization of Confederation reflects dominant interpretations in the field of Canadian
Political Science, which tend to describe Confederation as either a conservative political
economic deal (Fowk#952 27475; GrahanR012 7-8) or as a compact betes two founding
nations, the French and English (Gagnon and lac®®33, 7 0 ) . Trudeaubds speec
both of these characterizations of Confederation. He nods to French and English as founding
nati ons when he point s fpeoplefikeldohn Ac Matdomaldand s e and
GeorgeEt i enne Car20%X7t). ( THaidaelasuo not-econo@onf eder a
significance when he celebrates | eaders who
connect us iinotheewordhr bt herbackbone of Canada; i |
great nationo (Trudeau 2017).

James Muir (2017) calls attention to several things Confederatiorotit:
Confederation did not establish the first governance system in Canada, it did not create an
independent country, and it did not even create the version of Canada that appears on maps
today. As such, Muir argues that Confederation is an arbitrary aate of many constitutional
moments Canada could mark as moments of founding, including: 1hé8,five Iroquois

nations formed the Haudenosaunee Confederacy; 1791, wh€ortkgtution Actreated Upper

13



and Lower Canada; 1840, when thet of Union united Upper and Lower Canada; 1931, when

the British Parliament passed the Statute of Westmirmst&é982, when Canada patriated the
constitution. When Trudeau describes 150 year
that 1867 is limited in terms of its national significance. Bhiésh North AmericaActwas an

actof theBritish Parliament, whch sat i n the Adusty vaults of
Canada consolidated its independence from Britain by patriating the constitution (Erbfie

25). TheBNAAct( 186 7) was not the document that gave
instruments to enable nationablicymaking(Fowke1952). As Brodie (2009) writes,

Confederation did not mark a precise transition from a British colony to a sovereign, legitimate,

and territorially bounded natiestate:

[ Can ad a 6-euf party svasicadngnded by several key limitations: its final

territorial limits were yet to be established; it had only partial political and juridicial
autonomy from Great Britain; its inhabitants remained subjects of the British Empire; and
its national community resdieon fragile negotiations between anglophone and
francophone white settlers and the racialization and infantilization of [Ijndigenous
peoples. (6934)

Although 1867 did not see the development of a@anadian national identity or a territorially

boundedsovereign state, Confederation andBMNA Actdid have faireaching consequences.

Brodie (2015) writes that constitutions fiare

public documents that set out the supreme rules and fundamental valuastbwe/lgovern

O U r s eYetyatthedsame time, constitutiatsthings whi ch i s to say they

and r econs t201f 41). ADit st B that duistg vault until 1982, gtish North

AmericaAcs haped fApolitical mobilization and cl ai m

constitutes the fApublic bodyo, 20154l4.ave | ife
Politicians and policy makers, Malinda S. Smith (2003) writes, appliecBN#eActin

ways that reproduced in Canada Athe O6raced an
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(116). Inthepos€Conf eder ati on moment, Macdonal dés Firs
west and linked the economy from east to west through the gomsitr of the Canadian Pacific
Railway (Fowkel952). This required attempts to eliminate Indigenous peoples, because in the
late-nineteenth century, Indigenous peopglescluding the Anishinaabe, Nehiyaw (Cree), Métis,
Niitsitapi (Blackfoot), and Siouxgoples’ were a majority on the plains, representing an
Aobstacle to colonizati on s c MefMeisld7).(InNtheeat y 7
Red River region, the Métismoeatc onsi der abl e resi stance to Mac
forming a povisional government in 1869 in order to demémat their historic presence in the
region be accounted for (Andersen 2014,-14R As a result, théanitoba Act(1870)
allocated 1.4 million acres of land to the Métighe region, but as neimdigenougpeoples
settledtherg the Government of Canada failed to follow through on its promisegiementa
Métis land baseresulting in a second Métis uprising (1888ging withC a n a dxacdit®n of
Louis Riel(Andersen 2014, 115)At the time, noAndigenous peoples (with the exception of
French Canadians) rallied against Riel, who r
fought for M®tis political independenceoto; tod
Riel has created a mythological ¢ (Gaudry 2013, 66)In fact, Manitobans take a day off in
February to ficel ebrate L o Afiersl88Rithe Goadegnmentad i on o (
Canada intensified its attempt to extinguish
complexand terribly mismanagesystemt hat ef fectively Adivested M
birthrighto (Andersen 2014, 41).

Whereas the Government of Canada attempted to dispossess the Mé{isooee
through scrip, treaty making with collective First Nations was a meaetoeaccess

Indigenous landg) pfing]t he way t o nat i onbog WEIB). DO eaty 7 E
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Being Here to StgyMichael Asch(2014)argues thatreaties negotiated in the post
Confederation moment providiee foundations for a natiet-nation relationshipprovided that
settlers learn that thdiegitimate occupation of Indigenous landsastingent on Canada
keeping promises made to Indigenous peoipléeaties In Treaty 6, the commissioner
requested three things: Ause of the | and to t
farm, trees to construct houses, and grass faathe mal s br ought H997 t he set
194). According to Treaty @éhe Nehiyaw would retain their relationships with water, land, and
mountains, and would maintain their fishing, hunting, and trapping practices. In return for
sharing the lanavith settlersthe Crown agreed to provide the Nehiyaw with health care,
education, agricultural assistance, social assistance, and treaty money19eni®4-202).

Canada has not fulfilled the treaty obligations made by the Crown, instead engaaging in
organizedorocess of dispossessiand genocide To construct th€PR, for examplethe
Government of Canada evicted the Nakota from their homelands within what is now known as
Banff National Park, and nationalized the area to create a tourist attfactieealthy railway
travellers (Binnema and Niem200§ 728; Kopas2007, 8; see also Youdel®016 on Jasper
National Park).In 1886, the federal government introduced a pass system, preventing First
Nations peoples from leaving reserves to hunt amd fignder the pass system on Treaty 6 land,
the Government of Canada forced Nehiyaw paren
starve or sending them to [resi da&d®gloxn.lTle schoo
Summaryof theFinal Repat of the Truth and ReconciliationCommissior{2015) describes
residential schools as a form of cultural genocide intent on eliminating Indigenous languages,
spiritual practices, cultural transmission, and collective idenfitye Indian Act(1876), which

created the | egal category of the fAstatus I nd
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genocide and di spossession. As a fAdiscourse
Indian Actis not just a set of policies, butasyem t hat has prodiaced fAway:
grammar 0o so insidious that it fAembeds itself
Classifying I ndigenous people according to a
attemptedtoseverindigppous peopl ed s ¢ o sovemigmatiomseachwith t hei r
their distinct languages, political systems, laws, cultures, and ways of life (Lawrence 2003, 5).
Thelndian Acthas been described asaformoficul t ur al genoc.ivdte o ( Lawr
Wildcat (2015) encourages those studying genocide to think about the direct connections

bet ween cultural genoci de, pohlangthetand genoci de,

el imination; that is, severingshgpstpland,inéd edbs tr a

writes, has fAa direct i mpact on that peopl ebs

As both a set of policies and a discourse Itiokan Acttargets Indigenous women most
forcefully, institutionalizing patriarchy in Indigenous communities fdey to disempower
Indigenous women (Lawrence 2003; Tsosie 2010). Indeed, settler colongdigmndered
structurejmposinga European patriarchal gendered oidside ofIndigenous communities,
profoundly disrupting Indigenous 0 me n & gAltamirancaliménez 2010, 118impson
2014) For examplethe Final Report of the National Inquiry into Missing and Murdered
Indigenous Women and Gi{2019)explains that residential schools attempted to entrench
Western Christian gender noritgsough:sexualabuse; the segregationsiftidents according to
sex,resulting in the separation bfothers and sisterthe imposition of &Vestern, Christian
gender binaryhomophobic and transphobic lessons about gender and sexaraditiie

prevention of access tmaditionallndigenougeachings about their bodjesexualities, and

respectful gender relatiof264-65). Furthermore, otil 1985, section 12.1.b of thedian Act
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stripped an Indigenous woman of liardiand status if she married a man who did not have
status. Because their children would not be able to claim status, section 12.1.b was effectively
genocidal, disconnecting Indigenous women from their identities and communities, and,
importantly, from land (Lawrence 2003, 9By dispossessing Indigenou®men who married
nornstatus men, section 12.1.b was a form of-amsicegenation legislation in all but nantiee
result of a politicaleconomicshift from the fur trade era, whean intermarriage was common
and beneficial to Europeans, to settlemengnvantimiscegenation policies becaméoal to
di stinguish nbet(Thenpson2008368.r and rul edo

The same coloniakcial and genderddgical so structured Canadabds
immigration andmaintaining white supremacylhe First NationaPolicy focused on attracting
i mmi grants of the O0right stob&adrfyompeapilteciut
the US and Europe, deemed uniquely able to wi
of a pioneer , saatudl resourds BrotRO0L 47 nShadidiHand Jhappan
1995 111; ThobanR007 90). During the posConfederation naticbuilding moment,
Canadian politicians proclaimed the superior.i
policies designed tkeep racialized migrants from settling in Canada (S@003 113-14). For
example, construction of the CPR depended upon the temporary labour of racialized rigrants

particularly Chinese menwh o Macdonal débs Canada ca®t as #Ain

4 Bill C-31 created new problems for Indigenous women and their descendants, stipulating that those with 6(1)(c)
status can pass status on to their descendants, while those with 6(2) status cammobM&8kar, whose son would

not be able to pass status on to his descendants, mounted a neady Bjal battle to ensure that her

grandchildren would have statuls recently as January 2019, the United Nations Human Rights Commission
found that théndian Actcontinues to discriminate against Indigenous women. In August 2019, the government
fully implemented Bill S3 to remove sexism from thedian Actand restore status to those whose status has been
stripped from them (Geens 2019).
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stranger [ s] 0 ( 399%1d2; sek alse Sharn2€l06)JTheEpnpsammigration

Act, 1885was designed to restrict Chinese men recruited to build the railway from settling in

Canada permanently (Stasiulis and Jhad@8h 112; ThobanR007 90). Canadian

governments restricted Chinese, Japanese, and Indian women from migrating to Canada in order

to discourage Chinese, Japanese, and Indian men from settling. Between 1867 and 1920, fears
aboutmiscegenatiogave way to debate among Canadaliticians about whether to permit

Asian women to immigrate so that Asian men did not marry white women (Dua 2007). The
1910Immigration Acts ancti oned the exclusion of fAany nat
because such immigrants are deemed urislite 0 ( g u o 2083dL 1i6n . SmiBteH i ef i n
superiority permeated both sides of the House of Commons in th€ pofgderation moment;

whil e Macdonald professed his belief in O0Arya
Macpherson, whoarguedtat Canada coul d Anever expect to r
nationality unl ess we ke p2003117)e Ths kindafirace whi t e 0
thinking underpinned Canadadbés decision to ref
theKomagata Maruin 1914 (Bhandar and Dhamo@A195) . As opposed to a 0
Canadian history a mistake from which Canada has learné&hvina Bhandar and Rita Kuar

Dhamoon (2019) explain that the Komagata Maru event is consistent with global impdrial

colonial regimes and the Canadian setti@onial project of peopling the West with ideal

(white) Imperial subjects (2 0 ) . |l nstead, Conservative Pri me
apology delivered from the fireec& 0fh Supriekopa
Prime Minister Justin Trudeauds official apol

Canadads wutter i nhumanity towards thei&omagat
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Adark spotodo in Canadrdnahisholysbobmet mal pathl 6

and Dhamoon 20194).
The Harper Conservativie o v e r n earty plansé fer celebratinthe sesquicentennial
harken back tthesepostConfederatiortonstruction®f ideal white citizenshipvhich exalted

the Al oyal subject of the British Empireo,

i mmi grant and the I ndiano as?20020p660.tAsaof | mper

prelude to 20176s Canada 1 Ww®gowmmenttemgaged on s ,

Canadians in commemorating a series oif Aincre

events the Harper Government argued Ashaped
identityo ( CanadizZ2lia).HermeéHeritageeMiniSter damestMoaree
identified the themes that would per meate t
including:

responsible government, democracy, and freedom; strong symbols and solid institutions,

rights and duties of citizenship, a st@ commitment to fellow citizens and the rule of

law; our veterans, a proud military history rooted in sacrifice and service to our country;

and ourselves as everyday Canadians who make contributions every day in every way to
the evolution of our country.

Save for the overt reference to the British
ARoad to 20170 resemble those described by
Day speech nearly a century earlier in 1909:
Empire Day is the festivain which every British subject should reverently remember
that the British Empire stands out before the whole world as the fearless champion of
freedom, fair play and equal rights; that its watchwords are responsibility, duty, sympathy
and selsacrifice;and that a special responsibility rests with you individually to be true to
the traditions and to the missions of your race. (quoted in Mahd 254)

Centring the Aor diabidinganadianhwha sdonfizas foii his gountry, a w

Harpervysostbhe ARoad to 20170 reflects what
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AHar per 0kapBACanadam nattonal narrative emphasizing loyalty to Britain and
military tradition (see also Frene®14; Tonon and Rané&013; Sjolandef014 153-55)°
|l an McKay and Jamie Swift (2-wlBdp etgtteothatem
Arebrando Canada, replacing Canadabs reputat:i
Acreated by warso and i defthie rlanding,thg Hasperl di er s 0
government spent $28 million commemorating the bicentennial of the War of 1812, arguing that
t he war was the starting point on the ARoad t
Heri tage Mini st ertthé Wanefd8l2Camadaas wdikWwow tit Wwomld not
exi st as it does todayo (Canadi-lath6 MHe,r i Magree Co
argued, the WafCaohdil &8mh2i whaaschimtpatiliustrateshee o
slippery relationship betwedmnstory, time, and nation ioommemorative practic§€anadian
Heritage Committee 2011a).

It was not wuntil World War | that Canada e
from colony to statehood and from loyal imperialist subject to nationaéaitiz ( Br odi e 200
48). In particular, the Battle of Vimy Ridge has achieved mythical status in the Canadian
national imagination, coming to signify the birth of a nation through war (Teigrob, 2016). This
emergent Canadian national identity remainedotda n A Br i ti sh race patri
Canadian opposition to conscription illustrates (Maat4 257). During WWI, government

speeches celebrated young menodést99ac (Tirfuideas 6fso

SHar per emphasized the i mportance of the Queen in his f
status of Canadadés Armed Forces, hung a portrait of th
Crown i n hi sewgitzenshipmguideDistodes CanaddFrenette2014 53-55; Tonon and Raney 20,13
202-15; Whitaker2014 219).Discover Canada | s o emphasi zed Canadads military h
replaced RCMP officers at citizenship ceremonies; the Hapargment adorned loonies with red poppies and
replaced Bill Rei dbdbs celebrated Hai da -Goleabili(Fremette wi t h a

2014 55; McKay and Swife012 9-14).
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(2017) Canada Day speech atetebrates those who sacrificed their lives at Vimy Ridge,
connecting this battle to a longer military tradition:
many people will tell you that our nation was only truly born a hundred years ago, when
for the first time Canadians of all backgroundseveined, to fight and die and win

together at a faraway place called Vimy Ridge. The valour we defined that day would
echo through names like Dieppe, Juno, Kandahar, and so many others.

Whereas Trudeau (2017) <cel ebrianpelisydyriegodMM e @ of
remained grounded in white supremacy. For example, during WWI, the Canadian state interned
Ukrainian Canadians in concentrati a@a314@® mps, d
In the decades following Confederation, Canadsa ¢ o mme mor at ed t heir 7
Queen and countryo on Empire Day (23 May), a
Minister of Education George Ross and taken up across English Canada2d14n265).
Empire Day, Jati nder udapolageti¢displdy dfthe weedom afthe wa s
British race, a day on which Englisipeaking Canadians basked in their inclusion in the greatest
empire the world had ever seeno (255). Li kew
renamed Canada Day in 98&vas an occasion to commemorate Confederation and, until the
mid-century, Aoffered an opportunity to express

speaking Canadao (262).

Warfare & Welfare

After the First World War, Canada gradually begaticulating a national identity that
was distinct from Britain, wusing broadcasting
communi ty 0l1983A rat exangple,rthe first p&anadian, federally coordinated
commemoration of the anniversary of Cordiation in 1927 the Diamond Jubilek featured a

celebration in Ottawa and a simultaneous national radio broadcast (H24@&289). In 1929
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the Royal Commission on Radio Broadcasting (the Aird Commission) recommended the creation

ofanationalradior oadcaster in order cr eregiorml fnati onal
communicationo in a geographically dispersed
influence (Tinic2005 61-2 ) . In 1932, Prime Minister R. B.

the right to a system of br oad3@&3dt TheGanafianom Ca n :
BroadcastingAct 1936) created Canadabs pubBOll).).c broadca

While Canadian national identity gradually became distinct from Briitdliowing the
First World War,therace hi nki ng t hat wunderpinned the state
as the loyal Imperial subject persisted well into and after the Second World War (\N2&€key
63-4). During the war, ideas about white supariory gr ounded i n dubi ous 0:
classifications animated Canadian discourse and policy. For example, racial classifications
underpinned Canadabd6s internment of over 20,00
camps following the Japaneattack on Pearl Harbour (Dhamoon and Alalban2009 170).
Dhamoonand Ak aban (2009) argue that Japanese inte
for a preference for a white nationo within |
Hitler abroad (171). They quote Prime Minister William Lyon Mackenzie King, who argued in
1944 that:

the government is of the view that, having regard to the strong feeling that has been

aroused against the Japanese during the war and to the difficultynofatssy Japanese

persons in Canada, no immigration of Japanese into this country should be allowed after
the war. (Dhamoon and AHuaban2009 171)

Rita Dhamoon and Yasmeen Ababan (2009) emphasize that it was rttueking, not national
security, tlat underpinned the construction of Japan@aeradians afinternal dangerous

foreignerso (171).
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This racethinking in Canada did not end with the Allied defeat of the Nazis abroad
(Dhamoon and AblLabam 20091 7 1) . Al t hough Cansaudijaencst sroe ndauir
WWI 1, Canadadés involvement in WWII degd@nstrat
49). In this context, postar Liberal governments embarked upon a second period of nation
buil di ng, i ntC Citaehship Actlgd6)aaling Gamaidiansfor the first timeto
say, in Paul Martin Sr.6s wor ds2002/b0). Yatithea Can a
first CanadianCitizenship Acmai nt ai ned ties to the commonweal
citizens are British subjet s 0 ( Mar t i n20142&0}). &wbn after sigMiagrthe UN
Charter in 1944, Canadian immigration policy continued to rely upon the racialized logic of
assimil abdnlortay, pami lc® @Per meated public discou
left Eastern Europe for Canada (Mack#805 66). Canadian citizenship continued to be tied to
whiteness.

The decades foll owing WWII featured a grow

producing a pafCanadian national identity, a project that was viual consuming for

successive federal governments (MackRe956 7 ) . I n Eva Mackeyds (2005
WWI 1l era represents fan unprecedented increas
of culture, and the statgponsored productionofat i on al i ld 49t ArimeyMinisteré 7 ) .

Louis St. Laurentds Liberal government establ

Development in the Arts, Letters, and Sciences (the Massey Commission) in order to develop a
national television policyThe Massey Commission-eamphasized the importance of public
broadcasting to the development of a{@amadian national identity. In 1957, the Royal
Commission on Broadcasting (the Fowler Commission) identified American cultural influence as

athreatto@nadi an nati onal Il dentity, asking fACan w:
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activity? Can we retain a Canadian identity, art, and cuitar€anadian nationhood? (quoted in
Mackey20056 7 ) . I n this context, Jodivefedeialef enbaker
government began fAdel i ber at el ybuildisgiamigdenty mi ni on
construct i 2000289§. Haddrpi@fanpaker and his Secretary of State Ellen
Fairclough, the first televised Dominion Day celebration®arliament Hill emphasized two
founding nations, English and French, suppl em
Nations nonBritish, nonFrench, and noeindigenous ethnic communities (Hayd291Q 297).

