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Ancrpakt: Kanasia je 3emba ca Hajily>KOM MHCTUTYHMOHAIHOM TPaUIIVjOM MYyJI-
TUKYJITypajii3Ma y cBeTy. Y pajly je aHaJIM3MpaH eTHOKYJITYPHU AMBep3UTeT caB-
pemenor cranosHminTea Kanaze. Vimurpariyja je masa crierpudpmaro obesiexxje 0Boj
3eMJbM, a CBaKM HOBM YCeJbeHWMUKM Tajlac je IIPUI0HEeO HheHOj eTHUYKO] U KyJITyp-
HOj pazHoyMKocTy. OCHOBY JTaHAIIIHHeT KaHa/ICKOT PACHOT 1 €THUYKOT IMBep3uTeTa
ulHe TpyIle Koje ce PasiMKyjy I10 cBOjuM obestexjima: Oesiiy eBpOIICKOr IopeKsIa
(ymraBHOM OpmTaHCKOT M (PPaHILyCKOT), T3B. BUUbVBE MaksMHEe ¥ JJOMOPOAAUYKO
craHoBHMIITBO. KaHasia ce TpaaMIMoHaIHO cMaTpa 3eM/bOM y KO0jOj je MYJITVKYJI-
TypajI3aM OCTBapuo Hajoosbe pesysTaTe y MHTeTrpaluju Murpasata. V mopey He-
CYMISVBO BEJIMIKMX pe3yJITaTa, M3pakeH je packopak msMmeby ciry>kGeHnx ImoymTrKa
VHTeTpaliyje 1 JpyIITBeHOT VCKIby4ulBarba HOBMX MMUTpaHaTa, IIpe cBera BubN-
BUIX MakslMHa, 13 IIpuBpeHe cdepe u jaBHOT XuBoTa yorTe. ITpergpacyre v fyc-
KpUMWHAIIMja CY ¥ Jlajbe PeaIHOCT 3a HeKe MarbUHCKe IPyIIe, Kao M HVDKV KMBOTHI
CTaHJap/L BUUBVBYIX MarblHa, HOBMX yCeJbeHMKa U IOMOPOfIaukmx Hapoya. Vako
MYJITHKYJITY pajI3aM HeMa 030WbHY ajITepHaTHBY y KaHa/ICKOM IPYIITBY, IIOJIeMU-
Ke OKO FherOBVX CTBapHMX edpekaTa 1 IyybeBa, ofHoC ITpeMa PpankokaHabaHyMa m1
JIOMOPOJIaUKMIM Hapo/MMa, pacTyhu cTpax o7 MC/IaMCKOT eKcTpeMusMa 1 ocehaj yr-
POXKeHOCTH eBPOTICKMX BPEAHOCTY, OCTaBsbajy IIPOCTOP U 3a Apyradunja MUIIIberba.

Krpyune peun: Kanama, MyJITMKYJITypasiM3aM, eTHUYKM [VBEpP3UTeT, BUIJbUBE
MarbMHe, UMUTparnyja

VBon

MyITuKysITy pasmisam je naeosiorvja v gp>KaBHa IOJIMTHKa Koja HacToju
la yCIIOCTaBM TaKaB MOJIeJI yIIpaBJbarba Koji O oMoryhnio cy>XmnBoT KyJITyp-
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HO pas3unTyX nonynanyja. Fberosa omymka je momrosarbe KyaTypHUX pas-
JIVIKa 11, HaCyIIpOT acMIJIALINj Vi, IIOApPIIKa OUyBaky AMBep3uTeTa IOjeVIHIX
eTHOKyJITypHMX rpyna (Gregory et al., 2009). Y HopMaTBHOM ¥ IIOJIUTUYKOM
CMVCITy, KOHLIENIT MYJITHUKYJITy pajl3Ma je jedaH of Moryhmx mMoperna ojHoca
JMbepaTHO-IeMOKPaTCKIX JIpKaBa IpeMa eTHOKYJITY PHOM IUTy paJIv3My CaB-
peMeHMX JIpyliTaBa M IOTpedu MHTerpamnyje pasjiMuuTiX eTHOKYJITYPHMX
3ajeHMIIA, IIPBEHCTBEHO HalVIOHAJIHVIX MarbVHa U VMUTPAHTCKMX MOITyJla-
mmja (Vukovié-Calasan, 2014). Mynmukysityparmsam je Hactao 1960-vx romm-
Ha y Kanagn. Temerbu ce Ha mpuxBaTamsy II0CTOjarba pas/IMuUTIX KyJITypa,
YvIMe ce HacTOju ocTihn XapMoHwja y mpyrTsy (Sabié, 2008).