At the same time that successivefedel governments promoted o6C
to resist American cultural dominance, Québec nationalism simmered during the Quiet
Revolution, a period of rapid secularization and modernization. It was in this context of
simmering Quebec nationalismeth Lest er B. Pearsonbds Liberal 0
Royal Commission on Bilingualism and Biculturalism (1963) and pursued the production of new
ouni fyingd national symbol asprojedtthat pravetl fraughtaad n e w
divisive. The fl ag debates became fia battle between
future, and bet ween BEMp6 8&)e. anAds nhhatci koenyd wrMatcekse,

manipulation of symbols of nationhood was essential for the survival of the projedbof nat

building in Canada at a moment of perceived ¢
Pearsonds Liberal government used Dominion Da
bicul tur al nati onal i dent i tryf,orwmhan ce sma i ft ati md

Diefenbaker years (Hayday 2Q1®8). The Government of Canada included Indigenous peoples
in Dominion Day celebrations to the extent that they conformed to the assimilatory logic of the

era.ForexampleFat her H. O6CeephibsoMi ske o8t redodenti a
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the federal government for his students to play bagpipes at Dominion Day celebrations on the

basis that they represented fAthe b20102%Y si de
In the aftermdt of the Great Depression and two world wars, libprafjressivism

gradually replaced laissdaire capitalism and the social citizen gradually replaced the loyal

Imperial Subject (Brodi@002 59-60; see also Brodie 9 9 7 ) . The idea of the

acknowl edged that the state had a responsi bil

i nsecur i Og&1 1()Br ofdhiee wel f are statebds social cit

O0bel ongingd to the national (Thaanmn2007il8.y o0 f or ex

Meanwhil e, the Canadian wel fare state depende

the exploitation and marginalization of racialized minorities and immigrants, and [...] the

ongoing oppression of 20081d)ilngfach as SuwnerpThabanl (2087 ( Br

points out, at the same time that the Keynesian welfare state was being consolidated in Canada,

and exalted Canadians | atched on to their new

Sixties Scoopcontined t he resi dent i alextisguidirgthdigemysst embés p

c hi | ddentities) languages, and cultu(@g7). For Aboriginal peoples, Thobani writes,

welfarewa s t a nt warfare n { 212%). Atfwvas only in the late 1960s, in respe to

emerging Québec nationalism, the emergence of immigrant communities as the third force, and

in the context of growing paimdigenous resistance to settt@ionialism that Canada began its

experiment with racial equality (Smi#003 109)

1967: TheLast Great Year?

This fraught national context set the stage for the celebration of the centennial of
Confederation in 1967. The 1967 celebrations had two main components: first, a national

celebration led by Ottawa in cooperation with provincial andioipal governments; and
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second, the 1967 World Fair, Ex(@/ in Montreal. The former emphasized spending on public

buildings and infrastructure, including the National Arts Centre in Ot{daakey2005 71).

These buildings andamemit meneim®r s al | Stheydregin p drremc
effectively, commemorations of a national celebration, an example of the peculiar nature of

collective memory projects (AykroytR92 77). The Centennial celebrations emphasized travel

and tourismviaproet s | i ke: the Confederation Train, fp
children to Expd67, and a Voyageur canoe festival (MacRep5 71-72).

Expo6 7 was the fAcenterpiece of the celebrati
elaborate its emerginga t i on al i deoeg7i2t)y.0 HxMuaoc kéeby7 6 s | ocat i c
the St. Lawrence Seaway illustrates the ways landmark national celebrations are quite literally a
means of securing access to Indigenous land. Constructed in 1957, the St. LS&gmnags
symbolic of attempts to destroy Indigenous lifeways in order to build settler societies (Simpson
2014,51) Si mpson writes that its construction fAemk
Canada into the territomy &nd enkKiwmaphe@0ldKahnaw
51).I n fact, Expo 667 i s not -caonidligm, utof Eeopeanp | e o f
imperialism and colonialism in the global context. Since the 1851 London Exhibition, world
fairs have been part of a project of articulating an Enlightened, progredgesterrficivilizedo
subject against afiuncivilizedd Other locked in a state of nature (Mackey 20572). World
fairs exerted an imperial and colonial gaze atBarmopean peoples, putting their cultures,
traditions, and even their bodies on digp{Mackey 2005, 72)The Expo® 7 t he me fi Man a
Hi s Worl do invokes Enl i gubjeawtmtbencapacityad knowarel of a
possess his world (Kenneally and SI@&1Q5 ) . Il n this mandés worl d, v

Expo®7 hostesses fif as hi o n a kbluggmireskirts and whiteggm dlopt s 0
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(Kenneally and Sloaf01(Q 6). Unlike white women hostesses, Indigenous hostesses
representing diverse nations at the Al ndians
instruamnigamgientdélai ning, personality 201fvel opme
182) . These examples serve as a reminder tha
bodies often linked to tradition asdbmission(Nagel1998; McClintock1995; YuvaiDavis

1993 62829).

The state used the Centennial and E&Yoas an opportunity to promote what Mackey
call s Apedagogi es of peaspediallyctildreimbpopuédiataei ngtc
relationship to the zwar ladh,d arad 20e60783)3Askeympaintlj e cd D
of this national education, given Canadabs em
|l earning about Acul tur al pluralism and tolera
st at e 6 sto ladigpnous aaukion provides important historical context for understanding
t he Government of Canadao0 sdemgngirates howlthe Canadi@na n a d a
statebds recognition of I ndigenous&/iwasapl es i n
means through which it sought to manage and contain Indigenous difference (75).

The Al ndi akPagiloof aCakaga 667 offered a count
pedagogies of patriotism, presentang A cr i t i g u e preserddayseitiero o li @ mil a lain gimc
(Griffith 2015,171). JaneGriffith (2015) writes thathe Indians of Canada Pavilievasii a n
Indigenousled celebration of survivance and a mounted critique of historical and pdesent
settler colonialism neadtalshcke dwiptah itvet,otith s m@e r( tle R
l ndi genous Vvisitors resisted | earniGnffgh t he pav
attributes this to the pavilionds inconsisten

Apedagogi es of ypoast7r2i)agt iwhma h( Meake ist eeped i n
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of Ca Gaffdha2015 {98). For example, whereas the Indians of Canada Pavilion presented
histories of colonial violence, the Canada Pavilion showcased Indigenous art and culture as a
markerof Canadads d2D1§ &87)s The @anadaEavilibnfapptopréhbedigenous

art as part of Canadian identity and history by presenting it as an artifact of colonial expansion;

for example, the Pavil i on 0 ssinnha followirigonanner,nt r od uc
before presenting the stories of explorers Cabot, Cartier, and Champlain:

Canada is a complex country, diverse in heritage, and the pavilion is a reflection of this

di versity. 't doesnodot t a&bhbwssdmethingbfoure st or
culture, our traditions, and our place in the twentieth century. Here are cultural
contributions from the first Canadians. (quoted in Grifa@15 187)

These kinds of national narratives of cultural differemtegpresent irspeeches and

government texts from Canadalb0o c at e di fference in Acultureo,

and settlercolonialism (Dhamoon 2009; Nath 2011)

Certainly, the state understood its inclus
(Mackey2006,7 5 ) . I n fact, broadly speaking, -1967 I
congratulation: o6éweb6 Canadians had a kinder,

t han the Uni t @5 %) &lileCanada M, thk @entahiCelebrations did
not provoke much controversy regarding the no
nati onal identityo,; rat her , citizens tended t
national identity (Mackey005 76).

PierreB e r t (@99 The Last Good Yeaxemplifies the ways 1967 has been
incorporated into the Canadian national mythologyTAsLastGoodYear, Berton argues that
1967 wasthg ear fAbefore al/l Canadians beganyd®do be c
(997,36 4) . Easily mistaken for a storyowfrom St

life in postConfederation Canad8unshine&Sketchesf a Little Town Berton open3he Last
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GoodYeawi t h the story of the Boyaw%miEa7,1G1d) f fy burr
Recently equipped with indoor plumbing and a sewage treatment plant, Bowsman, Manitoba
residents marked the Centennial by setting their backhouses ablaze in a great celebratory bonfire
that dAlit the wintef B&kyeahdn &aeaRotmsndn résidente hse ar t
the biffy burning was ,0markingthefr iragsjtionttoca négwhoee A dy i n g
civilized way of life 0-11).

For Berton, 1967 was a year of progress on all fronts: Canada releaRaptireof the
Commission on Bilingualism and Biculturali@nd launched the Royal Commission on the

Status of Women; Pierre Elliot Trudeau liberalized the Criminal Code; governments spent

money; and whil e ot her ¢ oun tarpeaeesandeprogperityi enc e d
rei gnedl@d). AsL9aO 7Aci v i | iwag saidjto maekar roog,r els9%s6 7( 36 3 ) . A
women, the aboriginals, the homosexuals, and,

place in societyo, Camatdiaon e(c3abre) .a niolrne 1 M6c7 ,ud
A better world seemed to beckora world no longer uptight, where marriage ceased to
be sl avery, where birth control was everyb
expanding and universal medicare was justiad the corneir a more tolerant world that

treated women and minorities with respect, in which everybody could do his own thing
without attracting the police. (199366).

I n that NANGahdeéa femalbly recogni zenderdayoburg mat ur i
countryo and ACanadians began to realize that
Gaull eds 1967 AVivre | e Qu®bec | ibrel!o speech
sovereignty movement. Réhévesque left the Quebec Liberal Ban 1967 to form the Parti

Qu®becois in 1968 as 0Tr udeld)ukarekliatdrudeaue pt Can
elected Prime Minister in 1968, rejecteévbsque 6 s Quebec nationali sm as:c
Achauvinistico, and iiGrahanR01254pm A 0f ( s hh dwianmd qwa

bl owi ng a c thatyear, Betior write@59)d 0
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For Berton, Trudeau epitomized Canadads ne
embodied the new ACanadian attit lhavetottkdeat , wi t
back seat in the w®OIB&OgommBerrtyvyadscEBehtnoacter
the embodi ment of Canadian unity erases the f
composed of rightbearing individuals could natapture feminist, anttolonial,and queer
visions of sociajustice.Indeeq Bert onés description of an eme.]
and gender harmony, and national progress is itself a form of natigttainaking The 1969
Criminal Codereforms, which Berton argues exemplify progress on sex and gender relations did
not infactl i ber at e At he wo me nlLeshiamadd gaéytrights activistmo s e x u al
actually mobilizecagainstthe 1969 reforms, demonstrating on Parliament Hill in 1971 to
challenge its homophobic conceptualization of gay sexcargingpolice surveillancef and
violence against queer and trans people (Hooper2t@ll 9 ) . As far as women:¢
autonomy is concerned, the 1969 reforms loosened restrictions ontacabestion only
slightly; it was not until 1988 that the Supreme Court of Canada decriminalized abortion (Hooper
et al.2019). Finally, the Statement of the Government of Canada on Indian Pdli8Q was
widely read as a unilateral attempt to extistpuindigenous rightsThe White Papegnited a
newstageof resistance, this time to the Canadian state, in the fornpafbndigenous
sovereignty movement under the banners of the National Indian Brotherhood (NIB) and the
Native Womends Associ at i 2009 22884)5CHamld@aar d(i NVEA D) s (

The Unjust Societ{d969)and the Indian Association of AlbeftalAA) Citizens Plug1970)

pPro p o nent shiLastfGre& ¥eararguméns o the other hand, argue that it was the centennial itsedf

opposed to resistance to the Canadian natiate project that produced pamdigenous unity. Peter Aykroyd

(1992), Director of Public Relations of the Centennial Commission, for examgilessathat the Centennial brought
inative Canadians together as a unified groupé providi:
determination (1134).
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also known as the Red Papmgjected the White Paper as an attempt at assimilation, and outlined
a vision for seldetermination (Ladner 2009, 234

Trudeaudbds solution to Canadao6ssmaithmar si ty w
bilingual fr ame-Ganadkanstautich forathe peomlee with a charter of
individual rights (AbuLaban and Gabri€?002 108). In his Canada 150 speech, Justin Trudeau
(2017) muses about his f atah éorecsa mee qaa mya,t i LG gveh
brought home the Constitution and defined ourselves througbhher of Rights and
Freedoms . I n fact, this moment precipitated fAma
antagonistic developments in Canadian politicsintsetpa t hi r t vy 201530). AD ( Br odi
stake in the constitutional politics of the 7
guoted in Brodi0152 6 ) . The patriation of the constitu
November 1981 plunged Caufa into fifteen years of fraught negotiations to try to bring Québec
into the constitution and a very close referendum on Quebec secession in 19952@&t&die
37). Megaconstitutional politics characterized the 1980s and 199@s\anments,
policymalers lawyers, citizens, and social movements engaged in the fraught and emotional
process of negotiating Canadads very essence
2015). In this context, Indigenous articulations of sovereignty did not computelv Canad a 6 s
Anew | i ber al rights r egi meBNAActHrom tibelusty waults ¢f a t it
| mperi al Britain did not sev2it5449.almeed,aghef r om i t

mythology of 1967 as the pinnacle of Canadianamatismi the moment before which Québec

! Importantly, Ladner explains that pamdigenougesistance to the Canadian state-dates the NIB and NWAC,

emerging inthe postWWI era when Mohawk veteran Frederick Loft founded the League of Indians of Canada

(1918) to advocate for better living conditions on reserves and traditional Indigenous governance systems (Ladner
2009231). Nhi yaw | eaders were inspired by Loftds fAvision of
their historic enemies the Kainai to form the Indian Association of Alberta (I1AA) (La2D(, 232).
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and Indigenous nationalism caused disunhitgnores the extent to which Canadian national
politics havealwaysb e en fAfracti ouso (Stasiulis and Jhapp
national unity, the cententia c el ebr ati ons of 1967 represent t
management and containmefinational difference through discourses about diversity and

inclusion (Mackey 2005).

Canada 125

Canada approached 125 years since Confederation in 1992 as a divided nation
facing economic recession. Whereas the Centennial celebrations featured a consensus on the role
of the state in producing a coherent national identity, oil shocks and stagitatien1970s
undermined posivar social liberalism such that by 1992 the dominant neoliberal political
rationality entrusted the market with producing national unity through economic growth and
prosperity (Brodi€2002 62; Mackey2005 76). In this dramatally changed political,
economic, and national context, Prime Ministe
government 6s approach to Canada 125 emphasize
partnerships, and nationalism from the botigo(Mackey 2005 127). Elected in 1984,
Mul roneyds Progressive Conservatives inherite
making in a multinational, settl@olonial state. His attempt to bring Québec into the
constitution through the Meech Lake Aced in 1987 failed when Oftree Member of the
Manitoba Legislative Assembly Elijah Harper, in an act of resistance to sstiterial nation
making, prevented Manitoba from ratifying the accord (CoultB@did; 1151 6 ) . Har per 6 s
feather, raised ehdime he votedinoo, represented widespread Indigenous opposition to yet

another constitutional negotiation without meaningful opportunities for Indigenous peoples to
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contribute to constitutional renewal and institutionalize-geilfernment and setfetemination
(Coulthard 201411516).

The Canadian statebds response to the Oka C
prevailing sense of disunity, as competing claims to soveréigdapadian, Quebecois, and
Mohawki collided when Mohawk warriors ptected sacred land from local development
(Coulthard 2014116; Mackey 2005123). On 11 July 1990 when the SQ invaded Mohawk
territory, what was a peacef ul bl ocka4dde becam
148). SQ Corporal Marcel Lemay diethd aseventyeightdaycrisis ensued (Simps@014
147). Parindigenous solidarity movements mobilized to disrupt the settimial economy,
forming blockades on roads and railways to prevent the flow of goods and resources (Coulthard
2014 116).

The combination of a weak economy, national fragmentation, and a-settlaial state
in crisis informed the Mulroney governmentds
producing national unity and managing difference (Mad@g5 123). In ader to manufacture
a percepti on t m@adrganizadoydhd goveinthént, wa et f eder al gov
contributed $50 million ia mi ni scul e amount compared to the
in the Cent eninioalcrcealteh rtdhteb difCeatnppor ati ono, a p
partnership with financial support from Imperial Oil (Esso) Canada (127, emphasis original).
The Canada 125 Corporation focused on supporting local festivals and community events,
creating the perception that Cana@® vas a depoliticized celebration of individuals, families,
and communities, as opposed to adopvn political process of national identity construction
(1289 ) . These | ocal celebrations, Mackey argue

normative localvhite identity, seen é8anadianCanadi an i dentityo (145).
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celebrations perpetuated a sensettii@Canadian identity sprung from small communiiies

the heartland as opposed to increasingly diverse urban centres. Though the Mulroney
government provided the legislative framework for Canadian diversity policy through the 1988
Multiculturalism Act by the late 1980s, the newly established Reform Party, seizing on emerging
populist sentiment, had begun to successfully construct multialigtor as divisive (AbtLaban

and GabrieR002 111). By the 1990s, critics of multiculturalism policy focused on its perceived
costs, implying that immigrants were a drain on the economy-{&iban2009). i @inary
Canadifwhsiot ,01 G ntadrc al iédid e embrdce auitisutturalism,

immigration, and diversity in 1992. Upon assuming the leadership of the Progressive
Conservative Party in 1993, Prime Minister Kim Campbell embedded multicudtarpblicy

within her newly created Department of Canadian Heritadgesignedo providemachinery to
generateamong Canadiaren fiatt achment to Canadao through
commemorations like Canada 150 (Ababan and Gabril002 112-13).

By20176s Canada 150 cel ebr splacednufticultuchlisme r si t vy
as the language of differend@anadian political scientists describe Liberal Prime Minister Justin
Trudeaubs 2015 el ecti on wi n majositygobern@eht,adsd of t h
least in part a rejection of his predecessor Prime Minster and Conservative Party of Canada
|l eader Stephen Harperds divisive RHEI2 tol era
Macklin 2017). While in government fno 20062 0 1 5 , Harperds Conservati
to Canadaé6és citizenship and i mmigration polic
and easier to |l oseo and associated the fAgood
withthe dis oy a l e n e n2P1a, 286-88x clrkthei2@1l5 election, for example, Harper

campaigned on the promise to elsetanmiéai sh a Abar
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underpinned byslamophobic discourses stoked by the West in the context of the \Wariam
(Mackin2017) . Trudeaubs campaign refrain that AD
to support the resettlement of 25,000 Syrian refugees, on the other hand, appealed to progressive

voters (Brodie2018).

The Confederation Debates: Tke Two

It was under these two ideologically distinct prime ministers that planning for Canada
150 took place, commencing under Harperods | ea
Justin Trudeau. The Harper Government referenced the sesquiceraéQmuafederation for
the first time in its Speech from the Throne opening the first session ofstikadiament in
June 2011. Speeches from the Throne, Brodie (
legislative agenda, but also evidence theegovn ment 6 s fAperception of thi
(44). In 2011, three years after the Great Recession forced governments around the world to
reckon with economic crisis, the Government o
volunteers, lanabiding ci ti zens, and hardworking, fAordina
strong, prosperous, and stable nation (Canada 2011). The Government of Canada outlined a
legislative agenda focused on: economic growth through job creation, tax cuts, free trade, digita
innovation, deficit reduction, and reducing government spending; defending sovereignty and
national security, strengthening Canadian cl a
shared historyo, protecting Abaom iagnidn aolr dpeero p laens
economy (Canada 2011).

The Government of Canada officially commenced planning for Canada 150 on
September 2011 when it gave the House of Commons Standing Committee on Canadian

Heritage a mandat Bantivoe rsstauwrdyy cQa neabdraadtsi 0oln5s0 and ¢
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Mi ni ster of Canadian Heritage and stakehol der
Committee 2012). Appearing before the Heritage Committee on 20 October 2011, Heritage

Minister James Moore outlined the Govma nt of Canadaédés plans to fAc
t hat have shaped our history and contributed
icul minate M"bi Cahddpodisnl301706 (Canadian Herit.
commemorating the bicemnial of the War of 1812, Moore listed a number of anniversaries the

Government of Canada would mark along the @ARO

Next year, we will celebratetheB@ nni ver sary of Her Majesty (
ascension to the throiiener diamond juitee.

In the coming years, we will also remember the participation of Canadians in the First
and Second World Wars, the creation of several Canadian regiments, and major battles
that have punctuated Canadian military history.

We will mark the birthdaysf such architects of our country and Confederation as Sir

John A. Macdonald and Sir GeorBéienne Cartier. We will commemorate key events

that allowed our ancestors to lay the foundations of our country, such as the
Charlottetown and Quebec City confeces and the establishment of the first responsible
government in Canada. And we will celebrate great achievements that have changed the
face of our country and our society, like the establishment of a colony near Red River, the

Canadian Arctic Expeditogr ant i ng womenods right to vot e,
flag. (Canadian Heritage Committee 2011a

ReflectingortheHar per Governmentds decision to mar k h
sesquicentennial, the CBQohse Khadyp edso Maolvleeryn ne2nOt
inasepid oned, distant pasto.

The Harper Government tried to counter the perception that its approach to the
sesquicentennial was disconnected from the present by explaining that the Road to 2017 was
fundamentallyabout diversity. In remarks to the Heritage Committee, Minister Moore argued
that, under a Conservative government- cel ebr

Canadian understanding of history wosdd be fu
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country where we actually celebrate and pr omo

argued in front of the committee (Canadian Heritage Committee 2011a). He continued:

Webre well aware of the diversatwnwl yhatveexdn
want 2017 to just be about | ooking back 15
aboriginal 6. ltdés also multicultural, and

communities across the country. (Canadian Heritage Committee 2011a)

Atthes ame t i me, Moore repeatedly stressed the ne
Canadi ano ilmrguing thatthe celgbnatmras should generate an appreciation for a
panCanadi an understanding of histoeoryy Wkill &, ip:¢

Moore | amented t haCGamawki am nmar rt eetaicvhearaaifizm atan adi
Heritage Committee 201143). Moore asked the Committee to consider what they can learn
from the centennial celebrations in 1967, the commemoratitrecf0d’ anniversary of the
founding of Quebec City, the Vancouver 2010 Olympics and Paralympic Games, and recent
royal visits. Using the col oni al | anguage of
people, land, and identity, Moore argued thahezfdhese events:

allowed people across the country and visitors from around the world to discover Canada

and its history, landscape, and culture, our artists, our communities, and our official
languages. (Canadian Heritage Committee 2011a)

Moore goes on to proclaim that 2017 wil/l Ai ns
identity and belonging as the centennial <cel e
(4).

Following a study that included 18 meetings and consultatuiths54 individuals and
groups, the Standing Committee on Canadian Heritage issued a September 2012 report

reviewing successes and lessons learned from 1967, Canada 125, and Vancouver 2010 (Canadian
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Heritage Committee 2018) Among five practical recommeénat i ons, such as Tfibeq
preparation well in advance of the celebratio
mandateo, the Committee offers one abstract |
Aencouraging the spamgtriovippat (Canafdi dinveder i t age
particular, the report evaluates how each national event included Indigenous peoples, arguing
that Vancouver 2010 represents the benchmark for Indigenous inclusion. For example, the
report quotes Moa, who argued:

The involvement of Aboriginals was unparalleled in such a large event. It was higher

than in 1988 or 1976. In my opinion, it was a benchmark for this type of event. (Canadian
Heritage Committee 2012, 12)

Likewise, Peter Dinsdale, former @hiOperating Officer of the Assembly of First Nations, said:
AWhen people think of the 2010 OI Natgng, Métis, t hey

and I nuit i n CidnadiarHedtageé @mmitkee 2022). syet, while the

Commi ttee stresses the need for inclusion of
planning to deliveryo, it off erCanadianHeritaget ed, d
Committee 20123 8 ) . For exampl e, qu sibnerrogCanadasHisr al i ad s
Excellency Justin Hugh Brown on the invol veme
Centennial celebrations, the report recommend
inclusion:

A big feature of the year was to try to involvéaithe Aboriginal communities and to

put our political di fferences, I f you 1|i ke
as a country. To depoliticize the process was a prominent tliagaflian Heritage

Committee 201238)

8 The Committee heard from, among others, represeatatiz Parks Canada, the National Film Board, the National
Capital Commission, the Canadian Museum for Human Rights, the City of Ottawa, government consulting firm
MASS LBP, the Métis National Council, the National Association of Friendship Centres,sbmily of First

Nations, and the Ontario Black History Society.
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The r epor ofégestimsny fnom @ronyinent Indigenous leaders evidences a

depoliticization of Indigenous presence in the sesquicentennial. For example, the Committee

heard from President of the Métis National Council, Clément Charti@?2 blovember 2011,

whoremindedMembers of Parliament th@onfederation, for the Métis natioepresentshe

land theft of 1.4 million acres and the suppression of Métis resistance. Conservative MP Terence

Young asked Mr. Chartier how the 2017 sesquicentennial celebration might Higndigfenous

peoplesd relationships to | and, to which Char
Of course, for us, the biggest thing that could happen is if we signed a massive land claim

treaty with the government that would enable some of the returns of our land within that
year. (Canadian Heritage Committee 2011

I n his testimony, Mr. Chartierds recommendat.
the need for a land base and the opening of the space fgreelf e r nment 6 ( Canadi ar
Committee 2018, 19). Yett he f ol |l owi ng quotation from the (
nothing of Chartier6s testimony about | and or
about heritage and commemoration:
The M®tis National Counci |ontothe degelogmiersg of M®t i s
western Canada will be showcased. The Council President, Mr. Chartier, would like the
Department of Canadian Heritage to support
Nation heritage sites6 andscthitopvalldelduihhat a na
There is also an expectation that the Department of Canadian Heritage will provide

funding to preserve and promote the Michif language. (Canadian Heritage Committee
2012, 27)

Whereas the ComisChdreteiddar dMetisdaadtclaim settlement, it
emphasizes the I mportance of developing settl
Heritage Committeeds report and recommendati o
relationships to land, they prioritizeurism for settlers and international visitors, using the

| anguage of exploration and discovery. For ex
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William Thorsell, a political consultant and manager of the Western Canada Pavillion at Expo
67,on@nadi anso6é relationships to | and:
We now realize here that competent management of our territory is of exploding
significance for us and to the entire world. We are going to be famous in history,
unavoidably, for how we manage the Canadian equation alenefew people, much
land, the capacity as rich people to do something about it.

To do it well, a great many more Canadians need to get out and actually experience the
breadth and depth of the land. (Canadian Heritage Committee 2012, 18)

The Heritage @ mmi t t ee i mpl ements Thorsell s argument
about movement among placeso, recommending th
The Government of Canada or any agency authorized to undertake the organization of

Ca n a d a"@msnivetsary celebrations expldneentives to encourage all Canadians to
explore their country during 2017. (Canadian Heritage Committee 2012, 53)

Themesof exploration and discovery permeate Canada 150. | argue that the colonial logic
underpinning the goal of encouraging settlerexplore and discover Canada is evidence of the
superficial nature of the theme of reconciliation and the erasure of Indigenous relationships to
|l and. For example, the Heritage Committee emp
recognizethecloseond t hat exists between this | and an:
Heritage Committee 2012, 18).

In offering a depoliticized form of inclusion and obscuring conflict over land, the
Commi ttee repeats the statedsudpproaehiit mpvas
of Indigenous activists, continued land theft, and irreversible ecological and cultural destruction
of I ndi genous 201§ 50). iindeed, Wwhilestiie Cdminhitee guggests that
Vancouver 2010 is an example of Indigenaudusion, Sonny Dhoot (2015) reminds his readers
that the Secepemc and Stodéatodi mc First Nations
taking place to accommod a tceloniallgweer QitiguenopRrides 6 ( 51

House is a remder of the need to continually come back to the centrality of land in research on
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national celebratiaand commemorati@and to prioritize questions of securitization. In fact,
at the same time as the Heritage Committee report emphasizes the rneddjémous inclusion
and diversity, it also includes a warning to anniversary planners about threats to the celebration:
AAnal yze destructive forces that may be prese
themd (Canadian HebB5°% age Committee 2012,

The election of the Trudeau Liberals in 2015 prompted debates in the House of Commons
over the nature of the celebration and the relationship between past and present. The Trudeau
Liberals subtly obscured t hVacdanald aeadbQordedaratiom,d s r e
renami nd'amme verS@&ry of Confederationodo fiCanada
themes reflective of their successful election campaign: youth, the environment, diversity and
inclusion, and reconciliation. In the HouseCommons, Conservative Party MPs accused the
Liberals of fAcutting Conf ®aremriakdromarowud (awar hlec
On 18 October 2016, for example, Conservative MP Peter van Loan argued that the Liberals
were engagedng nwaarn ofinonhgost or yo: HAThe gover nmen
not including Confederation or history as the theme of th&a50 ni ver sary of Conf e
Tensions over the degree to which the past should figure in present celebrationstiaigvid s
ways commemorative practices disrupt linear tinmomentarily asking a collective to reflect
on time passed (Zlizer995 221; see also Olick and Robbih898 108; Rothber@009 4).
These Conservative and Li bertels oCamravrdkcaall 5 Gt ait C on

celebrated is not, in fact, about any particehaent, but a structureThat is, the despite the

°This is the fourth principle from Director of Public F
AANNi ver s ar yiteA grinaplestd guidewpkarining for national annsagies. This is a direct response
to Indigenous resistance to the Centennial (Grifti5 1734).
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Liberal sdéd best attempts to det achisnohethelessel ebr a

a celebration of settlarolonial ascendancy.

Outline of Chapters

After outlining the theoryconceptsand methodlogy that guide my research Chapter
Two, | embark on three case studies. From Parliament Hill on 1 July 2017 where Prime Minister
Justin Trudeau delivers his Canada 150 speech, my research travels to Iroquois homelands
during the War of 1812. Next, aboard a Canadian icebreaker in the sufrz0&i7 pmy
dissertation departs from Tkarotonto, home of the HWamndat, Seneca, and Mississaugas of
the Credit River along the St. Lawrence, and North through the lands and waters of Inuit
Nunangat. Finally, my research arrives back on unceded Algoteuitory where the
Bawating water protectors raised a tipi on Parliament Hiillact of resistance tioe Canada 150
celebrations. Each of these case studies demonstrates distinct ways that Canada 150,-as a settler
colonial national celebration, utis the language of diversity, inclusion, and reconciliation
an attempt tancorporate Indigenous sovereignty and national difference and sheettigp
attachments to land.

I n Chapter Three, I analyze the Government
bicentenni al of the War of 1812,originsaitbement Har
Canada we know todayo and the starting point
2015). Whereas Canadian political scientists and Canadian studiessblawkaidentified this
commemoration as an example of the Harper Gov
white, British fAWarrior Nationo (McKay and Sw
commemoration emphasizes Indigenous contributions to thenearporating Six Nations

warriorsoé6 fights to protect their | and from A
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While typically understood as an expression of a white, British Canadian identity, the 1812
commemoration portrgyastbé Wanadsantdeversity
inequality by narrating Canada as always, already embracing of racial difference. Beginning with
this analysis of the Harper GoveidRmadt 6 @AgDAaAd
my researchl®ows thaboth Conservative and Liberal governments mobilize the progressive
language of diversity, inclusion, and reconciliatinrdistinct ways This analysis identifies the
limitations of more inclusive commemorations when led by the state.

Canada C3 a Canada 150 Signature Project and the subject of Chapteir Baidiences
ways that these progressive discourses are easdptenl. The Canada C3 Expedition, a-150
day expedition through the NorthwestorPRearsss, adg e
Geoff Green,$tudentsonlce 206, i s an example of one way Can
al |l Canadians to explore their countrylduring
argue that the Canada C3 Expedition is a project of sgpyanadian sovereignty that obscures
Inuit sovereignty by positioning them as diverse Canadian people. In fact, narratives of
reconciliation and diversity slide together i
encounters between diverse peoplesthemselves a form of reconciliatory work. This slippage
signals a need to critique the emergence of diversity and reconciliation as interrelated discourses
that support Canadian stateking.

Finally, Chapter Five travels to the heart of the setitdonial imagination and the centre
of Canada Day celebrationd?arliament Hill on Algonquin territorly to compare Indigenous
and settler occupations of urban public space during Canada 150. In the leddufytohe
City of Ottawa turned city parkand parking lots into urban campgrounds to manage an

anticipated influx of visitors, inviting settlers to occupy public space. This kind of state
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sanctioned dwelling in the national capitalsunprecedented. The National Capital Commission
(NCC) and the @y of Ottawa ordinarily prohibit dwelling in public space. Meanwhile, the
Canadian state identified Anishinaabe water protectors, who raised a tipi on Parliament Hill on
28 June 2017, as threats to public safety, inadvertently construecgspectableirban camper
against alangerosl ndi genous subject. Contrasting the
initiative with the statebs response to the A
dwelling in public space is apparently acceptable drnityis in the spirit of expressing
celebratory feelings about the natisnt at e . Drawing upon Mar k RifKk
settler common sense and Mackeyds (2016) disc
paradoxical approach to public opations during Canada 150 both rely upon and actively
reproduce takefor-granted feelings and logics about Aadigenous claims to land and place.
This chapter hones in on the power and potential of Indigenous resistamecerafusal othe
Canadian natiostate projectidentifyingways water protectors and land defenders unsettled
settler common sense and disrupted thegpt at i on of I ndigeneity as a
diversity, inclusion, and commitment to reconciliation.

In ChaptelSix, the conclusion,argue that Canada should take seriously Indigenous calls
to cancel Canada Dayndigenous peoptemake similar demands other settleccoloniesto end
annualcelebrations of invasionCancelling Canada Dayasmove that would beonsistent with
recent decisions to take down statues to Johviaedonald outside of Victoria City Hadind
find new namesakes for schools named after Ca
MacDonald 2020).Narrating a new story of Canada is crudmlt given the limitations of more
inclusive national celebrations and commemoratioriee context obngoing settler

colonialism | argue that stories of grassroots resistancéhasories worth telling
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Contribution to Canadian Political Science

Studies of settlecolonial national celebrations have emerged from the fields of
sociology (Caldwell and Lerou2017;Elgenius 2011t eroux2010; Mackey2005; Nadeau
2013; Spillman 1997), History (Morgan, 2015; 2016); Cultural Studies (N266l1); and
Gerder Studies (Dhod2 0 1 5) . Searching for mentions of AfAc
the Canadian Journal of Political Sciencen the other hand, reveals that either Canadian
Political Scientists are not engaging in studies of the politics of calabetd commemoration,
or the fieldds top journal does not publish t
the politics of commemoration and celebration? Below, | offer three reasons for studying the
politics of celebration and commemoratioori h e r i t a @ iea Gangdian politcgl science.
| begin with the argument that heritage is political. Second, | argue that studying the politics of
heritage provides insight into important debates about the relationship between settler
colonialism white supremacy, multiculturalism, and diversity. Third, | argue that research into
the politics of settlec o | oni al national celebrations respon
CJPS to shift CPS from its ttraadtihta ofn@dnddicaurs
by naming and deconstructing settbeonialism.

Rituals, myth, memory, symbols, traditions, and customs are, traditionally, the purview of
anthropologists. When we study rituals, such as marking the date of a national foutidieg
celebration, Peter Aykroyd argues AdAWhat we ar
ant hropologyo (3). Late historical soci ol ogi
tradition, values, symbols, rites, and rituals create and sustlings of attachment to a national
community. These sets of traditionsr, what has become known@g heritagein Canada

supposedji s er ve to unite a group of people with st
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1998, 187). Is the nation the domain of anthropologists and sociologists? Despite the fact that
political scientists study natiestates, Canadian political science scholarship focuses
disproportionately ostateinstitutions as opposed to questionsation, with the exception of
the work of Indigenous political scientists whose conceptions of nations are not necessarily
linked to state sovereignty in the Eurocentric Westphalian sense (Ladner, 2@R&praalucing
the NationJacqueline Stevens (1999lls attention to the ways Political Sciereéocused on
the study of policy, law, elections, and democratic institutioasid Anthropology focused on
culture, heritage, tradition, and kinshipverlap (51).

Given that Canadian political sciencéslarship examines multiculturalism, affirmed as
part of Canadian heritage in the 198&nadian Multiculturalism Agtit is surprising that
Canadian Political Scientists have devoted scant attention to the politics of heritage, celebration,
and commemorain more broadly. Studying the politics of commemoration and celebiation
designed to generate fattachment ipravideSanadao,
insight into the affective dimensions of belonging in a political community. As Sara Ahmed
(2014) argues, emotions shape fithe boundari es |
outsideo (10). Analyzing the politics of heri
provides insight into the relationships among setttdonialism, white spremacy,
multiculturalism, and diversity, since the state production of celebration and commemoration
practices involve storytelling about the boundaries of belonging to and exclusion from the
national community. Whereas liberal theorists argue thateuliliralism policy accommodates
Canadian diversity, gives substance to individual rights, and provides vital forms of recognition
(Kymlicka 1995; Taylorl994), criticalrace feminist theorists argue that multiculturalism

reproduces difference without attkng to systemic racism (Banne2000; Dhamoor2009;
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Thobani2007). To capture these kinds of racist and colonial power dynamics, Dhamoon argues

t hat scholars should analyze cul t-builldng,ii n t he
colonialism, vhite supremacy, patriarchy, capitalism, and heteronormativity, as well as anti
colonialism and decolonization, 0 aZ200%1¢)o mmend a
Yet, studies of culture in Canadian political science have typically neglectiydemaf race,

racism, and colonialism (Nath 2011; Dham@®®9; AbuLaban2014).

Research into the politics of settismlonial national celebrations helps shift CPS from
investigations into Indigenous polosedtotbhes whi ch
ACanadi an pr 2047 1&5mdn hér RH dreview of scholarship on Indigenous
politics in CPS, Ladner argues that the field
prevailing disconnect between CPS and Indigenous politis) (1Ladner urges CPS scholars to
sever sovereignty from states, allowing political scientists to see Indigenous sovereignty (164).

CPS produced by neimdigenous scholars has tended to erase Indigenous sovereignty by

implicitly or explicitly affirming French and English constitutienaking as the natural starting

point, erasing Indigenous constitutional and legal orderslg@tiag theRoyal Proclamation of

1763 theQuebec ActtheAct of Union or theBritish North America Aobf 1867 (167). CPS

hastadi ti onally studied I ndigenous peoples thro
special interest groups interacting with the Canadian state, obscuring Indigenous sovereignty by
assimilating Indigenous peoples within the broader Canadian politivatesf16470). Instead

Ladner encourages CPS scholars to engage wassimilatory scholarship by studying

sovereign Indigenous nations with distinct political systems, challenging CPS scholars to disrupt
Adi sciplinary boundatrea &@ch eas du sidtathersagibadner(i s&8 p |

writes, a fineed to engage in research which n
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colonialism, oppression, racism, and erasureo
Afaddr essatt hfeCdmadal]t hexi sts on someone el sebs |
Reconciliation Committee, echaired by Dr. Joyce Green and Dr. Peter Russell, engages with

the TRC6s Calls to Action by wurging CPS schol

Indigenous scholars about Indigenous sovereignty in order to challenge the canon and engender

Anew political possibilitiesd (CPSA Reconcili

Writing Inside of Settler-Colonialism and Indigenous Sovereignty

In engaging ina studyofsetle ol oni al i sm, however, I am mi
of scholarshipn Indigenous politicproduced by notindigenous scholars, and her emphasis on
political science scholarship on Indigenous politics fremhin. Cory Snelgrove, Rita Dhamoon,
and Jeff Corntassell (2014) offer the following words of caution about studies of settler
colonialism by norindigenous scholars:
Wit hout centring I ndigeous peoplesd articu
approach to settler colonial power, and withoutipa attention to the conditions and
contingency of settler colonialism, studies of settler colonialism and practices of

solidarity run the risk of reifying (and possibly replicating) settler colonial as well as
other modes of domination. (1)

Whereas settl-c ol oni al studies scholar Mark Rifkin (2
focus such that I ndigenous sovereignties are
al. remind those interested in setit@lonial studies of the pitfallsf shifting too far away from

Indigenous sovereignty. Citing Fiona Nicoll (2004), Rifkin (2013) calls uporlndigenous

scholars to start from the position that we already exist within Indigenous sovereignty (323).

Then, we can t ak matellacual tespensibility o bnalyse and dvaluata ttie
innumerable ways in whidw] hite sovereignty circumscribes and mitigates the exercise of

|l ndi genous sovereigntyo (Nicoll 2004, 19). Th
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(2004), Rifkin (20B), Snelgrove et al (2014), and Ladner (2017) regardingmaigenous

studies of Indigenous politics and setitetonialism signal the limitations of the kind of inquiry

in which | engage. While I try tonaysaske care t

Snelgrove et al (2014) recommend, | do not want to pretend to have completely resolved the
dilemma of engagingith work by and about Indigenous peoples aetflerscholar. Rather, |
want to acknowledge that my dissertation is, in fact, produrctte context of settler
colonialism and as such is complicit in setttetonial power dynamics. Meanwhile, | keep in
mi nd Ni col | 6 s -lngigenous scholar&dlso aasnot arodace scholarship that is
outside of Indigenous sovereignty. | vrinside of both settlazolonialism and Indigenous
sovereignty.