Kapa je Kanama xao mpsa 3emsba cBeta 1971. rogune yBesia MyJITUKyI1-
Typajv3aM y 3BaHUYHY JIp>KaBHY HOJIUTVIKY, Y CBETCKO] aKaleMCKOj U IINPOj
jaBHOCTM je IpeoBJIajao U3PasuTo MO3UTMBaH 1 appMaTiBaH OJHOC IIpeMa
0BOj ITOJINTUIIN, KOja je cXxBaTaHa Kao HajOo0Iby HauMH 3a ITpeBasIaKerme pa-
CHUX, eTHUYKIX M KyJITypHUX Oapujepa y IpyIITBUMa I/ie je CTaHOBHUIITBO
V3PasUTO MOAEJbEeHO, jep ce TeMesbl Ha IIpUXBaTarby pas/IMuUTOCTH, TOjle-
paxnyju u cyxnsoty. CemamaeceTx n ocamaeceTnx rogyuaa 20. Beka MHOre
3eMJbe Cy eKcCIlepyMeHTHcasle ca MyJITUKYJITypaJIu3MOM U IIoJpKaBajle Ta
(Banting & Kymlicka, 2010). Y nocitenmoj nerenuju 20. Beka oBaj KOHIIEIT
je, y Behoj wim Mar0j Mepu, Ouo ommurenpuxsaheH of cTpaHe pasBUjeHMX
ApylTaBa JiMbepaHOr KallUTaansMa, y OOJIMKY 3BaHMYHE IIOJIUTUKE VTN
jaBHe monpiike. I'7106a51HO opyies/berbe amepuukn coryosior H. Imasep
(Glazer, 1997) je uspasuo uyBeHUM peueHuIama: , MyJITUKY/ITy pasaM je
nobenyo. CBu cMO cajia MyJITUKYJITY pamcTu!”

Mebytnm, xpajem 20. 11 moyeTkoM 21. Beka oumm-e Iepuos, KpUuTuke
OBOT' KOHIIeNTa. Y BeJIMKOM Jielly cBeTa, a ItocebHO y Epporu, parmmpeHo je
MUIIUbee [1a je MyJITUKYJITYpajl3aM ,IIporao” 1 Ja je BpeMe Jia ce Hallpa-
BY [IVICTaHIIa Of OBOT IIPUCTYIIa, KOjU je OTuIlao ,Ipenaieko”. Kpurnyapu
MYJITUKYJITYpajIvi3Ma UCTUUY 7ia je oBa IOJIMTHMKa IIpousBesia OpojHe Hera-
TUBHe II0C/Ie/IMIIe y Ipollecy MHTerpalyje MMurpaHara 1 MarbUHCKUX Tpy-
I1a, Meby KojiMa ce m3[Bajajy: IIpoCcTOpHa cerparailyja 1 reromsaliyja cTaM-
OeHVIX UeTBPTM 10 €THMYKOM HPVHIINITY; IPYIITBeHa 130J1aliyja MU paHa-
Ta; jadyarke cTepeoTuIla, Ipefpacyia 1 JucKpuMimHaliyje Meby pasimmanTiM
eTHMYKMM IpyHaMa; HOJIUTUYKIM pafguKaIn3aM U IIpaKTUKOBarbe HeleMo-
KpaTCKOT IIOHalllatha KOJ MMUTpaHTCKMX Ipyma utd. (Banting & Kymlicka,
2010). Y Esporm ce mocjieirbyx rofiHa CBe BUIIIe FOBOPY O HEyCIIexy MyJl-
TUKYJITypaJ3Ma Kao JpyIITBeHe U jaBHe MOJINTHKe, KOja ce OKpUBIbYje 3a
HOJICTUIIAKbe MCJIAMCKOT eKcTpeMisMa. TakaB JIMCKypC je CTBOPMO TepMUHe
,TIOCT-MYJITUKYJITy pain3aM” " ,Kpaj MyJITUKY/ITypam3Ma“, Koje Hay4dHU-
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IV KOPVICTe Jla yKaXky Ha IToTpeDy a ce KpeHe iajbe O] aKTyeJIHe ITOJIUTHKe
U ITpaKkce MyJITVKYJITYpajIvi3Ma, 1 ia ce ITpoHaby HOBY IIPUCTYTIN Y TIpOIie-
cuMa mHTerpanyje mmurpatata (Guo & Wong, 2015).