In beginning this chapter with a land acknowledgemengritto challenge the
traditional story ofCPS typicallycommencingvith Confederation ii867. One of my
contentions in this dissertation is that Canada 150 is a fosatibércolonial statestorytelling
despitets resistance to acknowledgitigatits stories abowtovereigntyarestories Expert on

Indigenous law Louise Mandell describ€anadian legal traditions as rooted in the first

European settlersd myths and il lusions about

t hat Europeans brought | aw to North America a

Crown claimedo mpl et e ownership and jurisdiction
2015 121). The legal stories of the first European settlerglaostly, she contends, continuing

to haunt Indigenous peoples to this day as they assert their inherent soyereggi@nd, which,
even by Canadian legal standards, is not clearly Canadian (12he 1897Delgamuukwcase,

for example, the Supreme Court of Canada ruled that Indigenous peoples in British Columbia

had never given up their title to land, rejectihg ghostly Doctrine of Discovery atelra
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nullius (127)° Yet, Val Napoleon (2005) argues that the interpretation of Gitksaawk(oral
histories) inDelgamuukwcircumscribes the potential for Indigenous oral histories to decolonize

because ofthecaur6 s i nt e adpawkatsa thicaud t aifr a | artefactso

traditions (123). Canadadés engagement with

| egal pluralism, meaning fAtwo | egal andHaller s
Pinder2015 1289). Instead, the incorporation of Indigenous oral tradition and culture on
Canadian judicial terms is a form of reconciliation that attempts to square Indigenous and
Canadian legal traditions meanwhile maintaining Canadian lageésacy (Coulthard014
12324).
Indigenous orahistoryis, in fact, a robusfiorm of evidence Venneexplains the
importance of storytelling to Cree law and history. In Cree political and legal structures, Elders
share information through storiead hold collective memory:
When the Elders come together, the stories begin to flow. One Elder alone has many
stories, but when a number of Elders are placed in the same room, the stories multiply.

One Elder may know part of a story and anotherkmtiw the rest of the story.
Together, the Elders tell the history of the natid®9(7, 17).

The strength of Cree oral history is in its detail and precision; not only do details give life to

stories, they also provide specific examples that otherfy \(¥iennel997, 175). Indigenous

as

op

storytelling is resistance to setdero | oni al i s m, e Xx pos(lfhogasZD@ba nadi an

239).

The Canadi an st at e 0Kidesldgioal, fickoraleaeh faniasticad ov er e i

narratives that support setticolonialismi comprise its own political and legal traditidno,

10 BeforeDelgamuukwin R. v. Van der Pe¢l996) the Supreme Court of Canada affirmed that Indigenous peoples
have their own political, legal, and cultural systemsgating contact, but privileged Canadian law over Indigenous
law its approach to preontact prelndigenous legal and politicataers as cultural traditions frozen in time
(Christie2003 483; Coulthar®2014 124).
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even ifCanada doesot acknowledge them asich Canadiarstoriesdescribe discovery,

peaceful settlement and cooperation, treaaking and constitutiomaking, interspersed with
fimistake®, fidark spote lessons learned, and official apologies, followed by reconciliation and a
path forward.Suchsettlercolonial statenarrativesaim to manufacture a sensel@jitimate state
sovereigntyandnational unityin the context of dispossessi¢Yuval-Davis1993,623).Indeed,

the state is a storytell€Bimpson 2014, 17)In the next chaptet present theories describing the

relationship between the natiahe sate, people, land, and stories

52



CHAPTERTWO: THEORY & METHODS
Introduction
Alf this is your | and, where are your stor
Canada officials, as they claimed the land they were on was Canadian (Chamberlin 2003, 1).
The el der 6s ¢ ulkegamuukuwase. MeEscgeedtiond J. Edivaed Chamberlin
writes, illustrates:
how stories give meaning and value to the places we call home; how they bring us close

to the world we live in by taking us into a world of words; how they hold us together and
at the same timkeep us apart. (2003, 1)

As the expression of distinct epistemologies and ontologies, sgiveesneaning to relationships

between peoples, lands, and plaictisey are worlemaking(Styres 201925. The el der 0 s

guestion interrupts Canadian narratiaes reaffirmsGitksansovereigntyrooted legal tradition

documented by oral historieNdpoleon2005). When confronted with Indigenous oral histories

that form the basis of s ov e beentogefiheyndige@asn adaod s

oral histories as merebultural, and therefore irrelevant to the political questions of land and

sovereignty (Andersen 2014, 100) . This is co

cultural stories aapolitical i as sepate from questions of power, sovereignty, and .laBy

unmapping Canada 150, | demonstrate that Canadian cultural storgesuaiéypolitical. They

are stories that exert symbolic and material power, seeking to constrain Indigenous sovereignty.
Employing theory by criticalrace feminist, settlecolonial studies, and Indigenous

studies scholarshis chaptetheorizegelationshig between natio states, national

celebrationssettlercolonialism, peoplg land,and storiebeforeturning tomethoddogy and

methods Who or what gives rise tine nation in settlecolonial contextsand how ighe nation

connected to the state®e national celebrations in settleolonial contexts the expression of

unity emerging from distinctpeople? Or an exese in statebuilding? How does land figure in
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settlercolonial state storiesPlow are settler subjects constituted by nastate stories, and

how do they participate in dispossessidh® stories advanced through settietonial national
celebrationdike Canada 150, | argue, have a constitutive fundtitrey do things, actively

shaping national bel onging and exclusion, and
understandings of themselves (Brodie 2015, &l)bjectsare made up of the stories tishbpe

their very existence in the places they call home.

National Imaginations and State Stories

Since Canada 150 is ostensibly a national celebration, | begin with the question of the
nation in settler contexts. Mainstream theories of nation expédions as: perennial
collectives, the inevitable result of ancient ethnic allegiar©eki(imli and Grosby2007);
collective identities resulting from the continuation of longstanding myths, traditions, and
symbols (Smith 1998pmmmodeéi es®t Hhmagesedt of
feudalism to capitalism (Anderson [1983] 2006); and/or modern constructions manufactured by
elites (Conversi 2007; Hobsbawm and Ranger 198R)ne of these theories easily explain

either settler nations, wbih Audr a Si mpson ( 2d9afedthatcalr gues ar e,

themsel ves, nati bndbogéadbyuys nations, which are
modernist nations are imagined, noraretheys ent i al | ymadhen edt( Anmd d&mpg e
2014,97-98).

Some Indigenous scholars have identified common principles that tend to shape
Indigenous nationhood and governarfea:. example, Hayden King (2018) writes that the
principles of reciprocity and sustainability have governed Indigenous relatiensally and
internationally since before Europeans arrived on the continent. Sustainability means that

Afeverything taken from the | and oOmuwsdtiprbdiye gi ven
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emphasizes the interdependence and interconnectedraskviig things (King2018 10914).
Andersen adds that Indigenous nations are generally more egalitarian, and conceive of the
potential for shared jurisdictions and sovereignties (2014, 98).

Yet, attempting t o defrcige&aughiwildpoveeeanke i t yo i s
contradiction, risking essentializing diverse Indigenous peoples and inadvertently reinforcing
internal and external gendered power structures. That is, defining Indigenous nations as
continuous reduces Indigeneity to someghessentially prenodern or inherently ethnic, and
l inking Indigeneity with parti presénatioot obhdstchbn
traditions above all else, leaving little room for dynamism, creativity, and new forms of
resistance (AltmirancJiménez 2010, 112 emphasis original). As Isabel Altamidaménez
(2010) writes, defining Al ndigeneityo can hel
identities and ways of | ife; yet, lidentity i s cr uci
neither results from the prior existence of an ancient culture nor from the set of traditional
practices that bound peopl e toget herranalygisl13) .
of nationalismthat confronts the ways in whigetler-colonialismis a gendered structure. A
feminist analysis ofndigenousations and nationalism, Altamirasdanénez argues, opens up
the potenti al for a Amore expansive notion of
asupposedlyessent@last (117) . Rel atedl vy, g wapportive] ndi ge
reciprocal, generative relationships a mo n g rejpeonstigthasevade European and
settler national imaginations (Simpson 2017, 134), structured as they are by patriarchy,
heteronormativity, and trarexclusion Aizura, 2006 McClintock 1995; Nagel 199&tychin,

1998 Vacante, 2006Yuval-Davis and Anthias, 1989
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Al ndi genous nations, 0 Simpson writes, fiare
nationso (10). Cieanecanicall thgm thasaeetathdr feactious, &rdgiieo n s
things (Andersen 2014, 96; Stasiulus and Jhappan 199&Yeis very little that actually unites
settler nations; diversity s Awhiarredd i nt o [-Caln@ardia®dls ]| f csenddteirons
2018, 21).Indeed, natiomess in settler contexts is sademerge frondifference, a rhetorical
strategy thatobscr es fApoi nts of strain, s}t Weistheprieand t e
of the nation and nationalism diverge over the question of whether nations are modern creations
of a political elite or more timeless expressions of ethnic commonalitiey€¢@ni2007), settler
nations are most certainly modern, and most definitely imagined (Anderson [1983] 2006).

The termtiana®vi odenti fies a |link between me
the institutions which govern them, but as Nira YeDavis( 1 993) writes, this 0
partialinot al | citizens of a state Obelongdé to th
citizenship equally, and not all citizens identify the state as legitimate (8@&#)out founding
myths, settlercolonid nationstates lack thgluetoi a d fsgtrhee ci ti zen t o t he s
2002, 45).As such, the state becomes a storytelleo,r ki ng t o fAreproduce t he
naturalness of settler nations as culturally unified forms of individual and colleetive s
identificationd (Andersen 2014, 93).

Its fragility notwithstanding, the Canadian natstate has, like most modern states, both
Amateri al and symbolic authorityo (Andersen 2
their monopoly over these of forcqdWeber 1978), but by their capacity to govern the conduct
of conduct or to shape ways of thinking and being (Rose and Miller 1992). Pierre Bourdieu
(1991) adds that states ,possessiap ablng ud farf sayomb a

legitimize, as obvious or natural, what are in fact historical and thus ultimately arbitrary visions
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of the worl do (TAmned eCasneand i2a0nl idhHathatderialsandsymbadlice n ¢ e
and Canadian landmark celebratiaienonstrate the ways shwlic and material violence are
intertwined.

National celebrations and commemorations like Canada 150 are events through which the
settler state advances its normative national vision, often through the invention of traditions that
seek to draw a direct line between a supposed shared past anchal pagisent (Hobsbawm and
Ranger 1992; see also Elgenius 2011, 94rough the production ofuttural memoryi a form
of collective memory constructed from the 4dpwni the state deploys the past selectively in
service of its present ainf8ssmann 2008106). As examples of culturahemory national
celebrations and commemoratiafteninvolveiiact i ve f orgettingo throug
histories of persecution and dispossession (Assmann 2008, 106).

In her study of national days in Europe, Gabri&ligenius (2011) classifies national days
as either pranodern, modern, or pesnperial. Premodern national days, though transformed
by modernity, have foundations in religious celebrations thatigte the natiostate system.

For example, St. Patribks Day began as a religious holiday
transformed into a national day in the early twentieth century after Irish independence. Modern
celebrations, emerging after the French Revolution, tend to celebrate republicanism (foeexampl
Bastille Day in France), constitutions (for example Constitution Day in Norway), or

independence (for example Belgian Independence Day). Finallyinpostial national days in

Europe emerge after the First World War and tend to celebrate independeane@emorate

war dead (for example Remembrance Sunday in Britain) (Elgenius 2610496 What all of

these types of national days share is that th
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and are for this reason challenged, contested, distuptgotiated, mobilized and replaced

duringsociepo | i ti cal conflictso (Elgenius 2011, 2).
In postcolonial contexts, national days tend to focus on marking independence; in

Africa, for example, Independence Days are powerful symbols of nationhoo@@widrdzation

that few citizens ignore (Becker and Lentz 2013). National celebrations in Burkina Faso, Cote

doél voire, and Ghana, -cbnsdiousexdgpnouyd uneerstardingad ence fia

national days as celebrations that permeate the enti;ematil t erri t oryo ( N6 Gue:

Gabriel 2017, 686). Indeed, while studies of national celebrations and commemorations tend to

focus on their role in constructing links between a national past and present, Konstanze

N6 Guessan ( 201 &9emphasize theeneed to study teeavgys that national

celebrations and commemorations fAbring into b
in Ghana, C!'te DO0Ilvoire, and Burkina Faso con
celebrationsthat c cur si mul taneously in distinct regi ol
national territory by the stateodo (N6Guessan,

While further comparative research is necessary in order to identify the differences
between nationaelebrations in European, pagilonial, and settlecolonial contexts, research
suggests that the themes of land and diversity take on increased symbolic importance-in settler
colonial celebrations and commemoratiohsher comparison of bicentenn@lebrations in
Australia and the United States, for example, Lynn Spillman (18&&s that bicentennial
celebrations in both countries mobilized the
address differences that threatened national ugpifl(nan 1997, 126)Land also featured in
both bicentennial celebrations. The Australian bicentennial, for exaempfdasizéi e pi ¢ and

unli kely circumnavigations, voyages, and jour
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context, land and geograpfeatured in local community celebrations, reflecting the importance

of nature and wilderness in American vernacular, though land and geography were virtually

absent in celebrations organized by governments (Spillman 19925)2Mational celebrations

in settlercolonial contexts are events that reveal contestation over both material and symbolic
aspects of nationhood. For example, Sam Hitchmough (2013) writes that Indigenous resistance

to Columbus Day in Denver eviahanhestiontiemde me
(266). Yet, also at stake is landemandd or | and rights and treaty r

calls to abolish Columbus Day (279).

Settler Structures of Feeling

Among settlers, commesense uses of the wofihndd as a noumefer to:solid ground
its soil, and its resources; a portion of the former that one can purchase or own, especially a farm
orranchor a ¢ o u n(see fordesampl&deaipmtVée b st er 2021) . I n ALI
L a n Hamiertkeh8ka (Mohawk) scholaGandra Styres (2019) writes that, from an Indigenous
perspective, Land is not just a physical, material, or geographical concept, but an epistemological
and ontological concepinda living being (27} Indigenous conceptions of and relations with
land canceive of land as a source of knowledge, pedagogy, spirituality, and the subject of stories
that teach people how to be:

Traditional knowledges were and continue to be transmitted through storying; shared

values and beliefs, as well as lacehtred activies, reflections, and observatidnghey
are woven out of individual and collective experiences. (Styers 2019, 28).

For example, the Cree/Métis legal principlenahkohtowingoverns relations among all living

things. Wahkotowinmeans that all are retat, that all are animate and spiritual, and that it is

11 styers capitalizeBLandd as a way of recognizing that Land is a living, knowing being to whom peoples are
related (27)
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important to maintain good relationships with all of existence, since all of existence is living and
spiritual (Wildcat 2018, 14).

If relations are fundamental to Indigenous conceptions of land nthrerelations
characterize settler conceptionsofladdla r k Ri f ki nés (2011) concept
feeling captures the ways that setttetonialism as a structure of dispossession and elimination
gives rise t o par amooguwsétten regamingdheisentildmerftte el i n g o
Indigenous land? Settler structures of feeling are both a produt¢hetettlercolonial stateand
a reasorhe settlercolonial state persistd. n Ri f k i n 6-Native feelinh sakes shape n
withihamd hel ps naturalize the exertion of US i mp:é
344). The concept of settler structures of feetiapgtureghe ways structures of dispossession
produce certain emotional or i ddedlogitaiandns t o t he
political commitments (Mackey 2016, 19). Understanding settler feelings as structural means
noticing the ways that settlers understand th
natural, even when history demonstrates othervéad the ways that the state reinforces these
feelings through assertions of control over Indigenous land (Rifkin 2011, 342). Rifkin
summarizes settler structures of feelasgfollows

Processes and institutionalized frameworks of settleintdr@ exertion of control by nen

Natives over Native peoples and lafdgives rise to certain modes of feeling, and,

reciprocally, particular affective formations among +idetives normalize settler

presence, privilege, and power. Understanding settlement as a structure of feeling entails
asking how emotions, sensations, and psychic life take part in the (ongoing) process of

12| am interestedhere insettler structuresf feeling as opposed to settlaffect Whereas affect theorists

understand affect as a i agbodiceapgrience thaviedissnet rendothythoegktarelr i e n c
emotioni | am focused on discernable feelings and their social alititabimplications (Gregg and Seigworth

2010, 14). InDepression: A Public FeelindAnn Cvetkovich (2012) explains that those interested in the social and

political implicatiors of feelings use the word feeling according to its commonsense usagi'tféjeas affect

theoristswho understand affectaspreo g ni t i v e, wart to stieyasfecttas seraething separate from

cognition, and therefore separate from ideology, | am interested in feelings and their relationships to ideology, and

the waysm which feelings and emotions shape and are shaped by the social and political world (Ahmed 2014a, 8;
Cvetkovich, 2012, 4; Leys, 2011).
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exerting noANative authority over Indigenous peoples, governance, antbtility.
(2011,343)

Stateled settler national celebrations like Canada 150, | contend, are primarily about storying
settler norrelations to Indigenous land through the reproduction of settler structures of feeling
about norindigenous entitlement tmdigenous land.

To say that feelings are structural is to acknowledge that feelings are not simply a product
of the individual. In The Cultural Politics of Emotign Ah med (2014a) argues t
not simply somet hi ngmotiohsdshaperthe Gevyednstitatemrvoétbe; r at he
i ndividual and the collective, not in the sen
relationship to the feelingo, but in the sens
and circulate amonggups (2014a10-11). Ahmed argues that emotions are world making,
attaching to political and social structures and either keeping them in place or effecting
transformation such that new worlds take shap
allowsus to address the question of how subjects become invested in particular structures such
that their demise is felt as a kind of |iving
structure is the structure of settlement, which is presently givingaviendigenous resistance
and resurgence.

MoretonRobinson (2015) explains that settterionial regimes, which she terms
Apostcol onizingo regi mes, aim to sever I ndige
inalienable nature of [their] relationtoa n d 0 , i n order to stwhiect ur e t

possession (:01)** White possessive logics, Moret&obinson argues, produce and

3 MoretonRobi nsonds definition of Apostcolonizingd regi mes
colonialr egi mes i n that she uses it to fAdistinguish between
as Australia and those countries suchnalia and Algeria where the different specificities of historical experience

are theorized within pésolonial studies (10).
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reproduce Acommonsense knowledgeo about who o
The logic of the na&n as a white possession is evident in discourse, ideology, and in policies
t hat shape materi al relations, structu+ing ra
Robinson 2015, xii).White people come to understand themselves as the righthérs of the
nation, because discourse, ideology, and policy conceive of white people &sasumlners and
defenders of property, for instance. It is the white possessive, for example, that compelled
Gerald Stanley to reach for a pistol when Coltenddde and his friends arrived at his farm.
White settlers feel the white possessive or
createso on a deep and personal l evel-, a feel
Robinson 2015, 18).

MoretonRo bi nsonds ¢ onc e p tcalaniblinatian s aavhite posessidne s et
helps explain the relationship between settidpnialism and race. Wolfe (2006) writes that
At he primary moti vaee[ Bdr belti moo s iIBBiI8Y e no tYtet ,
thatsettlet ol oni ali sm empl oys fAthe organizing gr amn
meaning ofacehas shifted over time and place, emerging in the eighteenth century as an
account of supposedly essential differences arpeongles, whereby European thinkers
presumed that physical differences corresponded with innate differences in character,
civilization, morality, and reason (Smith 2003, 110). In the nineteenth century, proclamations
about the superiacriot yodfl apbediEmglei $smtio natio
imperialism and colonialism (1101 ) . Such notions of A6raced di
Malinda S. Smith (2003) writes, were central to natoiiding in nineteenth and twentieth
centuryCanada ( 111) . Flodran Actc a mpt es the category of

which flattens diversity among Indigenous peoples and enables genocide (Lawrence 2003, 5).
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Whereas Indigeneity is defined and regulated innden Actin order to enable elimination and

access to territory, slavery, rooted in aBltck racist beliefs about Black inferiority, has

structured settler economies, shaped segregationist policies, and enables ongoing state violence
through police brutality anishcarceration (Cooper 2007; Mayn&@l17). Fears of the smalled

iyvell ow peril o shaped pol i c el8 amealy?dtenturigs Asi an
(Smith 2003, 111). These racist and white supremacist power relations, which equatesshite

with superiority, remain fAat the very heart o
(MoretonRobinson 2015, 18).

In the Canadian context,h o b a n i argues that the white na
all othes as the embodiment of the gtessential characteristics of the nation and the
personification of its vaPR00&3),. et hTihces,n aatnido nca l
exaltation is achieved in contrast ¢tlabamfidanger
2009)i theracialized immigrant and th@ndiand i who are conceived as threats to the nation
(Thobani 2007, 4%). Immigrants, living on contested Indigenous lands, occupy a complex
positionT not quite Canadian enough but also complicit in the dispossession adrindig)
peoples (Lawrence and D@05 134; Mackey 2016, 4; Thobani 2007,-98). Similarly,
MoretonRobinson argues that whilenanh i t € mi gr ant s6 under standi ng
settlercolonial nations as home are shaped by the same logacahullius that structures
white settlersoé rel aeadroensaltsoo halnwea y si dsehaasp ead ohuy
statusodo and fAeconomic and political ret ations
Robinson 2015, 9). Processes ofaéizationpr oduce whi teness fias the p

raci al hi er-Robiodory2015,xMor et on
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Thobani s di ffer entrightsi whoinc b ed evfeieme cone @ nfsc
relationship to the natiohand citizenshipitesi affective expressions of belonging to/within
the natiori is useful for understanding how subjects come to perceive of their own identities
through these racial and colonial logics, and how the natateis an object imbued with
feelings. Citizenshipites are rejgtitious, subtle, mundane, and banal expressions of attachment
to the nation, such as national celebrations, national anthems, national holidays, and citizenship
ceremonies (Thobani 2007,-89; see also Billig, 1995)In her study of disputes over land
nghts, Mackey (2016) asks: fAWhy do protesters
the United States, so often sing the national
guarddé for the nbhanonriéht ¢§i gobaniwvouaesdited i ( 3) .
these as expressions of citizenshipritéset ci ti zenship rites include
of racialized violence or expressions of hatred (Thobani 2007, 79). While such exclusionary
citizenshipritesa r e o f t e nsolditdd,ruerelated, dnd hased largely in individual
ignoranceo, these rites ar e -saoctiomedladpectsdfr epet i t
citizenship that are consistent with the broader project of Canadian-batldimg (Thobani
2007,7980). Al dent i f yi ng ritedoefs ec i pri a&cetnischea spoas whi ch co
citizenshiprights, according to Thobani, Adirects atten
reinforcing notions of | egiti ma tseerighiseahdaitesyi n g o
of citizenship shape individual sd subjectivit
humanity | argely within th2007d8.ntext of this p

Tasha Hubbar doés n{p2nisthridsowich: e With&tc Wpaiustyates
how settlercolonialism is a structure of elimination rooted in and productive of a logic of white

possessiomipawistamasowid o cument s t he aftermath of Colten
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of Gerald Stanl ey. tragiadedihaithinthelloogchastored Indjjenous hi e 6 s
dispossession and land theft at the hands of settlers, beginning the film with a representation of
Cree history of Treaty 6, explaining how settlers have come to inhabit Saskatchewan. The film,
toldprimar i |y through the | ens of Jade Tootoosi s,
the Canadiastate but also of the white possessive. In one scene a white man stands up at an

RCMP-led townhall on rural crime and proclaims that rural white farrasgghe true victims:

]t doesnét matter if youdre red, white, bl
not a race issue! | tdos a criminal against
anything about i1it! That avs whhadt, Il ®@mlt rsyied d

now, right here and everything. Probably 80% of us, farmers here, will do exactly what
Gerald Stanley did. Thatés how itds gotta

The farmer argues that settlmlonialism doesot care about race, while at the same time

arguing that his right to defend property is more important than Indigenous life. His ritual

enactment of white possessibmwhich he conceives as his citizenship riglevidences the
interconnections betweenciam, settleicolonialism as a project of elimination, and the

production of settler feelings in the form of anger that his property is apparently under threat
(MoretonRobinson2015 xii; Wolfe 2006). In Unsettled Expectations: Uncertainty, Land and

Setter Decolonizaton Mackey (2016) asks: Ahow, on what
settled, and certain about their right to own
into movements to protect settler property from Indigenous lanthgleveals that settler land

defenders, such as the farmer who proclaims he will kill to defend his land, rely uponr settler

colonial epistemologies about land and property and produce settler feelings ofeargend

uncertainty. Mackey writes thatdigenous land rights generate feelings of anger because of
settlersdé settl ed expect-atata dw osbelieveditedid,thdve r s an d
certain and settled entitlement to the | and t

words, settlers believed in the white possessive.
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Multiculturalism and Diversity

Multiculturalismfits comfortably with the white possessive, since roisted in the
notion that white people have a natural mandate to tolerate, regulate, and gowsimtaon
citizens, demarcating the acceptable limits of difference (Brown 2008; Hage 2008, 17
Thobani 2007, 143; MoreteRobinson 2015, 9). | travelled to Ottawa to observe the Canada
Day celebrations on Parliament Hill in 2017. A settler there toitaltes celebrations told me
she objected to Indigenous acts of resistance and protest, suchasdie and chants of
Native Lando that she accurately recognized a
dancers performing on stage dgrione of the moments designed to showcase Canadian
di versityhs shemsakady Wwitho, highlighting sett]|
representations of Indigeneity. Ri fkin (2013
enabl e pidasteince to O6figured in settler phenomo
themo (332).

Settler colonial studies, criticadce, and critical whiteness approaches to
multiculturalism challenge the conventional wisdom espoused by liberal multi¢tiftecaists
such as Will Kymlicka (1995) and Charles Taylor (1994) who argue that multiculturalism policy
accommodates Canadian diversity, gives substance to individual rights, and provides vital forms
of recognition. Ultimately, liberal multicultural thasts view multiculturalism policy as a sign
of national progress. Contra Kymlicka and Taylor, criticade feminist theorists argue that
multiculturalism policy and diversity talk reproduces difference without attending to systemic
racism (Bannerji 200Dhamoon 2009; Thobani 2007). For example, Thobani (2007) writes
that multiculturalism policy i sstatetorlailedspatct , a
of its rightful property the cultural heritage and identity of every other natidreiworld from

which i mmigrants had arrivedo (153). Richard
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mul ticulturalism policy are not a Agenerous ¢
a Afantasy of wunityooti na ogtohadr, wlarvdesr,s iitfy O&iucnoiu
need of solving (9). I n fact, Day | ocates at
Greek thought. By tracing diversityds journe
undermhes t he notion that diversity discourse an
with Canadabs ¢/)l.onifd Bracsdioe (ex@PI0ai ns, it is
diverse: over 600 distinct First Nations are at home on the land nowlkam®anada, and the
settlercolonial national project has required waves of immigration to create an independent
economy(2018, 21) So, as opposed to Aa new solution
mul ticulturalism polntmodedfreproductioruaad prolferafian bfe mo st
t hat problemo (Day 2000, 3).

Ahmed also traces the work diversity does for institutions. Through diversity talk,
Ahmed (2012) argues, bodies markedi@grseget assigned the work of making institutions
mored ver se. Diverse bodies always already embo:¢
institution of whiteness with coloro (4). Th
wherebyficulturab performances are juxtaposed witBanadian content providing evidence of
the nationés tolerance for difference. Il n t hi
shape institutions as bodiesd When diversity is merely descriptive it does not do inclusive,
antiracist, or decolonial war(Brodie 2018, 22). Diversittalk in historically white institutions
T of which Canadaisoriet ends t o maintain Awhite normati vi
(Smith 2018, 65). When diversitglk is not accompanied by meaningful challenges to systemi

racism, and without changes in the composition of institutions reflective of the composition of

N

the popul ati on, it has the effect of merely
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anal yses of racism and coltowiealciapmacidiywe ( £i51) y
Dhamoon (2009) argues for a shift away from a depoliticized focus on culture, exemplified in the
liberal multicultural theory of Taylor and Kymlicka, towards an analysis of identity and

difference that takes unequal power relagioooted in race, class, colonialism, gender, and

heteronormativity seriously (2). Ot her wi s e,
move to innoddmeedncatl eemptt sl er guilt and com
Asett lteyro,f umthurcih i s rooted in the white posses

Canada 150, | argue in the chapters that follmanufactures strange encounteeswveen
national subjects and those marked as diverse, constituting national subjects ané athierg e n
that the subject comes into existence as an entity only through encounters with others, then the
subjectbdés existence cannot be s eAhmaed2000e7). f r om
The concepts of space and place, which are distinctbdmelated to land, pinpoint the ways
geographies, in which people invest complex meanings, constitute and differentiate subjects.
Whereas space refers to an empty, abstract, u
grounded in lived experiencasn d r eal i ti eso (Styres 2019, 26) .
embedded with meaning, stories, and histories (26). The process of inhabiting or occupying a
space and i mbuing it with meaning, fddt @)r2 es, r
In Strange Encounter®Ahmed (2000) theorises a dual process of s@lfl strangemaking
whereby the identification of strangexrsthose deemed out of plaakso makes some bodies
Af eel at homeo; daoeaktens themsevasimeodpaw rbiutte ss pfaces al s
becoemet dinsi ons of bodiesodo (3). Strange encout
of who 6wed are i n tChapterirfourlargug that theCanadaiCBy 6 ( 3) .

expedition constructs@ntact zone, which Mayouise Pratt (1992) defines as the:
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space of colonial encounters, the space in which peoples geographically and historically
separated come into contact with each other and establish ongoing relations, usually
involving conditions of coercion, radicalequality, and intractable conflict. (6)

The concept of the ficontact zoneo, Pratt aragu
by their relationships to each othero (7). T
in The Promise oflappiness fiwe mi ght say, 0 she writes, 0Athe

toward the object s andthafiow]emoveé towtard and avaytfrarct wi t ho
objects through how we are affected by themo
says t hat WA[ h] appi ness s halptecassbf#he C3Erpedtioneas! as a

discuss in Chapter Four, diversity and reconciliation offer the promise of happiness.

In the following chapters, | easroguehatthatnvGa
settler subjects to imagine themselves relati
6insided and O6outsided of the national commun

coheres as a wor | d,andthe fedisgs thas draulate agoeind éhentaseu nt er s
world making. For example, as | discuss in Chalpieg, the reoccupation of Parliament Hill
was a form of decolonial worthaking, but on the lawn of Parliament Hill another world

cohered at the same time world governed by settler structures of feeling.

Reconciliation as Restor(y)ing Happiness

In The Promise of Happines&hmed (2010) discusses the ways nations become happy
objectsi objects wherein happiness is expected to be found. Inclieate epresentations of
national happiness, an illusion that it is attainaldecording to the 202World Happiness
Report for example, Canada is the eleventh happiest nation in the wizlldaell et al. 2020,
20) . Measurements of happiness tend to A[l oc

families, and communities (Ahmed 2010, 7). The location of happiness within the nation implies
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that to be affiliated with the nation is to be closer to hamgsink the nation is a happy object,
then to find happiness the nation fiis a way o
2010, 38). Of the ways in which the affective value of happy objects can produce feelings of
belonging or exclusion, Ahmed we#:
the social bond is binding insofar as feelings are deposited in the same object, which may
then accumulate value as happy or unhappy objects: a group may come together by

articulating love for the same things, and hate for the same things, elanldve and
hate is not simply felt by all those who identify with the group. (2010, 38)

The notion that social bonds cohere through the collective attribution of happy feelings towards

happy objects is useful for understanding national celebration€ékada 150, whicbonstruct

a happy i magined community (Anderson 1983).

being what sticks 20di) e t oget hero (Ahmed
Even the history of empiiie imagined as a happy histoiccording to AhmedLiberal

philosophers justifie@ritish imperial pursuits through liberal utilitarian appeals to the principle

of the Agreatest happi ne&HAQ4). &ar exaniple, Jahm SHuart e st n

Mill argued that fAthe hdpphossbeoprotdeghaomahy
British colonial mission in India, because Br
subjects (124). By this |l ogic, the fAcivilizi
that Ja«,j nfi mampi ness our end, we can I mpose o

history of happinesk a history of diversity, intercultural contact, and collaboratiatscures

its violence (130). Discourses of diversity enable the representatioriafdsof British

i mperi al projects as happy histories, wherein
toward happy diversity; toward mixing, |l oving
Paradoxically, throughoméeresae way raft i rveeraeg mhla rvier
(131). I n @A hismeechdrysof empire @&k fiappiness has even become a form of
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nation building. To be a national subject might involve expressing happibestimperial

historyo (130) As fAa way odf waeihng tahleirgsne of facing the
governing technique (45). Not only does the state remember empire happily, but citizens are
socially compelled to do so as well: there is
historyof empi re as a iharsfraifrom bemd a fdministikiiljoy er arsafiect
alien(130). Whereas Ahmed describes diversityaaliscourse used to rememtiiee British

empire happily, in th€anadiarcontextthe discourse of diversity beoes a wayf concealing
ongoingcolonialism. For example, in the next chapter | demonstrate that former Prime Minister
Stephen Harperés commemoration of the bicente
symbolic of the origins of Canadian diversitxging the language of diversity to mask what was,

in fact,an event preceding the adoptioina deliberate policy of settlement.

Ahmed argues that particular citizens have a particularidaty A happiintess dut y .
adhere to the natiestate (2010, 158Mi gr ant s -bé&caist iwzoeuisd, 6 she argue
Ai ncreasingly bound by the happiness duty, 0 a

not to speak about racism in the present, not to speak of the unhappiness of colonial

histories, or of attachments that cannot be reconciled into théudaliversity of the

multicultural nation. The happiness duty for migrants means telling a certain story about

your arrival as good, or the good of your arrival. The happiness duty is a positive duty to

speak of what is good but can also be thoughsd negative duty not to speak of what
is not good, not to speak from or out of unhappinédsmned 2010,158)

National celebrations like Canada 150 provide an opportunity for national subjects and

immigrants to perform the happiness duty, perhapsrsggevfunction similar to citizenship
ceremonies according to Bonnie Honigés (2001)
i mmi grantsd naturalizations. I n fact, Canada
Parliament Hill, a performance of natal legitimacy. Because natural born citizens never

express consent to be governed in a formal,
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naturalization through a citizenship ceremony
nationstate( 7 5) . Honig writes: Athe | iberal consen:
disaffected citizenry to experience its regime as choiceworthy, to see it through the eyes of still
enchanted newcomerso (75).

I n Canada, the st attieeGssomaginenatieralthistory happityimp e | | i
complicated by residential schooling, defined as a manifestation of genocide, and resulting
intergenerational trauma (TRC 2015). One of the core themes guiding the Government of
Canadabds appr o,acthhd oC&rmanchidaan 1Htlat eds project ¢
that Canada has periods of history that invoke trauma, sadness, grief, and pain and imagines that,
through reconciliation, the nation can become happy once again. Glen Coulthard (2014)
identifies three distinct waythatthe language of reconciliation is used in the Canadian context:
first, the process by which an Indigenous persemet abl i shes fa positive
second, the process of Arestoring estranged o
working At o overcome the debilitating pain, ange
wake of being injured or harmed by a perceive
of rendering competing realities consistent with one anoth@&r 10 The Canadian st
reconciliatory project, Coulthard argues, takes the third form, focusing on the process of
renderingficonsi stent I ndigenous assertions of nat.i
sovereignty over nNa tpiowya bgrauseihsiaesparsuesaatahdliatian
without decolonization (107)On t hi s, Audra Si mpsonés power ful
AThe state iIis asking to forgive and to forget

7). Inthis context, Coulthard argues thasentment not reconciliatiori enables
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decol oni zation, which | wunderstand, foll owing

about the repatriation of Indigenous | and and
Indigenaus peopl esd individual and coll ective e
help prompt the very forms of salffirmative praxis that generate rehabilitated

Indigenous subijectivities and decolonized forms of life in ways that the combined politics
of recognition and reconciliation has so far proven itself incapable of doing. (2014, 109)

As fa politicized expression of Indigenous an

is an appropriate response to ongoing setidonialism (109). Itis fiato say that

reconciliation does more for settlers than it does for Indigenous peoples. For settlers,

reconciliation holds the promise of happiness, through a process of coming to terms with our

Aguilt and complicityo twid h(oTuuc kt harneda t Yeann gn g2 (MRlsz
When Indigenous peoples embody and enact resentment, they become what Ahmed calls

faffect alienso, fAout of | ine with an affecti

pl easure fr om pirsuclxds @ariyil tthoa to bajreec tastdt ri but ed as

(2010, 41). The Affect Alien, Ahmed writes,

Aliens do this by turning happy objects like the natstate into unhappy ones by naming

national histories of coloniahal racist violence (158). Affect aliens are willful, when

willfulness is defined fias the possibility of
2014b, 15) . Wil I ful subjects shape alternat:i
willing,0 Ahmed writes, Afare activities that face

bring somet hb 682 Whit kind ofduture © ill, &nd how? This is a question to
which | return in the conclusion to my dissertatidfar now, | turnto questions of methodology

and methods.

14 Ahmed traces the etymology of the wandhappines$o theorize the affect alien. Wheraathappiness
originally meant #Acausing misfortune or trouble, 0 it t
6wretcheddbhe wretched, Ahmed notes, is a fAstranger, exi

73



Unmapping Canada 150
These theorists inforrmy approach to unmapping Canada 15Gum@dppings an
approach that seeks to denaturasieétlercolonial understandings of geography (Leroux 2016)
If to maphas beemn imperial and colonial pursuit of representyggpgraphysuch that
Europeans camaverse, know, claim, and exploit lanshmappinglisruptsthis process,
troublingimperial and colonia¢épistemologies about lapna@thich underpin celebrations like
Canaddl 5 0 . As he deconstructs CanaWestffa@ cl aim to
example, Gaudry (2016) describes how explorers mapped Indigenous lands in order to support
their claims:
In terms of the discovery of the No#thlest, it was first claimed by the British upon the
formal discovery of the shores of Hudson Bay in 1668 by two French explorers, men
commissioned by the English king to sail into the Bay and map the surroundingtehds
river mouths. Medard des Groseillersand Pi&ire pr it Radi ssonds act
shores and waterways constituted the ceremonial act of discovery and claimed underlying
Crown title to the |l ands they dedmt ai ned. A
understanding of the interior or of the Na
rendering unknown lands cognizant to European empires and renaming the landscape
after British people and places provided the basis for claims of underlying title to
drainage under English law. As it was practiced in the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries, the discovery of the mouth of a river was equated with the discovery of all of
the riveros tributaries and theddcawverds t hat
then, also resulted in a discovery claim to all lands that drained into these rivers,
including those far away in the interior, most specifically, the N@fdst. (4950)
Cartography was a means through which imperial powers supported their narratives of discovery
and conquestAs Dar r yl Leroux (2016) expl ains, Amaps
spaceo, but a means t hr ough ndyturnimght into athirg thata | ma
can be possessed (40%.a p s , in this sense, are representa
of historyo (Hogan quot ed ThepareHnadetup ohstoddswaSt ev en s
hel p settl @r ® ufi 3\ed i Aisch@lh7B)ieMapssepresent not just

geography, but distinct Aepistemskeogi( tiahtaadd
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Stevenson 2017, 375). Today, mapmaking cont. i
shoringupd o mi nant conceptualizations of the Canadi
374). Through her anal ysis of Nishyana{Goeman(d042) icar t o ¢
demonstrates that stories, narratives, and language are forms-ofakeyy themselves
Perhaps, therGanada 150 can be understoodtsedf aform of mapmaking that seeks to
reinforce settler conceptualizations of Canadian geograpttytherefore state sovereignty
Unmapping Canada 150 requifesl e n a fing]oita dtoriesdocument ng t he AiI mport a
rel ationship bet we e n 20025 Howeévergs DallasdHurg gnd Shaua ( Ra z
A. Stevenson (2017)arguee,o0 pr obl emati ze Adominant cartogra
settler geographi es t horuousgehs Of a litse riimaetcievses amayp pa
for decolonizatior{373). In the concluding chapter to this dissertation, | discuss the potential for
willing decolonial worlds and alternative futureBefore turning to a discussion thife precise
ways | unnapped Canada 150 and state stolies,su nmap my f at her s cartog
autobiographical exercigea way of situating myself in my reselrand of illustrating the ways
thatmaps and their associated stones only underpin Canadian claims to smignty, but
come toconstitute settler subjects.

In a letter dated 29 August 1990 to our relatives and close friends at home in England, my
father wrote of our new life in the small, farming town of Shaunavon, Saskatchewan. His letter
is a narrative ba new life in an idyllic place, containing vivid descriptions of the landscape; it is
a happy story to which my family often turns to find meaning about why we call Canada home.
His letter describesur arrival by plane in Saskatoon, from where we tladeby van to my aunt

Janeds home in Lafl eche, arplansandrmagundulatng t eat i me
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almostlunai |l andscape, dimpled with | RKflersawéekeadz en wi
in Lafleche, we dowwepiat ay toowWndubyg kwhioc i my
Awas very impressedo. ALIi ke al |l prairie town
the highway because it is punctuated on the landscape by huge, brightly painted orange grain

el evatotwent yOmi nutes away, he writes, dis Pi
fishing, hunitaplag myfamldspemtimany Sagutdays, sledding in the winter,

and playing hide and seek in the summer. Challenging the myth of a flat Saskatchewiteshe

of Athe Cypress Hills, 4500 feet upo, a place
swi mming, golf, and amusementso. He al so boa
of the Amountains due wesal wagsdspeetsascnsar e,
among his vivid description of the landscape are accounts of his attempts to take up rural life by

|l earning to hunt and fish, a summer outing to
football 6 aneds chraisbeebsalmy. moHehed 6 s homesi ckness,
and | quickly found our place amongthéhoar ds of i tinerant chil dren
houseo. AThey are totally TkmborwindIl eoctc,ad | lye awr io
kep vigil over the wandering bandso.