XonaHamja BepoOBaTHO IIpeiCcTaB/ba HajyledaT/bUBUjUI IIPUMep OfI-
ycTajarba o7 MYyJITUKY/ITypaimsMa. OBa 3emba je ycBojila HajaMOWMIINO3-
HUje Mepe 3a cipoBober-e MOJINTUKe MYJITUKYJITypa/iu3Ma y 3arnagHoj Es-
por 1980-11x roguna, aim je seh 1990-1x 11odesio BMXOBO OrpaHMYaBambe,
na 6u1 ce y pBoj AelleHuju 21. BeKa o1, bVX FOTOBO IIOTITyHO ofycTasio. Myii-
TUKYJITypayiv3aMm je y XOJIaHOVjy 3aMerbeH OPVUIMYHO OIITPOM M IIPUCIII-
HOM IIOJINTUKOM , IpabaHcKe MHTerpalmje”, Koja ce He pasjIMKyje MHOTO Of]
acummianyje (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010). V1 y Hekum OpyruM gpKaBama
Koje Cy mpuxBaTule IIOJIUTUKY My ITuKy Ty paimsma (Lsencka, YViennmeno
KpasbeBcTBO, AycTpasuja) OCTOjM CyMEba Y FbeHYy e(pUKaCHOCT y CTBapamby
XapMOHWYHOT JIpyliTBa 0e3 Ipegpacyda 1 auckpuMuHaimyje. Y Esporm,
IOpacT aHTUMMUTPAHTCKOI PacIIOJIoXeHa JeJIOM je IOoBe3aH U ca CTPaxoM
07l TePOPWUCTUUKMX Haraja, HapoO4YWUTO Yy IIOCJIeAbVX HEKOJIMKO TOyHa
(MuUrpaHTCcKa Kpus3a M3assaHa cykobmma y Cupuju 11 Ha biivickom ncToky).

3a pa3MKy of, aHTU-MYJITUKYJITypasisMa y EBporn, y Kananm momm-
HVpa MoJIpIIKa 0BoM KoHIlenTy. HemaBHa ncTpaxiBarba jaBHOT Miberba I10-
Ka3yjy aa sehnna Kanabana maenTnduKyje MyJITUKY/ITYpali3aM Kao jefdaH
o1, HajBaXHMjX cMOoJIa HalyoHa/IHOT maeHTHTeTa 3embe (Guo & Wong,
2015). KanabaHm cy yIjiaBHOM 3a/I0BOJbHM CTarbeM MeDyeTHMYKMX OfHOca Y
CBOjOj 3eMJbM 1 MIMajy ITO3UTMBAH CTaB IIpeMa IIpUIoIuIIIaMa 13 pasiimauTiX
KyJITypHMX Kpyrosa. OIIITy yTHcax je J1a je KaHaJCK/ MOJIesI VIHTerpalyje
VIMUTpaHaTa peJIaTVBHO ycIlelllaH, ¥ Ja 3axTeBa Marbe MoauduKalyje, aam
He ¥ CyIITHHCKe ITpoMeHe. Vnak, mpyvMepu pacusma, [UCKpUMMHAIIM]je, IIPo-
CTOpHe V1 eKOHOMCKe cerperanyje nokasyjy Aa Kanasa Huje ocrayia mmyHa Ha
pactyhy riobasiHy Kpusy My ITUKyITypaimsMa (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010).

MMurpanmuja n eTHOKy ATy pHM AuBep3uteT Kanage

Y3 CA/l, Aycrpanujy n Hosu 3ertang, Kanaga je npuMep MysiTuer-
HUYKe ¥ MyJITUKYJITY PHe MIMUT paliyioHe 3eMJbe, KOjoj OCHOBHO o0esIexje fajy
JIVHIBUCTMYKE VI KyJITypHe Tpaaulyje Imopekiiom u3 Esporie, ayiv y 3HaTHO
Marb0j Mepy Hero IIITO je To Omo citydaj cpenaoM 20. Beka. Kanasa je myro
Owia, a 11 JaHac je, 3emsba MMurpanyje. Ox creapama JommHamMoHa 1867. ro-
IOvHe, BUIle o 17 MwInoHa MMHUrpaHTa je gocesbeHo y Kanany (Statistics
Canada, 2016). Mmurpaiinja je TokoMm mpoTexivx 150 ropuHa y BemKoj
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Mepu Jajia crienududHo obesleXxje OBOj 3eMJbM, a CBaKM HOBU yCeJbeHIY-
KU TaJlac je IPpUIOHeO HeHOj eTHUYKO] M KyJITYyPHO] pasHommKocTr. OcHO-
By JlaHAIIIH-eT KaHaJICKOT pacHOT 1 eTHUYKOT IMBep3uTeTa YMHY HeKOJIVKO
rpyma Koje ce M3pasuTo pasjIMKYjy 10 CBOjM obesIexjma: OeIiiy eBpOoIcKor
nopekiia (yIJIaBHOM OpUTaHCKOT ¥ PpaHITyCKOr), T3B. BUIJbMBE MatbliHe> I
momopopaayko craHoBHUIITBO (IIpBu Haponu, Metucu u Vaywnrtn).?