The mapdepicted on the nextpagess my f at her és view of our t
as his description of the town and the landscape demonstrate, and it is an orderly view, with each
guadrant neatly demarcated &yenly spaced lines. His view of the town is a partial view from
above (Haraway 1988). It is a view shaped by histories of contact, attempted conquest,

settlement, and Indigenous resistance, though these histories are not represented. In a gesture

151 have taken some editorial license, adding punctuation where my father did not.
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meant to be playful, he signs the map AJohn S
mapmaker.
He documents how we tried to settletalife in Shaunavordescribinga transition from
busy, industrial city life in England to smatiwn life in Saskatchewan. IhThis is Your Land,
Where Are Your Storie$ed Chamberlin (2003) describes the mythology of North American
i ¢ o wb o iytle kihd of lile my father cravedhen he moved our family to Canada:
Those of us who wanted to be cowboys when
of colonial expansion or frontier violence. We wanted something else, something much
more deeply engrained not in the history of thest\but in the imaginations of children.
We wanted lives that were both determined and free, both defined by necessities and
defiant of them, both middle class and out
lived in some story or another, we wantedite in that story. Cowboy songs and stories
were our constitutions. (36)
Shaunavon and the people who call it home are very much constituted by these cowboy stories
Aabout rdamadlkeeorss @on oneers and bootl eggers, har
202 0) . Each summer we celebrated fiBoomt own Da
founding when ambitious folks saw an opportunity to settle along the Canadian Pacific Railway.
AWhen the CPR put | an dsitejmen finedrup ferddsin Gullhakégoh e ne w
according to the townds websi tcadonigl ®yihaloggiavon 20
right on the surface in this description of its history:
The establishment of the Town of Shaunavon is a tribute to the early settlers and
entrepeneurs who had the foresight and courage to venture into unknown territory.
Along with their desire to establish a new community, they brought along with them their
own stories and adventures. Their spirit and faith helped to create a thriving community.
Shaunavon continues to be a great place to live!
This settlercolonial mythology is constitutive of my own identity, because, indeed, Shaunavon

was a great place for me to live. The Shaunavon Rodeo, which dates back to 1914 as a way for

cowboys dafof fAtshheiw skill so, was the highlight ¢
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2020) . To i mpress upon our relatives Shaunayv
father often bragged that the cowboys come to the Shaunavon Rodeo straight from the Calgary
Stampede. Ted Chamberlin explains that such stories provide people with a narrative in which to
Ailived (2003, 36).

't was not unt i (2000)iAryesaadk akbopearyakhilineibdtn ee ésunt s
of Mistahi maskwaods (CanadianBtate Dr)Yasmees AbsLtadbrame st o t
Canadian politics course thatdally learned that my home was not mirfeor example,
Mistahimaskwa (Big Bear) envisioned a home for his peiopllee Cypress Hills, which for me
were aplace of recreatianLike many of my Canadian politics students today, learning that the
ficowboyo narratives on which | was raised are stories which enable dispossession shook my
identity and sense of self. One of my students recently described her own revelations about
settlerc 01l oni al i s m Taasperfed descoption,d thinkj bacguse learning that one is
i mplicated in | and theft shakes onebds sense o0

Paulette Regan (2010) argues that it is possibiiedon s et t | e t ibelookingt t | er
Acl osely at ourselves and the collecti-ve resp
12) . With Tuck and Yangds (2012) arguinent th
or even collectivé psychological ointellectualtransformation in mind, | disagree with the
notion that settlers can decolonibeough critical selreflection. Situating myself in my
fatherdés settler geography demonstrates that
thinking; thoughsettlercolonialism does give rise to certain feelings, a settler is not defined by
how they think or feel, but is a ndndigenous person living on Indigenous land (Tuck and Yang

2012).

79



| locate myself within a settler geograpghye c ause | subscribe to Dol
(1988) argument that feminist research and theorizing should proceed from the premise that it is
al ways inevitably #fApartial 6 and Al ocatabl eo (
Beginning socialscece research with an acknowl edgment a
Haraway argues, to produce new forms of dAcrit
which is to say, forms of solidarity (1988, 584). Scholarship rooted in situated kigewled
provides fAhope for transformation of sy,stems
584) . Fundamental to Harawayé6s thesis in ASi
researcher is distanced from that which they study. No human, and mofacrhuman, no
matter their lens, can see the world with accuracy, objectivity, or precisionasluste is no
coherent definition of ALiIfeowaybouft scereliyn gfoway s
(Haraway 1988, 583, emphasis original).

Haaway argues f or A p o llocatidn ecsitioning@ndstymiingdt e mo | o g
and of rejecting t hé&omeversvhereand somaherdh a tt hcante oman c
be rdiatanccar om t hat which they st uadaypd.eoon 19BBt 5]
583; 589, emphasis added) . | take Harawayos
reflect on the waythatrelationships to place shape ways of seeing. My own view is inevitably
patriarchal s haped by i amgcofniali shaped byshe place | learned to call home,
and ny knowledge, in many ways, remains rooted in Saskatchewan, with its stories of cowboy
life. Like Chamberlin, who writes of his own experience growing up in a frontier town on
Blackfoot territorywhee t h e fi g h o’iscoveboys dnd Ihdrae, the baosids and the
buffalo that were part of their stoiywe r e al | aroundo, my knowl edge

Aconquering gazeo ( 20 0a&intended ps.settlervnpveitmodereep i ogr ap
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butasan acknowledgment of my irreconcilable complicity in settler structures (Tuck and Yang
2012,1).Ye t , |l pursue Harawayds call to try to re
unmar ked who i s A Ma nadoptaiels fgin diffeend gngles, mmdudingn st ead
from the periphery and from below, ithédi ch ar e
notion that one can perceive the world objectively, with accuracy, and with prgdiSgs 58-
4).

The theories with which | am working amet straightforward, nawvasmy research
process.Stéphanie Gaudet and Dominique Robert (2018) deditib&ind of research as
Ai teraadinw@di near 6, wherein the problem, the ¢
change along the way. Certainigy research does not follow a linear path of
problem/question/hypothesis. began in 2015 with a proposal t
commemoration of the sesquicentennial of Confederatieny, much concernelly its embrace
of whiteness and militssm as Canadian symbolét the time, the Harper Government was
wrapping up a thregear long commemoration of the bicentennial of the War of 1812, which it
positioned as the starting point on the fARoad
sesqu cent enni al were ani mated by the theme AStr
201%). Theofficial sesquicentennialebsiteemphasizetheNortha nd Canadads A Four
Fat her so. For example, visitorsofthel845he si t e
Frankl in Expedition thr ough,aadagpemmentdetevisioe d fJ o
advertisemenemphasizethee x pe di t i o n @ €anadiarpobectiveamermosy and
identity:

170 years ago, the inhabitants of the Arcticoemtered explorers from another world,
embarked on a quest to find the Northwest

was lost. But his disappearance launched an era of exploration unparalleled in Arctic
history. Frankl|l i n&ee, dsmwwrsy,@ay innosatiom that livesf per
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on today and has helped to keep our True North strong, proud and free. As we prepare
tomarkthe 156anni ver sary of Confederation, join
and our great legacy of discoverf{Canadan Heritage2015c)

A Social Media hub featured links to more YouTube videos, including a television advertisement
titled AMoments Fr oz eadramatizedTre&enacement of thé Foindimgo r t r a 'y
Fathers forming ConfederatiorAs the images chaadromcitizens celebrating the completion
ofthe CPRoreal f ootage of the mends golthenamatdra | hoc
asks, fAhow would they feel ?o(CanddantHérimyge20t50)ul d s e
The election of Trudea OL&erals in 2015 on a platform celebrating diversity suggested
a change of research direction, but | was ske
a fundamental departumemHar per 6 s i ma g e This$ skepticisnied nmedoaska na d a .
are there any continuities in these national visioHsS® w woul d Trudeauds gove
transform Canada 150 to meet its pledges to c
reconciliation, and establish natibornation relationship wit Indigenous peoplesiince settler
colonialism as a structure of dispossession persists even with the elecigovernment
committed to diversity and reconciliatidnasked: howarediscourse®f diversityand
reconciliation incorporated into statarmatives in national celebratiodespite ongoing
colonialism? Given thatsettlec o | oni al i smés pri mary motive i s
how land might figure (or not) in Canada 150, and how the language of diversity might actually
enablesettlercolonialism.AnalyzingHar per 6 s commemor ati on of the
1812 and its monumentyiumph through Diversitylocated on Parliament H{Chapter Threg)
provided insight into the ways the language of diversity is mobilizednvice of obscuring
processes of settlememerelydiversifyingwhiteness (Smith 2053
Under Harperodés | eadership, the Government

ASi gnat uo partidpatary eeeats veith national scopgerom these wents, | purposively
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selectedhe Canada C3 Expeditiomn icebreaker travelling through the NavdstPassage on a

journey of reconciliationn celebration ofConfederationas a case studystudying this

reconciliation icebreaker peopled with diversen@dians seemed like a good waytalyze the
transition from Harperodés story of Canada as t
diversity, inclusion, and reconciliatiorfChapter-ourunmapshe Canada C3 Expedition,

following the expedition from & inception, through its departure along the St. Lawrence River,

north along the shores of Newfoundland, Labrador, and Nunavut, and finally, through the

Nort hwest Passage. Unmapping the expedition i
(Leblancand Hannay2017)deploys discourses of diversity and reconciliation in service of the
Canadian stat€€hapterFive turns to the day itself, 1 July 20Bhalyzingurban public space in

Ottawa during the Canada 150 celebrations, askioqy doesthe state ecourageand prohibit

the occupatiomf public space duringationalcelebratios? On what basis is one allowed to

occupy public space during a national celebration? | demonstrate that through its approach to
bodies occupying public spaces, the state construatespactablenational subject against

dangeroudndigenous subject®bu-Laban and Dhamoon 2009).

Discourse analysis

To study how it is that national subjects come to understand themselves as legitimately
occupying public space is to study governance
seek to shape therownabm ct or the conduct of otherso ( Wa
discourse is integral to understanding governance (Dean 2010, 37; Rose and Miller 1992).

Discourse analysis is concerned with demonstrating and critiquing the ways language structures
powerrelations and resistance, proceeding with skepticism regarding the ability of language to

describe reality objectively (van Dijk 1993, 249; Wodak 2002).2 | conducted discourse
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analysis ofgovernment documents including: Speeches from the Theconayittee meeting

minutes, ministry reportQuestionPeriod debatesvebsites, videos, artbcuments acquired

through accesto-information (ATI) requestsl regularly archivedth&ov er nment of Canr
War of 1812 commemor at i owebsiteetheCanada 150 wébsitadfi Ro a d
the CanadaC3websiten t he I nternet Archivebs Wayback Ma
websites via their Uniform Resource Locators (URLS) to see how a website looked on any

particular given dayWhere relevant | also amined publicly available texts produced by

affiliated organizations, such as the Canada C3 booRknecting Canadians: Coast to Coast to
Coast(2018), which includes photographs and essays from the expedition.

Following Trimble et al. (2015),analyzedexts in three stages: first, | read documents
and websites closely, paying particular attention to references to diversity, reconciliation, and
land; second, | took notes identifying themes and questions emerging from the texts; third, |
synthesizedvhatl| found. Adopting a flexible and iterative approach, | went back to the original
texts and my notes over and over again throughout the progdsmnrelevant, | supplemented
and contextualized my own analysis by reading news media texts and sociapastslie try to
grasp how others read the same information. | have cited those news articles and social media
posts throughout.

Speeches from the Throne, which summari ze
the O0state of t mméroadatiokes) its plans andh piorifes (Brodier2@02, 44)
provided context for making sense. Cohmittteach gov
meeting minutes, ministry reports, aQdestionPeriod debates provide insight into government
planning. To that end, | gathered and analyzed 468 pages of Standing Committee of Canadian

Heritage meeting minutes from th& dession of the 41Parliament, wherein committee
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members studied the sesquicentennial, hearing witness testimony. The committeazadnmar

their findings, conclusions, and recommendationsinp&ge report™ ACanadads
Anniversary in 20170. Yet, reading the raw c
showed me what the summary report omitted or emphasized. Next, repdapartmental

plans and priorities (RPPs) and departmental performance reports (DPRS) provide insight into

how government plans for the sesquicentennial materialized, and how Heritage Canada sought to
translate its mandate into outcomes. | gathered RIRBRKRPPs from the period | studied (2011

2017) as supplementary texts to account for the ways the ministry identified priorities and

assessed outcomeBle anwhi |l e, searching for references t
Asesqui cent enni al Hansardprodided iGsaint etd the parbs@ndadebates that
structurel commonsense understandings of the sesquicentennial. Yet, | found the carefully

crafted messaging of government websites, advertisements, and speeches the most important for
understandingdw the language of diversity, inclusion, and reconciliation are mobilized in the

service of the settlarolonial nation state.

Access to Information

Whereas public documentssteagébbdbeoangawnal yamn.:
Acar ef ul rhegsaging, adcdasstalinformation (ATI) research provides insight into its
Abackstageod processes (Walby and Luscombe 201
(2017) describe ATI r es e airidonmatios typaallywcangealedd get t
from public view, which could be embarrassing or scandalous (623). ATl documents are quasi
public; citizens and organizations can access documents from their governiypntally for a
smallfeeras such, data from ATI xtraerdinae soncealneemte finei t

efforts nor deliberately releasedo (Walby and
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information contained in ATl documents i s fse
analysis and placed in broader contéx¢ycan reveal noteworthy patterns (Walby and
Luscombe 2017, 624)ATI research should be informed by rich theory, conducted
systematically, and with reflexivity, meaning
transparency about challenges éimidtations (Walby and Luscombe 2017, 543).

ATI requests provide data for Chapté&urandFive, revealing government approaches
to planning events, constructing key messaging, and managing resistance. | searched for relevant
documents from differerdepartments, including Canadian Heritage, Crdmdigenous
Rel ations and Northern Affairs Canada, Public

Council Office. | started by searching for requests already completed in order to expedite the

procss and gather existing data, using the sear
ASi gnature Projectso, ACanada C30, and fAreocc
avail able dat a, I al so used teee npsrichtesmsosed d not

by settler journalists to describe the reoccupation of Parliament Hill between 28 June and 2 July
2017.

In total, | analyzed 2204 pages of ATI research, although most contain heavy redactions.
This is one of the limitations &TI research. The federAlccess to Information A¢1985)
p r o mitoserhancdithe accountability and transparency of federal institutions in order to
promote an open and democratic society and to enable public debate on the conduct of those
institutions . Yet, Chapter 11 details reasons a mini
documents exempt from disclosure (Treasury Board of Canada Sec2aBat Redactions in
the documents | obtained tended to be labeled either section 15(1), 19, or pfier Chasection

19 is straightforward, dealing with personal information, stipulating that information about an
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identifiable individual shall be removed. Chapter 11, section 15(1) @&dbess to Information

Actdeals with matters of defence, stipulating that information may be redacted if it negatively

i mpacts fithe conduct of international affairs
associated with Canadao, or nibftsibeersidesothesti¢ i on, p
activitieso (I nformation Commi ssioner of Cana
Adi scretionary exemptionso (| nsdtijpulaingadhatithen Co mmi
head of a government institution may withholdrer ds cont ai ni ng fAadvice ¢
devel oped by or for a government institution

| find it troubling that some documents came back almost entirely redacted, | find redactions
themselves illuminating For instance, that documents concerning a peaceful demonstration by
Indigenousgpeoplescontains section 15(1) redactions, indicating that the demonstration was

subject to analysis based on national security, is telling of the ways the Canadianattate tre
Indigenous peoples when they challenge narratives of diversity, inclusion, and reconciliation. In

fact, as | discuss in Chapteive, discourses of security and diversity slide together as if

seamlessly in government communication about the reoconpatiParliament Hill.

Observation

Because public texts and fAdirty datao obsc
observational research in Ottawa during the Canada 150 celebrations between 28 June and 2 July
2017. 1did noteallyhave a plan when Italed in Ottawa, except to observe Canada 150 in
Ottawa through the theory | had been reading. | had a sense that being in Ottawa, and on
Parliament Hill specifically, would provide a different perspective than | would glean from being
in Edmonton or watdhg the live show on CBC. Indeed, because | was in Ottawa | was able to

observe firsthand the stateds securitizati on
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particular (Ahmed 2014) . Observat iandmting r es e a
conditions as they exist in the fieldo (All en
musicians rehearsed, tourists milled about the area with cameras, security officials erected
barricades, and as people organized in resistdrsgentl July on the Hill, observing the space,

the securitization of Indigenous water protectors within it, and the development of two crowds: a
crowd there to celebrate, and a group gathered in resistance. This kind of observational research
enabledme to capture the ways people moved through space, such as: two white women clad in
redtshirts taking each otherdéds photos in front
settler woman who supposed the tipi was a tourist attraction andameeder without invitation

or permission. Because my observational research was public, it meets the criteria outlined in

Article 2.3 of theTri-Council Policy Statement: Ethical Conduct for Research Involving Humans
describing research that is not subject to research ethics board ¥&vievhe sure, however, |

have taken care not to write about anything related to any particular individual or group that is

not already documented in publicly available sources. iShabservational research informs

thick descriptions of space and place, whereas publicly available documents and ATI requests

comprise the bulk of my analysis of what happened on Parliament Hill.

Conclusion
In the sense that landmark celebrations pi®gtories to shapstate claims to

sovereigntyand et t | er s®6 under standi ngesotinthesangened, t hey

course, of being |l egal texts that establish a

16 According to Article 2.3 of th&ri-Council Policy Statement: Ethical Conddot Research Involving Humans

(TCPS 2) (2018), AREB review is not required for reseal
where: a) it does not involve any intervention staged by the researcher, or direct interaction with the individuals

groups; b) individuals or groups targeted for observation have no reasonable expectation of privacy; and c) any

di ssemination of research results does not allow ident.
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worlds, people, and therelations to each oth€Brodie 2015, 42). The chapters that follow

provide different examples of ways landmark celebrations articsddtierstories. In the present

moment, these stories focus dimersity, multiculturalism, peaceful contact, andlusion In

the next chapter, | study the Harper Governme
War of 1812, positioned as the starting point
Harper, the Government of Canada told a story of thedVa812 as the origins of Canadian

diversity, providing a lens through which settlers can view what was, in fact, the beginning of a

deliberate policy of settlement.
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CHAPTER THREEA TRI UMPH THROUGH DI VERSI TY0? THE W
COMMEMORATION AND SETTLERCOLONIAL MYTHMAKING

The way a nation remembers is as much about shaping the present and future as it is
about commemorating the past (Whitakéd4 218). In presentlebate®ver memorializing
figures like John A. Macdonaldpnservatives tel to argue that removing statues and renaming
buildings represents an erasure of his role as a nation builder and fdtntsal perspectives
on Macdonaldin contrastdemand an acknowledgement that his role as a founding father is
inseparable from kirole as an architect of genocide against Indigenous peoples (Gaudry 2017).
I n the aftermath of the TRCO6s final report, d
on how to square Macdonal dés | egacggessn t h trut
debates about commemoration, reconciliation, settemialism, race, space, and national
identity by analyzing former Conservative Pri
commemoration of the bicentennial of the War of 1812 from 2012 to, 2@ii6h his
government positioned as t h.danMdcKayrandiJamje Spioi nt o
(2012) situate the 1812 commemoration as part of a broader attempt by the Harper government
to Arebrando Canada as ao vwehriwtrei,t iBwrg tdasnha dfiaV@asr rn
as peaceful, tolerant, and multicultural (see also Macklin 281Fyr Conservatives, the
Warrior Nation narrative, McKay and Swift (2012) argue, served as the antidote to a nation that
hadsupposedly become obsesséth human rights, diversity, and inclusion. As | show in this

chapter however, the 1812 commemoration incorporated that very langliaggeis,the 1812

Y"Robet Tei g r oibrdtse r(\eOnlt6i)on makes the case convincingly th
Nation narrative is not new but, rather, a continuation of-leelg attitudes toward the importance of war to

Canadian nation making. That is, Teigrob (208@3, emphais original) identifies a paradox: on the one hand,

English Canadians are invested in a national mythology of peacekeeping, viewing Canada as less hawkish than their
American neighbours, while, on the other hand, Canadian historians, politicians, jésiraalispoets seem to

engage in a perpetual oadeCsatn atdam .idodenti fy At hed war that
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commemoration relied upon discourses of diversity, inclusion, and reconciliation at the same
time asit told a story of Canada as a white settelonial natiorstate. In the context of intense
debatesboutrace, nation, and commemoration, this finding indicates that attempts at more
Adi verfieroclanmdi veo commemor at i osttlsercoln@maylogconet hel ¢
and end up omwhythmiesas0ad.i( fSmind 2018

Throughthe 1812 commemoration, the Harper government told a story of the ways in
which Athose of diverse backgrounds and vario
(Canada 2011). Emphasizing the contributions of English, French, First Nations, Métis, and
Bl ack sol diers, Har per described 1812 as a st
independent and free country united under the Crown with a strorgyecesp f or di ver si t
(Canada 2015). At the same time as the commemoration shored up a white, British, masculine
identity, then, it folded Indigenous people and people of colour into the national narrative as
founders, portraying diversity as a defining amdrgoresent feature of the Canadian natstate.
| mplying that the War of 1 8mnade Caradadiverséhey @ made
commemoration erased processes of settinial violence and anBlack racism (Teigrob
2016, 3088; emphasis imriginal). While studies of the 1812 commemoration have critiqued its
characterization of Canada as fundamentally white, British, and militaristic (see, for example,
Frenette 2014; McKay and Swift 2012; Macklin 2017; Sjolander 2014; Staring 2013; Whitaker
2014), few have examined the story that the commemoration tells about people of colour and
settlerl ndi genous relationships. Ma c lemagtroeats i 2 0 05 ) ¢
1992 provides important context for understanding the bicentennial eororation: 1812 re

enactments, she argues, e aandtbrthrbetveedn thee eréispraand d o X
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the appropriation of Native people and culture, in the service of the project of-hatidimg
and identity constructian  ( 11 1) .

Whilethe commemor ati onés steep price tag and
controversy, public opinion research on the 1812 commemoration shows that only 20 percent of
Canadians and 31 percent ofdeackers opposed the commemoratibimat said, an
overwhelmimg majority expressed a preference for a commemoration of the thirtieth anniversary
of the Canadia&harter of Rights and Freedorosr t he centenni al of wome]
2013). As Canadians reflect on the nature of national commemoratiord)apierasks whether
commemorations can be more diverse, inclusive, or reconciliatory in the context of ongoing
colonialism.

This chaptemproceeds ihreestagesFirst, | consider the Conserva
narration of 1812 as a Canadian origin sf@oytraying French, English, First Nations, Métis,
and Black soldiers as united in a common gaalnarrative that, | argue, obscures colonization
in its emphasis on collaboratioficknowledging the inseparability of settlenlonialism and
antiBlack racisn in Canada (Maynar2017),l then turn to representations of Black soldiers and
Canadabs fAstrong r es p e chOrawihgupon driticarace ferinisy 6 ( Can a
critiques of diversity discourses, | note that representations of Black soldibesliB12
commemoration narrate a vision of racial harmony while obscuring racist power structures. |
follow this critique of discourses of racial harmony into an analysis of the 1812 monument,
ATriumph through Diver sit ynthil @Thefirg monemtention | at e
feature norwhite figures on Parliament Hill, | read this sculpture within the racialized and
gendered national memorial landscape, arguing that it fails to unsettle settler colonial whiteness

despite its depiction of divess f i gur es . My analysis of ATri umj
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raciatspatial context sets the stage for the following chapter, which considers the ways that these
feelgood nationalist discourses of diversity, inclusion, and reconciliation in Canada 150

circulate alongside settleolonial understandings of spaceandlaBdk udyi ng Har per 6s
commemoration provides a reference point for

was on diversity, inclusion, and reconciliation.

War of 1812: Collaboration or Colonization?

Remarks from theieritage Minister James Moore in an October 2011 meeting of the
Standing Committee on Canadian Heritage illustrate the ways the commemoration at once erases
and appropriates Indigenous peoples, portraying thesulamdinate to Canadian state
sovereignty, meanwhile implying that, to use
colonialismd (quoted in Coulthard 2014, 106):

Without the War of 1812, Canada as we know it would not exist. Without the War of

1812,the French fact in our country would not exist as it does today. Without the War of

1812, the identity of our aboriginal population would have been fundamentally changed.
The War of 1812 paved the way for Confederation. (Canadian Heritage Committee 2011)

According to 1812.9gc.ca, the war fAhelped defir
|l ive on, and which flag we saluteo (Canada 20
scrutiny if we consider t hat 18i2ratheg itlcorsistediofd n ot
two British-governed colonies, Upper and Lower Canada. To claim otherwise overstates the
importance of British and American nationalism in the war, according to Alan Taylor (2010, 8)

National loyalties on both sides of thertber were in flux in 1812. With similar languages and

cultures, Taylor argues convincingly that the war can be characterized as a civil war between the

Americans and the British, who were nationally similar, but ideologiciiged, peoples {7B;
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see ale Morton 2012,321¥ Whi |l e t he reasons behind Americab
North America are complex, America did not invade to quell growing linguistic and ethnic
diversity, as th&sovernmenb f Canadads narrati velikemmpst i es . Rat
wars®d about land, as twoolonialpower® Britain and Americéd fought for colonial control of
North America. In particular, the Americans sought to prevent the formation of a proposed
Indigenous confederacy on the traditional territory of the Creggmguin, Mohawk, Onodaga,
Oneida, Cayuga, Seneca, Shawnee, and Métis peoples, a movement led by Tecumseh and his
brother Tenskwatawa (Brownlie 2019).

Identifying 1812 as a war between Canadians and Amermassdeas about diversity is
a distortion of Istory in service of the present. While Canadian memory of 1812 shifts according
to the present political context, 1812 has te
colonial, gendered, and racialized power structures (Coates and Morgan 2002e41997%°
For example, in the decades following the war, Shawnee warrior Tecumseh, who died in 1813
defending Indigenous land, was celebrated by the British, who appropriated him as a national
hero and depicted him through the colonial gazefatNeo b| e Savageo (Brownl i e
of military service as inherently masculine meant that Laura Secord, on the other hand, did not
experience recognition for her contributidhwas notuntil 1861thatmembers of the Imperial

Order DaughtersoftteEmpi re and t he Womends Canadi an Hi st

18 The reasons for the American decision to wage war on the British in North America are complex. The American
invasion was, for some, a reaction to British attertipimpede European access to the American market and a

protest of the British naval practice of impressment, wherein British soldiers would forcibly recruit men by boarding

mer chant ships and fipressi ngo0 ifgTayloi2010, @026).aval servi ce (|
19 The website Nativéand.ca represents multiple traditional territories in this region, documenting the ways they

overlap each other and the Canada/US border.

20 An example from the summer of 2018 offers further evidence of the ways Canealitinsie to deploy

memories of 1812 in service of present politics. In the midst of North American Free Trade Agreement negotiations,

formerUS Presi dent Donald Trump identified Canada as a se:
WhiteHols e 2?0 Canadi ans wer e daatithe Rritishwho hag domers®Paraddxieatly, justta wa s, i
few years prior, Canadabs prime minister was commemor af
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successfully for her commemoration on imperialist feminist grounds (Coates and Morgan 2002,

131; Knowles 1997, 1280). Meanwhile, the United Empire Loyalist Association seized on the
mythologytha Loyal i st men, despite comprising a s m;:
popul ation in 1812, dAprovided the backbone of
121; Knowles 1997, 160). The war provided a i
create cohesion and perpetuate conservative ideology (Knowles 199%,12@.n Gor donds (
examination of historian Ernest A. Cruikshank
t he fEmgqlaidistan i mperi al i st 0etalodalMNiagana battleds, nat i ona
|l aying the groundwork for Harperds narrative
(24).

I n fact, as Alan Gordon (2015) points out,
early twentiethcentury mythologiespapl ar i zed by Crui kshank. Accor
2012 will mark 200 years since the declaration of the War ofd&l®ar that saw Aboriginal
peoples, local and volunteer militias, and English and Frepehking regiments fight together
to save Canadadrm A me r i ¢ a (Canada 20a53Thi® anigin story about diverse
peoples coming together to face a common enemy is an inspiring one, but, devoid of context, it
oversimplifies the alliance between Six Nations warriors and the British military, a t@mpor
alliance that was the result of particular historical, political, and economic conditions that
predated the war and that remained grounded in Indigenous soveféi@asymilating the Six

Nations mission to protect Indigenous land from American enkmeunt, a television

2L In their guest to control North America, tBeitish were constrained by Indigenous sovereignty. In the Royal
Proclamation of 1763, the British recognized Indigenous sovereignty and agreed to -#onaditton relationship
(Borrows 2010, 133). In 1812, the British were a minority in North Amemcktherefore depended on First

Nations leaders like Tecumseh as both British and First Nations resisted American expansion (Tayloif 2810, 15
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advertisement that ran throughout the bicentennial commemoration depicts Six Nations warriors
and British sobydi ee® ftioghi nndgtmei deé ght for Ca
By emphasizing the collaboration between Indigemmaples and the British during
1812, the commemoration overlooks the immediate-p8%P context in which the British
pursued settlement and assimilation. As Robin J. Brownlie (2012, 43) writes, widespread
acknowledgement of the crucial Indigenous allidnaed by Tecumseh Adid not
|l ands from the settlerso after the war. By ar
Canadiangsic’woul d have probably suffered the same f
former Heritage Minister Ja@s Moore implies that Indigenous peoples in Canada did not
experience the same sett@lonial violence and attempts at total assimilation that Indigenous
peoples did south of the bord€anadian Heritage Committ@8113. In fact, as the British and
Americans negotiated the Treaty of Ghent to end the war, the British abandoned their First
Nations allies and agreed with the Americans tegs&blish the prevar border, reneging on
their support for an | ndi gién. 8wls0, Bper Cdnada st at e
had an Al ndian department, 6 and church missio
their | ifeways in favour of Christiid4.Byyo (Tr
1847, Upper Canadabs s cykrson,wasseaojmmending the rendoeah t E
of Indigenous children from their homes and placing them into residential schools (TRC 2015,
54). In 1850, the newly founded province of Canada institutionalized the reserve system
(Lawrence 2003, 7).
In its throne spech to introduce the first session of the fefitgt Parliament in 2011, the
Harper government uncritically positions 1812 as the natural precursor to settlement by

foll owing the announcement of the 1812hcommem
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anniversary of the Selkirk Settlement, which marks the founding of Manitoba and the early days

of the modern Wddhteo HuGasmaadas Bhly3 ) Companyods tra
miles in the Red River region to the Scottish Earl of Selkirkin 188lpr esent s fa firs
settlercolonial ascendancy in the Notle st 06 ( Gaudry 2016, 52). Wh i
Government traces a linear history of national progress from the War of 1812 to the emergence

of theCanadianNest, Gaudry (2016) demonseatthat the Selkirk Settlement represents a very

weak claim to legitimate European governance in the Red River region. Métis resistance to

Sel kirkés colonial incursions into their home
with Saulteawand Cree bands on whose lands he sought to govern. The resulting 1817 Selkirk
Treaty was, from Saulteaux and Cree perspectivesr e nt al agreement, and f
perspective an agreement on British sovereignty in the region (Gaudry 2016, 53)icdistor
records reveal more support for the notion of
Saul teaux signatories as the |l andlords of the
have understood the weakness of the Selkirk Treaty from arsmttbnial perspective when it
negotiated Treaty 1 in 1871, Gaudry points ou
was no prior tifeahg Bel Bt ren3Ihepdby had fAextin
asserted Crown sovereignty in thedRe R i v e r themTaelaty lewould, have been redundant

(Gaudry 2016, 55). All of this is to say that the narrative the Harper Government \abaués

1812 as a natural precursor to the legitimate ascendancy of Europeans in Western Canada is

quite dubiogsii n Gaudr yds wor ds, Plaaingthd Szlkirk Setlgment gn2he 1 6 , 4
ARoad tfitswithid & bfoader Canadian narrative claiming tddCanadians are

essentially Métis, atoryt hat depends upon the raadeiased i zati on

Métis identities, historiesgesistance to the Canadian stated, ultimately Metisndigeneity
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(Anderson 2014; Gaudry 2013} he narrative that Canada is essentially a Metis nation,

exempl i fied i n AFartCountfy anplsasizesioriesS afud wist ur al mi X i n

early moment s o, fncoaatiragy dlétia identiias sitb the Gamadian project and

bypassing the uncomfortable fact of colonial exploitation (Gaudry 2013, 67). Claims that

Canadaistheresultofmi xi ngé bet ween Eur opfemeiondga and | ndi g
re-imagine the history of Canadian colonialism as a series of Canudigenous

interactions that built aew societyprefiguring, or even avoiding, an exploitative
colonial relationship(Gaudry 201367, emphasis original)

Resisting incorporation into the Canadian projeatigenous peoples haessertedheir
own stories aboutheir roles inCanadan history Importantly, Cecilia Morgan (2015
demonstrates that Six Nations | eadersdé6 demand
commemorationbaveserved as a form of resistance to fingian Act In fact,Haudenosaunee
leaders have been using 1812 commemorations as opportunities to resistaettialism since
t he war 0 9Young 20158 Atmhd& %l 2centennial commemoration of the Battle of
Queenston Heights, for example, Mohawk leader Alexander G. Smith reminded the audience,
Apart of the reason the BiwaNathengr tbmdssi dfed:
independence andsgffover nment 6 0 ( qu ot ©mkhundred Years latgr, 02 0 1 5,
the occasion of the bicentenniile Six Nations Legacy Consortium partnered with Heritage
Canada and the Niagara Parks Commistarreate théandscape of Nations: The Six Nations
and Native Allies Commemorative MemoaalQueenston Height¥he Six Nationscriticized
the intensification of settlezolonial processes following 1812. The website notes, for example,
that, followingt he war, I ndigenous peoples Afaced negl
to strip them of their | ands, resources, and
2012 ceremony at Rideau Hall honouring First Nations and Métis contributidhe war,

Ontario Regional Chief Isadore Day, who was then chief of Serpent River First Nation, spoke
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back to the government and the Crown: Alt s
cases, and the federal government. It is you we nowifigbrder to eliminate poverty and pain
in our peopled (Aboriginal Peoples Television

As Morgan (2015) writes, demands for recognition of Six Nafioostributions to

Canadian history call for mor andfespectforireates e 0 un
(89). Harperd6s reduction of I ndigenous history t
colonization. Of course, this narrative is co

hi story of c¢ol onthaadl2014,40%). Stogias that degict Indigenous pdoples
in Asupportive r ol e Lanadian@eaenfa dnii anngs oC afneaedla 0g oroadk, e
because they tell a story of a Canada that is

than its soutérn neighbour (Mackey 2005, 51).

The Origins of Diversity?

Black Lives Mattemactivistsacross Canadanallenge this myth of Canadian racial
harmony and benevolenc®esmond Cole opersh e S k i n(20¥0enithr agquotation
fifteen-yearold MichelleErin Hopkins, who had recently migrated to Toronto from Tanzania:
People who refuse to acknowledge the fact that Canada has its race problems compare us
a |l ot to America. [€é] They say, O0Canadabs
American problemsist Canada? Why are you crdssing b

Black lives have no borders. We exist everywhere regardless of the fact they may not
want us to(3)

Her e, Hopkins diagnoses Canadian Aracie manner
general, and anBlack racism in particularooted in the myth that, unlike the United States,

Canada does not have a racism prob8mith 2003 123). The War of 1812 commemoration

reflects Canadian race manners, mobilizing the sibBichard Pigpoint as evidence that 1812

representsther i gi ns of Can a d@adasla201b)nvioking Blaclchésyamd s i t y 0

9¢



diversity meanwhile erasirany evidence of racismBecause settler colonialism as a structure
of dispossession cannot be detached famthBlackness, overwriting settler colonialism as a
structure requires erasing slavery and its legasfiestiBlack racism(Maynard 2017). In
Canada, this has occurred through the product
former slaves fleing the United States, a narrative that plays out in the 1812 commemoration
throughtheP i er p o i (Coopes 2087). or y

Addressing the House of Commons in February 2013, for instance, then Conservative
Member of Parliament (MP) Michael Chong (2011) agkisdoeers to recognize Black History
Month by fAsalut[ing] black heroes | ike Richar
contributions to Canada to mgd0E)awauntbfhe nati on
Pierpointds | ife arfd tdaentgroivleutnimemda 6iss ntaypiadad lv
on the governmentés 1812 website and in a Her

Mr. Speaker, in 1760 a 16 yeald boy who would become a Canadian hero was
captured in Senegal and sold as a slave to a British officer inrBxdgland.

When Americans rose against the Crown in 1775, Richard Pierpoint joined the Loyalists,
serving in the Butl er O0aa vaahyrereds ofRlacg i ment i
volunteers fought for Canada in decisive battles like the battle for Quadnsights.

During the War of 1812, Maj or Gener al Sir
form an all[B]lack army. More than 30 of the 100 fi@3lack men in Upper Canada

joined the Colour Corps to protect Canada. With courage and under dangeunithe

Fort Mississauga. For his war contribution Richard was given 100 acres in Wellington
County, next to my hometown of Fergus, where he lived until his death in 1837.

As we celebrate Black History Month, we all salute black heroes like Richard iRterpo
who so long ago made great contributions to Canada to make us the nation we are today.

By cel ebrating Pierpointdés loyalty to the Bri
an ideal racialized subject who is faithful to th@pire Further government narratives about
Pierpoint describeonditionsof racial harmonynd Canadian benevolencBesearch into

Pierpointds | ife reveal s a fteosetingeindJpperiCamadapi ct u
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at the end of the American War of Inéeylence, the Upper Canadian government denied a
request by Pierpoint and his peers to establish Black communities, encoBlagikgeopldo
di sperse in order to prevent the emergence of
Brock actuallydeed Pi er pointdéds initial proposal for a
either downplayed or erased in government representations oNeiwfi¢ld 2009,32). When
Brock did approve the formation of a fACol oure
role of commander went not to Pierpoint himself but, rather, to a local whiteNearfi¢ld
2009,32). Further, when the war ended, the one hundred &aethe government offered
Black soldiers was half of what white soldiers received. Once again, the government prevented
Black veterans from establishing Black communities, making life in Upper Canada a struggle.
This led Pierpoint to ask the governmentfermission to return to Senegal in 18RE\Wfield
2009,38i 39). He was denied.

By erasing particular el ements of Prerpoin
good story, reinforcing the myth of Canada as a haven for former slaves, populanazeh t
tales of the Underground Railroad. The Harper
war 6s outcome allowed diversity to flourish i
1812. gc.ca website, Aunder t hguisti€Candethnic Canadab
diversity, in contrast to the greater conform
2015).

Though Canadianend to imagine that arBlack racism is an American problem
Cooper (2006) writethatii s | aver y was wass Qame&a éexampledhs 1700t
Imperial Actencouraged Brits living in America to move to British North America by allowing

the importation oBlack peopleas | a v e s i Coopen2006100e9&) 0Aftdr Lieutenant
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Governor John <$Suatemptdotalkolish slasenyendJpper Canada in 1793, some

Black peoplefled south to America in a reverse underground railroad, eventually fighting against
Canada in the War of 1812¢oper 200686/ 103). The story of a Black man who found

freedom in Bitish North America, fought in defence of that land, and was rewarded for his

loyalty does much more to legitimize the settietonial nationstate than the more complex and

violent reality though. After the war, many Black refugees settled in Nova&aahere white

politicians attempted to contain, regulate, and displace African Nova Scotian communities

(Nelson 2002, 215). At the federal level, politicians aimed to limit Black immigration in 1910 on

the grounds that some iimmalglreadtduanatyo bteh diidre efin
habit s, [ or] modes ForfnerNew DeenocraficPanty MhMegad DeSlie 1 1 6)
(2011)critiquedt he i rony of t he gover nnmblisgeschinothenme mor ¢
House of Commonst the samerie that the Government of Canada commemorated 1812 as
theforigins of Canadian diversidyit passedn omnibus crime bill that wouidcreasdhe over

incarceration of Black people in Canadian prisoBsx a mi ni ng t he gover nment ¢
deploymentof Per poi nt 6s story draws attention to the
purpose of legitimizing institutionsithout addressing racisdhmed 2012) merely
Adiversifying whbi).Mobdbsdsdz( dmi Phe2@b8 ntel as rep
Bl acknesso (Clarke quoted in Smith 2018b), th
Pierpoint tells a single storylpnthenexasedtiong n Bl ac
studythe 1812 monumentriumph through Diversityunveiledon Rarliament Hillin 2015

demonstrating how it diversifies Ottawabs nat
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Figure 2: Photo, Triumph Through Diversity, credit: Richard Pilon

The Monument: Triumph through Diversity

Ottawabds symbolic |l andscape conveys a rela
the centre of state power and 71&6). fnthafteartooh al s ac
Ottawa, monuments are pedagogic, dynamic, and affectivelydaiges, teaching visitors about
dominant national narratives (Davidson 2014). In its call to artists to submit designs for the 1812
monument, the National Capital Commi ssion emp
will be compelling and movingofr vi si t ors and residents alike.
in the midst of debates about monuments and their roles in shaping the national community is
suggestive of their affective, pedagogic, and political significance. As activists call for
monurents to perpetrators of colonial violence like John A. Macdonald and General Charles
Cornwallis in Halifax to come down, it is worth examining what kinds of monuments are going

up. The 1812 monumentriumph through Diversitypromotes an image of Canadaracially
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and culturally harmonious, but, drawing upon
Five monument, | argue that it must be read within the racialized and gendered landscape that is
Parliament Hill and within the broader context of ongaintpnialism. In this context, as well as

in the context of the 1812 commemoration more broadly, the monument, dejtiote

arguably fails in the same way that monuments to Macdona)dyadbscuring the colonial past

and present.