Hajcrapuje cranoprmmTso Kanane cy VIngujaHmy, Koju ¢y CTUIIN U3
Asuje ripe oko 15.000 ronmna. Axko ce 3aHeMape 1w10BMa0e BukiHra 1o obasia
ncroune Kanane oko 1000. ronume, eBporicka kononusanyja Kanage nmouerna
je nocerpaBarbeM Dpamnrrysa y 16. n mouetkoM 17. Beka, ca ekcreauiijaMa
Kaxa Kaptujea 1534. ronune n Cemjyena Ilamiuiejna, koju je 1608. rogume
ocHoBao rpaf;, Ksebek (McNaught, 1988). Hajsehnt 3sHauaj 3a caBpemeny eT-
HOKyJITypHY /Ky Kanaze mmario je mebynapogso pusasictso @paHirycke
v Enrecke. Hakon niobeme Enrmecke y Cenmoronuisem paty (1754-1760),
@panirycka je 1763. romgyHe mmpefana cBoje KaHajcKe riocerie EHrieckoj, unve
je Iodeo mepuoz, U3pasuTe MpeBsIacTy aHIII0POHCKe KyJIType U Tpaauliyje y
Kanany, aimm je jak dppaHirycku eiemeHT y KBebeky ycrieo ma ce ofgpu.

o mouetka 19. Beka Opoj eBpoIICKIX JOCce/beHMKa, yIriiaBoM Enrresa
u @Opanitysa, 6uo je nspasuro Mam. VIHTeH3MBHMje Joce/baBambe 10YesIo
je mocye Para n3 1812. roguHe, a y meMy Cy y4ecTBOBaJIM IIPETEXHO J10-
cesbeHMIM ca bpuranckux ocrpsa. I'oguimy Opoj umurpanara y Kanagn
je 3Ha4ajHO Bapupao TokoM nocienmmyux 150 ropuna. Te Bapujaumje cy mo-
Be3aHe ca IIpoMeHaMa MMUIpalioHe IOJINTUKe, eKOHOMCKOM CUTYaIl/joM
y Kanagu u cerckmumM pgorabajuMa Koju yTudy Ha KpeTarbe MUTpaHaTa U
n3bermmiia (Statistics Canada, 2016).

Y npyroj nonosuam 19. Beka, y Kanany je roguiime ctusasio usmeby
6.300 1 133.000 mvmurpanata (Statistics Canada, 2016). l'onnae 1871. Kana-
7a je MMaJla OKO 2 MWIMOHA CTaHOBHMKA IOPEK/IOM ¢ OpUTaHCKIMX OCTpBa.

2 TIpema KaHa[ICKOM 3aKOHY O jeIHAKOCTH 3allollUbabatba 13 1995. roayte, IpuragHm-
IV BWIUBMBUIX MaFblHa Cy ocobe Koje He IIpmIIajiajy KaBKacKoM TWUITy eBpoIIeljiHe pace VT
HeMajy Oerty KoXy, He padyHajyhin momopopauke Hapose (Parliament of Canada, 1995). Kanas-
CKM 3aBOJ] 3a CTaTMCTUKY KOPVCTY AepVHVITV)Y KOjOM ce Kao BU/IJbVBE MarblHe KI1acuuKyjy
creriehe rpyme: jyxam Asmjatv, Kumesu, npany, @vmrmmny, JlatnHoameprkaHIy, Aparv,
jyromcrounm Asujaty, samagay Asmujatu, Kopejiy, Jamanmm i, (Statistics Canada, 2015).