The monument,accordng t o its scul ptor, Adrienne Al
defended Canada, allowing it to become the co
1812 monuments, then, it does not celebrate the typical 1812 kebeasSir Isaac Brock,

Teaumseh, Laura Secord, and Charles de Salaberry. The monument is the only one on
Parliament Hill to depict Aordinaryo people.
Parliament Hill is home to monuments to former prime ministers, founding fathers, foimer

ministers, Queen Victoria and Queen Elizabeth I, and, with the addition of the Women Are

Persons monument in 2009, mothers of confederation (Gordon and Osborne 2004, 619; see also
Nadeau 2013, 186) . Monument s oTmumphthreaughHi | | 6 ar
Diversity, on the othelnand, depicts seven figudes Mohawk warrior, a Royal Navy sailor, a
FrenchCanadian militiaman, a woman nurse, a Métis fighter, a British regular, and a Canadian
militiamand who represent the diverse people who wdrkogetherinthéf i ght f or Canad
AThis, 0 Alison says, Ais the true meaning of

Yet, by examining the ways in which dominant perspectives on the Famous Five
monument fneutral i zed dvitesheaders to coasaer the walysengvhichy , N
gestures toward a more inclusive national symbolic landscape can function to uphold gendered

whitenesg2013,178) While controversy has circulated around the monument given that the
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members of the Famous Fiwere vocal proponents of eugenics, Nadeau documents the ways

that present multicultural di scourses were in
p r e Ddhattispthe logic goes that the Famous Five were racist because the past was not
multicultural L78). Triumph through Diversity and the 1812 commemoration take this

multicultural logic a step further by rewriting the past according to present multicultural scripts.

By implying that Canada has always been embracing of diversity and unified in a cgoahon

the monument erases racist power structanelswhite washes the paét the same time, the
monument normalizes white masculinity. I n her
monument reaches fAits cr esc e axpressewhistrumphbye Can a
raising his arm in a victory saluteodo (Canada
all others in a monument about diversity, the
ACanaanandi ans o0 ( Ma c Kkatign of2he @Hite nationalrsubjedt, the e x a
monument fails to unsettle settewlonial whiteness at the same time as it purports to celebrate

diverse figures. Examining the monument within its racial and spatial context in the centre of

Ot t awa 6 s atoyahtdndstappanctmates this point.

Ottawabs symbolic national | andscape combi
the nationo with symbols of state power (Gord
overlooks Confederation Square and thedwatl War Memorial, which Gordon and Osborne
argue is the Asymbolic centre of THiuomph magi ned
through Diversity the National War Memorial depicts ordinary pedple this case, young
merd defending Canada. Asthesoldie pass through the +wmmemori al 0:¢
metre arch, they represent Canadads birth as

|l ies on what i s coSgpunad20t0@BA83Yisacred groundo (
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Capital cities like Ottawa, Tonya Davidsam d Ni col as Scott (2016)
to act as met on MGordbnamnd Osbloreei (200<imitarly argue thai nation
builders design capital cities to convey the relationship between state governance, citizens, and
the national ommunity (621)As Jul i e Tomiak (2016) reminds he
city space evokes a particular kind of governéncttler colonial governance. Atop Nepean
Point overlooking Parliament Hill and the Ottawa River, for example, a statue tderguiorer
Samuel de Champlain offers fia visual endor sem
(Davidson 2014, 113). From 1924 until its removal in 1996, a small statue of an unnamed
|l ndi genous scout sat at ials rboassteal giva ,dée nwh inagh
a simultaneous Al onging for an i magined past
supremacy is slipping awayo (111). At the sam
presence, a plaque bemnhdwrGlsamplsaitmds mbhmat mearet
Canadiano (111). I n 1996, then Assembly of Fi
successful campaign to move the scout on the basis of his subordinate position at the feet of
Champlain. The scouthasmce been rel ocated to Majoro6s Hil
Omaami Winini Ani shi naabTordakQ0ld2e Thikexgnopplequi n Pe
serves as a reminder +hhdtonOtatl awa aice 0l @on tAd gtoa
(Nadeau 2013, 19.

Indeed, as | discuss in Qbtar Five, Indigenous resistance demonstrates that Ottawa,
including theTriumph through Diversitno nu ment , cannot be read sing
and knowabl edo space (Tomiak 20d®&pe 9i))s ©Otheawhaeér
persistent artcolonial Indigenous struggles for life, land, andseé t er mi nati on, 0 an:

remains to be seen how the 1812 monument might be taken up as a site of re3istarate (
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2016,9). In fact, on 28 June 2017, justdagsbor e Canadads 150th anni ve
would commence, the Bawating Water Protectors of Sault Ste. Marie organized a reoccupation

of Parliament Hill. As water protectors, elders, and allies carried tipi poles through the east gates

of Parliament Hil the Royal Canadian Mounted Police (RCMP) met them with violence. Just
steps from the 1812 monument, which commemor a
Canadao (Canada 2012), the RCMP arrested ten
trespassig notice® an accusation that did not hold up given that Parliament Hill is on unceded
Algonquin land. In this context, the water protectors succeeded in asserting their sovereignty

over this symbolically dense settenlonial nationalist space by raisitige tipi on the lawn of

Parl i ament Hill where it stayed throughout Ca

Conclusion

This chapterhas raised the question of whether a commemoration that purports to be
diverse, inclusive, or reconciliatory can achieve those values and goals when that
commemoration is led by a settlewlonial natiorstate. In reflecting on the 1812
commemoration,thEanadi an Heritage Committee (2015) i 0
practice to carry forward into future commemorations. According to the Canadian Heritage
Commi ttee, the 1812 commemoration gave AAbori
the r own history to the national narrativeo (i
practice demonstrates the ways in which moves toward inclusive nationalist practices add
Adiversityo without chall engi n galdxdusionfQamad a me n't
monument succeed at promoting diversity on stolen land? Indeed, the question of land is central
to current debates around nation and commemoration. In the context of contestations over land,

Triumph through Diversitarguably represesita move to settler innocence, appropriating the
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histories of sovereign Indigenous nations in the service of producing collective Canadian identity
(Tuck and Yang 202).

The 1812 commemoration, | contend, is illustrative of the ways in which conservatism
deploys progressive language in order to remain relevant (Saurette and Gordon, 2016). Thinking
about the ways conservative national narratives mobilize the language of diversity, inclusion, and
reconciliation troubles attempts to distinguish clearly leetwconservative and liberal
progressive stories of Canada. That is, the 2015 Canadian federal election has been read as a
rejection of Harperds xenophobia in favour of
strength (Brodie 2018; Macklin 2017for Audrey Macklin (2017), the shift from a liberal
progressive narrative to a white Warrior Nation narrative and back again raises questions about
At he dur abi Fbiutiyl doifn gt hnea rmraattiiovne 6 ( 303) . Mac k| i
Conservative deviatits expose its fragility, or do the Liberal restorations speak to its
resilience?0 (303). | demonstrate here that,
continuitesas we | | as devi at diimagess alibe@mul@altoraltian,ans 6 s e
speaking to the resilience of the setttefonial national narrative. In making this argument, |
indicate the importance of looking beyond ideology and the Liberal/Conservative alteration that
has characterized the Canadian party system since d&paf®n, and instead for examining
closely the stickiness of settleolonial affects that together comprise citizenship and belonging
in settlercolonial societies such as Canadéery ordinary settler states of feeling are what
compr i se t hdbereS the citizzmto thehnatibtate (Rifkin, 2011).In the next
chapter, | consider how colonial logics of discovery and exploration and narratives of diversity
and reconciliation coalesce in the Canada C3

funded under the Harper Conservatives and executed by the Trudeau Liberals. As my research
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demonstrates, the language of diversity and reconciliation can easily be grafted onto projects

conceivedn the service of settler nationalism and state sovereign
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CHAPTERFOUR AWE THE NORTH? DI VERSITY & RECONCI

ARCTI Co
AThere have been moments [...] when | feel [
when | went to high schoowentn ®©On,t avav é&r Att it he
getup,ie an act of resistance. Because | am the |

Aluki Kotierk, Nunavut Tunngavik President and C3 participant (Quoted in Brown 2017)

CanadaC3 Expedition participantseregatheredo talk about reconciliatiom the
DownieWenjack Legacy Rooraboard the Polar Prince icebreaker when Aluki Kotierk shifted
the conversation to racism and resistaifc€ense discussions ensued, in whsome C3
participants refused to admit they had wtptivilege(Brown 2017) In response to this conflict,
Inuit and people of coloyPOC)participants held their own closelbor meeting to write a
mani festo forming fAa |ist of instructions for
(Brown 217 see also Thein 2017.K ot i e r k 0 sevidemcerthealistinaion critical
Indigenous scholars make betweenonciliationon one hand, and aathcism resistance, and
decolonization on the othéCoulthard 2014; Simpson 2014)ike Kotierk, Inuk lawyerand
Leg 8 C3 patrticipanRobert Comeau alsefusedhe language of reconciliation:

| do not get up in the morning wondering how | will achieve this reconciliation, because
everypart of my life is reconciliation. In the North, we have other presi to put food

2Canada C3 was a Canada 150 fASignature Projecto create:q
Heritage set aside $#illion of the $200million in government funding allocated for Canada 150 to fund 38
AiSignature Pr o] escales garticipdtienrientec attiviges, of dtianal gcepe and with high

i mpact o ( Gover nldebtancarfd Habm@ap 2087 ,The Zénada C3 Expedition is the lengthiest of

the Canada 150 Signature Projects, lasting a full 150 days, embarking from Toronto, proceeding down the St.
Lawrence River on 1 June 2017 oa28dcteberl0l% iTeg i n Victori a
Downie/Wenjack Legacy Room, named after Chanie Wenjack and Gord Downie, provided a dedicated space for
conversations about reconciliation. | return to a more thorough discussion of the room towards the end of this

chapter.

ZUnfortunatelyt he |1 i st did not make it into Gec&anhdaGreenods (20
Connecting Canadians Coast to Coast to Coast
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on the table, increase our education rates, help to be proud of beingounaied in
Green 2018, 155)

Evidentl y, s o melnukandPO@particppants feuhd it diffioult to squa@ 3 6 s
reconciliatory mission with the realities of ongoing racism and colonialisrtuding aboard the
ship itself, where, lan Brown (2017) reports, some white settlers left the room when discussions
of racism, colonialism, and genocide enterétadeleinelhan writes of conversations in the
Downie/Wenjack room:

the inequities and the deep untruths of our larger society do not disappear once we step

onto a ship in the Arctic; we bring them with us, consciously or not, and they set down
rootsinthisnewspace ( quoted in Green 2018, 153)

This chapter analyzes discourses of reconciliation and diversity when South meets North
on the Canada C3 Expedition, led by the Students on Ice Foundatiorf{S@#cribed by its
creator, Canadian explorer Geoff Green (2018)/as a fAvoyage G63% reconcil.
Expedition is a rich case study for analyzing cbenplexrelationshig betweenCanadian
storytellingand statebuilding and Indigenous sovereigntivlappingCanada literally and
metaphoricallySOl invited Canadias t o f ol |l ow al ong C306s journey
as it navigated Canadads c o asdolies and ghotogtaphs it a
shared on social media and compile@ ibook,Canada C3: Connecting Canadians Coast to
Coast to Coast2018) Canada C3 is not just a celebratory boat trip around the country for

Canadads s eisitgsian acteohstoryimgrCanadian sovereignty.

%According to its mandate, SOl feducates the worldods vy
them in their continued personal and professional growth and inspires and catalyses initiatives, that contribute to

gl obal sust adi2n0a)b.i | iBnyboa r(kSlg 20n regul ar scientific expe
around the world on |ife changing journeys to the pol al
students to fAa broad s peregionswangingffom dris and culjuteehistorg dnédpoldias, t o t |

science and sustainable development, glaciology and climate change, economy, governance, and geopolitics and

many other polar topicso (SOl 2020y, factfin@dng,lanayssse ks t o fAen
synthesis, reflection, and idea developmento, connecti |
musicians, photographers, journalists22husiness and opi
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As | demonstrate in this chapténe C3 Expedition was conceived as a project supportive
oftheHaper Government 6s Ar Designed tostall a garyefiCgnadiay a ge n d
sovereignty in a contested region, the expedittasrebrandechisa fivoyage of r econ
only after the election of the Trudeau Liberakflecing the new governmeats e mp hasi s on
diversity, reconciliation, and inclusiof.hat the language of reconciliation couldadmpendedo
a project designet tell a story of Canadian sovereigntys i ndi cati ve of the C
approach to reconciliation as a discoutstevadegeimagination of Canadian statehood or
material change (Coulthard 2015Y.he language of diversity is, likewise, an afterthought
incorporated into the C3 Expeditiafter the change in governmenihdeed, reconciliation and
diversity discouses slide together ;1 0 u t h etoriesetalddrémaboard the C3 Expedition, as
if encounters between diverse peoplestlheeselves form of reconciliatory workThis
slippage signala need to critique these as interrelated discoursesdblaéwsysemic
transformation Indeed, | understand the expedition as productivefiotao n t a cwhichz on e o0,
Mary Louise Pratt (1992)efinesas a space fAwhere disparate cul't
with each other, often in highly asymmetrical relations ehdon at i.dmed c ¢ 4) act zone
Pratt writesdenotedithe spatial and temporal copresence of subjects previously separated by
geographic and historical disjunctures, and whose trajectories now imersé¢ctL 9 9 2 , 7) .

Indigenous and nemdigenougelationships in the North are not characterized by the
same settlecolonial structures that underpin relations in the South. Inuit have leveraged their
authority as inhabitants of the Arctic since time immemorial, supporting Canadian claims to
sovereigty in the Arctic but also negotiating and asserting-geifernance througlfor instance,
the Government of Nunavut, wherein Inuit are a political majority (Ch2étiel; Hicks and

White 2015. As opposed to fistoryt el |Gonde Chmstie@dlhg st ol
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344),howeverthe Canada C3 Expedition, as an act of storying sovereignty, positions Inuit as a
diverse Canadian peaplsubsuming Inuit sovereignty As | di scuss bel ow,

of the expedition describe Inlkkhowledges and ways of lifeas fA st r angbpdsfoor exot i
consumption (Ahmed 2000; hooks 1992), a trope
approaches to Inuit and their knowledge more broadbsitioning Inuit as a diverse Canadian

peopleand emphasizing narrative of reconciliation told from the perspectives of non

Indigenous southerners, ©@Bscures stories of Inuit sovereigniyhich arises r om @At hei r st
as separate meaniwgge ner at i ng c provideam altérriate snderseamditg of

relations between humans and AemmangChristie 2011, 340)Focusing on narratives is

important, Christie argues, becasseries provide the frameworks through whpgopleact.

Today, as Arctic states grapple for power in Inuit homelands, deconstructing competing stories

of sovereignty is not just a creative intellectual exercise, but apalitical act necessaifpr

resisting a potential second stage of colonizatiahéNorth (Christie 2011).

Historical Context

Inuit andgallunaati nt er acti ons in the Arctic do not
col oni al d o nHsch012, 23)Eufofgean\explerers made contact with Inuit in the
sixteenth century, bdtont act varied from place to place,
curiosityo (-B0).tincthHe eijhteghtedtargthei 4 8t er nati onal sci e
expeditiono became fione of Europeds promdest
(Pratt 1992, 23). Explorersdé |l etters, essays
capturing the attention of the European upper

ideological apparatuses through which European citizentegedehemselves to other parts of

the worldo (Pratt 1992, 23). Al t hough it had
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i mplications, early Arctic exploration was #dad
enterprise, not explicitlylimked t o t he col oni zation of the reg

natur al r e sFisch2G12 83)E x(pDaovriesr s t ol d stories of #ft

of howling, exotic wilderness (the andarce of
semtdomestic, o6friendlydé spaceo (P8l sson 2004,
representing the North as fAisolated and inhos

Aprimitivedo (Stuhl 2016, 3).

Meanwhile, navigational expeditis sought to chart new shipping routes. In particular,

D

the search for the Northwest Passage fAcaptur

t wentieth centuryo (P8l sson 2004, 367). Det

0]

towardsAsia, the British government commissioned the Franklin Expedition under the

|l eadership of Sir John Franklin in 18MS5 ( P§I

(7]

ErebusandHMS Terrorbecame trapped in ice sometime between May 1847 and April 1848.
All of the crew members perished and left few written records behind {Badh 2012, 8@).

European whaling began in the region in the eighteenth century, but it was not until the
late-nineteenth century, with the emergence of the Victorian whaletmset, that the colonial
government in Canada began to see the Arctic as home to potentially valuable resources (Palsson
2004, 365; Tester and Kulchyski 1994, 3} in the South, the presence of European explorers
and whalers in the Arctic impacted Ibui womendéds | ives in particular,
on Inuit women for survival and companionship (Palsson 2004). Canada began, albeit slowly and
reactively, to assert sovereigrihaimsin the Arcticin the nineteenth centufyester and
Kulchyski 1994, 14; Stuhl 2016, 3). For Canada in the ffloshfederation moment, the North

was a perceived as a wasteland; as such, thefahds original inhabitants were an
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afterthoughtAt the sametim¢, he presence of Europeanrohal er s
consequenceso for I nuit communities (Tester a
Macdonal d was focused on expanding Confederat
Company transferred the Northwest to Canada in 1870, the commisditmeNorthwest
Territories governed from afar, leaving the job of colonial governance to the Royai\Mesth
Mounted Police (Tester and Kulchyski 1994, 14; see also Gaudry 2016). After Britain
transferred the Arctic Islands to Canada in 1880, the gmasthreacted to the presence of
(other) O0foreignersdéd in the region, using exp
assert sovereignty (Tester and Kulchyski 199415

In the earlytwentieth centuryAmerican and European geographers asqudogers raced
to discover fiuncl ai medo | ands: ARedrawing map
names of [expedition] sponsors on bays, 1islan
as the Americans rushed for gold, Canada spedshe Canadian Arctic Expedition, the
Al argest and mo s t-spansonedcscieniifiv expedjtiornveger to stuelynnbrthern
North Americao, and a moment the Harper Gover
2016, 3945). The Arctic Expeditio is one example of the wagsience has supportedlonial
ambitions in the Arctic, with scientific fAcon
to conquer, caj ol e, civilize, capital3.ze, con

Earlyt went i et h century scientific expeditions to

political dr eams, [ and] academic interestso (
Al mperi al devel opment hingedsohikerthisesrbalk @
the Dominion, anot her means of ascensiono (St
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began to reject outright conquedter the First World War fiex pedi ti ons gave ne
the ways southern bureaucracies acquirdede Ar ct i co ( St uhl 2016, 58)

By the 1920s, the Canadian government sougbomndirm its control over the North
expanding the RCMP north in an effort to esta
sovereigntyo (Shackl et oThe Cartadiah govesnmensestablished s o Hi
RCMP posts across the Eastern Arctic in the B
presence to lnuit, traders, explorers, and fo
Canada nort ho (. ShedR€MH renmained thepliray coloial administrators
in the Eastern Arctic until the 1960s (Shackleton 2018).5

Following the discovery of oil in the Mackenzie Delta in the Northwest Territories, the
Canadian state and oil companies came to WewArctic as gotentiallylucrativezone. In the
postwar period until the 1960s, the Canadian st
o f | tajustifyod exploration and miningncreasing itsnilitary, government, and police
presence (Tester and Kulchyski 1994, 4; Stuhl 2016, 91; see also Qikigtani Inuit Association
2013, 19).In the 1950s, the Government of Canaelacatel Inuit families from their homes in
Inukjuak and Pond Inlettorematee t t | ement s i n the High Arctic
flagpol eso symbolizing Canadian sovereignty (
Association 2013, Tester and Kulchyski 1994, 7). Whilegtheernmenjustified the relocations
as a respormsto genuine concerns about Inukjuamiut welfare, Tester and Kulchyski (1994)
conclude that the government was motivated by a complex combination of concern for asserting
sovereignty in the uncertain Cold WwW4drf aaread amnsde
also Qikigtani Inuit Association 2013). In relocating Inuit communities and implanting

paternalistic coloni al governance schemes, th

11¢


































































































































































































































