*Tlojam , ITpBu Hapomn” omHOCHK ce Ha MHIMjaHCKO craHOBHMINTBO KaHame. OBaj Tep-
MIH je yIIrao y oty ynorpedy 1970-nx romgysa, na 6u sameHno Hasus , VIHIMjaHIN” Koju je
6110 ToTeHITMjaTHO yBpeybUB. MeTucu Cy CTaHOBHUIIM MEIIOBUTOT MHAMjaHCKO-eBPOIICKOT
(ymraBHOM MHAMjaHCKO-dpaHITyckor) mopekia (Government of Canada, 2012a). Kanagckvm
Ycrasom 13 1982. roguie MeTucnma je 3BaHMYHO ITPU3HAT CTATYC JIOMOPOAAUKOT Haposia.
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CrBOpeHa je aHIVIOKeITCKa JIOMMHaHTHa Ipyla, Koja je AprKaja HajBuIle
nosioxaje Mohu y semspn. Meby mocerbeHmimma HeOpuUTaHCKOT 1 HedpaH-
LIyCKOT Hopekiia Itpeosiangaiv cy Hemim, Xomanbanu mn CkangyHasiu
(Hersak & Ci¢ak-Chand, 1991). 3HauajHy mpoMeHy y eTHMYKO] CTPYKTYpu
Kanane m3asBaia je iMurpanyoHa IojmTHKa, Kojy je Kpajem 19. 1 mouerkom
20. BeKa MOKpeHYyO MMHUCTap yHyTpalmbyx mnociosa Kimdopn Cudron.
Ca HamepoM J1a HaceJIv TOTOBO IyCTe ITpepujcKe MPOBUHIIMje Ha 3arajly, OH
je TIoACTUIIA0 MMUTpallMjy CMPOMAaIIHNX cejbaka 3 Pycuje, Aycrpo-Yrape-
ke 1 Mrtanmje. Tapa je Hario mopacTao ymeo cJI0BeHCKuX Hapona u Vranja-
Ha y KaHajickoM craHoBHUIITBY (McNaught, 1988).

Y npse tpu penenuje 20. Bexka y Kanamy ce pocemwio 4,6 MwinoHa
Jby[IV, aJIv je Y MICTOM Iepuofty 3,4 MWwInoHa Jbyiy HaycTuio 3emsby. Hajja-
ya MMUrpanyja 3abesiexxeHa je y nepuony 1901-1911. roguue - 1,7 MmuwioHa
nocerbervka (Hersak & Cic¢ak-Chand, 1991). Hajsetint rompmmmesy 6poj yMmr-
paHaTa uKajga 3abesiexeH je 1913. romune, kaga ce uiie o, 400.000 spyan
nocemmwio y Kanamy. On 1913. mo 1930. ropguiimsyt IpwiIvB je M3HOCKO OKO
100.000 vimurpanara. bpoj mocerpbenmka ce Harsto cmarsno TokoM IIpBor cet-
CKOT paTa; HajMarby Opoj MMUrpaHaTta je 3abesiexxeH y Bpeme Besmke meripe-
cuje 1930-nx rogyHa v TokoM [l pyror ceeTckor parta (Statistics Canada, 2016).

Y nepuony 1946-1981. ronune Kanaja je mpuMmia OKO IeT MIUIVOHa
Ioce/beHVKa — HeIlITO BuIlle y offHOCy Ha rnodeTak 20. BeKa, ajivi Mame y Ofl-
HOCY Ha TaJalllF-e KaHaJ[CKO CTaHOBHUINTBO. [IpoceuaH roguiism opiims
msHocmo je 150.000 (1950-mx rogmua), 141.000 (1960-1x) mn 144.000 (1970-
nx) (Hersak & Ci¢ak-Chand, 1991). Oyt mouetka 1990-mx, 6poj mvurpanaTa
0CTao je pesIaTMBHO BUCOK, ca ITpoceKoM oz, oko 235.000 roguirse (Statistics
Canada, 2016). Ogm 2005. mo 2015. ronune, Kanaga je mpmuvmia 2.828.365 Ho-
BUX CTaJIHMX cTaHOBHMKa. Y 2015. romuHu, Opoj mMuUrpaHara je M3HOCKO
271.660, mTo je nosehame on 4,4% y omnocy Ha 2014. romguHy. OBI HOBU
vmurpanT gonase us suile of 190 semaspa (The Canadian Magazine of
Immigration, 2016). Y nnepuony op, jysita 2015. go jyna 2016. ronune Kanaga
je mpumwia 320.932 umurpaHara, 1ITO je Hajsehn roAMIIELY M3HOC jOII Of,
1913. ronure. OBaj mopact ce Moxke o0jacHUTM JTo1ackoM m3berymiia 13 Cu-
puje, Koju je moueo y HopeMOpy 2015. ronune (Grant, 2016).

Tlopgymssy craTvcTuky nogamyt o Opojy mmurpanata y Kanamy He
ofpaxaBajy Opoj Jbyay Koju XXuBe y 3eMJbM, jep Cy HeKV MUTPaHTU CaMo y
nposiasy Ha myty ka CAJl-y, npyru ce Op3o Bpahajy y 3em/by nopekia WT,.
306o0r Tora ypeo smila pobeHMx y MHOCTPaHCTBY Y YKYIIHO] IIOIyJIaliyju IIo-
Kasyje AMpeKTaH yTullaj MMUrpaliije Ha geMorpadcku passoj Kaname. Ipe-
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Ma nonmcy 1871. rogune, mona MwimMoHa Jeyau (16,1% KaHalCcKOr CTaHOB-
HUITBa) OWIo je pobeHO y MHOCTpaHCTBY. bpoj jmita pobeHnx y mHocTpaH-
CTBY HacTaBWMO je J1a pacTe KpajeM 19. BeKa, ajv CHOPVj/IM TEMIIOM Y OJTHOCY
Ha cTaHOBHMIITBO pobeHo y Kanamy, 360r uera je mIX0B yeo y YKYIIHO]
nonynanyju 1901. ropuae nao Ha 13,0%, 1mITo je HajHVDKN IpolleHaT 3a0erte-
KeH y 3BaHMYHO] cTaTucTiOy. HakoH 3HavajHOr nopacra mMurpanyje rmoJeT-
koM 20. Beka, 1931. rogmae mommcaHo je CKopo 2,3 MIWIMOHa JIniia pobeHmx
BaH Kanane, wm 22,2% nonysanwyje. Y niepmomy 1931-1951. ronuse gonuio
je 1o cMamberba pWIrBa MMUIPaHaTa 1 HUXOBOT yilela Y YKyITHOM CTaHOB-
HUIITBY, Kao pe3ynTaT Berike nenpecyje n [Ipyror ceeTckor pata, ajv v BU-
mmx crona emurpanyje. O cpeaute 20. Beka Opoj cTaHOBHMKa pobeHMX Y
VIHOCTPAHCTBY KOHTVHYMPAHO PacTe, a HUXOB YAe0 Y YKYIIHOj IOy Ialyji
Kanage ox 1971. rogune. IIpema nommcy 2011. rogmze, 6poj jmiia pobeHnx
y VIHOCTPaHCTBY HpoLeeH je Ha 6.775.700, mro npeacrasrba BuIe Of jeny-
He ntetnHe (20,6%) yKynHor ctanosHuITBa. OBO je Hajpehu yreo of momvica
1931. rogmse (Statistics Canada, 2016).

Ynopeno ca pacrom Opoja MMuUrpaHara, AOIUIO je A0 3HaYajHUX IIPO-
MeHa FbVIXOBOI eTHUYKOT ITOpeKiIa. Y IpBUM IIOIMCMa II0csIe ITporylanierha
Hommuanona Kanana, bpurancka octpsa cy 6m1a Ii1aBHY M3BOP MMUTpaliyje,
ca yuenthem oz, 83,6% y KaHa/[CKOj Ionysanuj pobeHoj y MHOCTPaHCTBY
npema nonmcy 1871. rogune. Kpajem 19. 1 nouerkom 20. Beka cTpyKTypa
VIMUTpaHaTa ce Merba, ca JI0JIaCKOM HOBMX I'pyIla Joce/beHnKa 13 Vicroune
Espomne (Yxpajuniiy, Pycu u Ilosparin), 3anagae Esponie n CkanauHasyje.
VImurparony 6yM niocsie JIpyror cBeTCKOT paTa HacTaBuo je 1a dpaBopusyje
nocerbaBarbe ca bpuraHckmux ocTpBsa, aj 3Ha4ajaH Opoj MMWUTpaHaTa y Iie-
puomy 1950-1970. roguse je crurao us 3anagHe Eppornte (Hemauka n Xostan-
nuja) u Jyxue Espone (VMramuja, I'puka, Jyrociasuja u Iopryran). ITpema
noncy 1971. ronune, 28,3 % vmurpaHara je pobeHo y Yijenumenom Kpasbes-
cTBY, a 51,4% y npyrum esporcknm 3emsbama (Statistics Canada, 2016).

Yxupare pacHIX 1 eTHUUKMUX Oapujepa MMUTpalyioHe HoianTrke 1967.
rogviHe, oMoryhmio je mmocesbaBarbe 13 Asuje, Adprke u Opyrux obsacTy,
KojiMa je paHuje Owto orpaHMyYaBaHo fgocesbaBatbe y Kanany. Beh cpenvmom
1970-ux yaeo 5bynv 13 3eMasba Tpeher cBeta y mocesbeHMUYKOM IIPWIIVBY IIpe-
Mmarmo je 50% (Li, 2000). Jbyay HeeBpoIicKor mopekia gaHac M3pasuTo [10-
MVIHT/Ipajy Yy yC&Jb€HMYKOM KOHTMHI'CHTY, YITIaBHOM KaO €KOHOMCKNM MUT'paH-
TH, YYeCHUIIV IIporpaMa cliajarba Hopoauiia u nsbdbermile. Y yKymHoM O6poja
vvurpasara 2014. ronuHe, Asuja je yuectBoBasia ca 62,4%, Adpuka ca12,9%,
Espomna ca 10,8%, JlarnmHcka Amepuka ca 9,6%, CA/] ca 3,3%, Aycrpaimja
u Okeanuja ca 0,7%, a 0,3% je 6wio HerozHato. Iler asujckmx 3emasba (Pu-
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vy, Vianyja, Kuna, Vipan u IMakucran) gajy rotoso 1osiosuny (49,5%)
vimmrpaHckor KoHTnHreHTa (Government of Canada, 2015). YV mocremesmx 11
rogvHa, Kuna, Vanyja vt @vwmimmam ¢y Tpu Hajseha n3Bopa KaHazCKe MMNT-
patmje. Yowsus je 1 cee Behu Opoj n3bermiiia s Cupwje, Koja je 2015. rogmxe
6nia Ha mecrom Mecty (The Canadian Magazine of Immigration, 2016).

3axsaspyjyhm murpanuju y nocsienmmsyix 50 rogyHa eTHUYKa CTPYKTY-
pa cranosHyuTBa KaHaze moxusera je sHadajHe 1poMene. [Tpema nomvicy
1901. roguze, nomnysianyja je 6wia M3pasurTo esporcka - 96,3% (bpuranim
57,0%, ®panrysu 31,0%, ocraiu Esporubann 8,3%) (Basavarajappa & Ram,
1999). Ciiano crame ce 3agpxasto 1 80 roguHa KacHuje, Kazaa je 93,0% Ka-
Habana Ow10 eBporickor nopexia (40,2% 6Gpuranckor, 26,7 % dpaHITycKor u
26,1% ocramm) (Birch, 1989). ITpema nommcy 2011. ronune, 6esi EBporusa-
HU cy 1 Jabe y BehmHM - umHe oKo 76,7% craHosHuIITBa.! Bue ox 200
PpasTMINTIX eTHUYKNX rpyna xusn y Karany. ETHOKyITYpHM iBep3nuTeT
je TOKOM IocJIefitbe TPY JIelleHuje IoCTao CBe M3paxeHUju ca mosehamem
HeeBPOIICKNX eTHIYKnX rpyna. ['ogume 1981, xkapa je y monmcuma OpBut Iy T
IpuKasaHa OpOjHOCT KaHaICKMX BUIJbMBYIX MarbVHa, OHe cy umHwmiIe 4,7 %
cranosHuTBa. OBaj yreo je ysehan Ha 19,1% 2011. ronune. Jaxite, mpu-
OIVDKHO jeHy IeTHHY KaHajICKe IOITyJlalyje 4mHe ,000jeHn”, ca 3HaTHO
BehnM yriesioMm y BelMKmM rpaziosumMa - TopoHTy (47 %), Bankysepy (45,2%)
u Kasrapujy (28,1%) (Guo & Wong, 2015). Meby BumbusuM MamuHaMa
HajopojHMju cy jyxHu Asujatu (4,8% cranosnuinTea Kaname), Kunesn
(4,0%), uputm (2,9%), @wmmmamm (1,9%) v Jlatnaoamepukanim (1,2%);
aiene Apany, jyrouictounn Asujaty, 3anagau Asujaty, Kopejum n Janan-
um (Statistics Canada, 2013b). Crapocenenauku Hapoau umHe 4,3% yKyIiHe
nonysanyje (Statistics Canada, 2013a). Vimajyhm y Buy cBe Behy eTHUUKY 1
KYJITYPHY XeTepPOreHOCT KaHaJICKOT CTAHOBHUIIITBA, CTATYC €THUYKMX TPY-
I1a VI OJHOC IIpeMa FIMa Cy IUTarka Koja Cy IyrOpovHO BakHa 3a Kanamy.

Pa3Boj KaHagCcKOT MyJITHMKYJITypa3Ma

CrBapameM [Jommnanona Kanaga 1867. rogune dopmaliHo je IIpoKiIa-
MoOBaHa II0JINTHKa , KYJITYpHOT JlyajinsMa”, yreMesbeHa Ha ITpU3Hamby U paB-

* OBaj Opoj je TIpOIIErbEH, jep OCVIM CTAaHOBHMINTBA KOje Ce M3jacHWIIO /1A je eBPOIICKOT
ropexyia odbyxsata u ,Kanabane”, xojur cy 1996. roguse yBeieHM Kao KaTeropvja eTHUYKOT
ropexyia y KaHazicke romice. OnpebrBarbe eTHMUYKOr IIOpekIa CTAHOBHWMINTBA je jOIII BYIIe
OTeXXaHO ITpoMeHaMa IuTarka KopurheHnX y pasmranTvM rorvicyma. Op, 1981. ropvHe mcrm-
TaHWVIIVIMA je T03BOJEeHO J1a OMpajy , BUIIIeCTPYKO IOPeKI0” Kao OJroBOp Ha IINTarbe O eTHIY-
KOM ITopexi1y. 300r Tora cy rmojamy o eTHIUKO]j rpymagHocty 2011, ropgyHe caMo mpuOImoKHL
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HOITpaBHOj KOEr3MCTeHIIMj| [Ba ,Hapoda ocHuBava” - bpuranana n ®@pan-
my3a. MebyTim, aHTIIOKaHaICKa KOMIIOHEHTa ce yOp30 HaMeTHYJIa Kao M3-
pa3suTo JOMMHAHTHA y CBUM CerMeHTMMa ApyIuTseHor xusoTa (Noel, 1993).
Crora mMozert KyJITypHOT JyaIn3Ma y CTBApPHOCTM HUje VIMao HUIITA 3aje-
HWYKO C (ppaHIlycKMM KyJITypHIM HacslebeM, Beh Iipe cBera ¢ aHIJIOCaKCOH-
CKOM TpaauIIjoM 1 OpuUTaHCKMM KyJITypHUM BpegHocTuMa (Porter, 1965);
oflaTiie IIOTWYe U M3pa3 ,aHITIoKoHpopMm3zaM”. Y ckilay ¢ TaKBYM MOIeJIOM
eTHWYKIX OJTHOCA, IIPEHOC KYJITYPHVX BPETHOCTV KPETao Ce CaMo y jeITHOM
cMmepy - of, BehmHcke aHITI0OHCKe rpyIie Ka MambMHCKUM PpaHKOPOHCKIM
u npyrvm rpymama (Ci¢ak-Chand, 2005). Y mpormwioctn je Kamara, kao u
Apyra ApylITBa y Kojuma cy Behuny mocerbenvka uvamwiv bpuranmm (CA/L,
Aycrpanuja, HoBu 3enann), MMasia acMMWIaTOPCKM HIPUCTYII IIpeMa VIMNT-
paumju (Palmer, 2002). VimurpanTy cy IOACTUIIAHN M O], FbUIX C€ OYeKMBasIo
Ha ce acuMmwi1yjy ca Beh mocrojehom OpuraHckoM mainstream KyJTypoM, y
KeJbVI J1a TIOCTEIIeHO IIpVXBaTe Ha4vH X1BoTa bpuranaria pobennx y Kana-
au (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010). Toxom 1920-mx rogmHa KaHafCKM HOINUTU-
yapy 1 MMUTpalliOHe BJIacTV FTOBOPWIN Cy O IIOTpeOu [1a ce ,KaHaausyjy”
CBV IMMUTpaHTM Koju Josase y 3emby (Fedorowich, 2016). Hexvm rpymnama 3a
KOje ce cMaTpaJIo J1a HYCY CIIOCOOHe 3a OBaKBY BPCTY KYJITYpHe acuMIUIaIiyje
(kao 1mrTo cy Asujati 1 AdppukaHiy) Owio je 3abpameHo 1a eMurpupajy y
Kanany, wm fna nocrany weHu gpxxasbaHu (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010).

Pa3Boj npeja, momMTHKa M ITpakcy MyJITUKYJITy paymsMa y Kanamyr mo-
cjte [Ipyror cBeTckor paTa MOXe ce IIpaTUTH Kpo3 TpU pasBojHe dase: 1no-
uemna ¢pasza (1945-1971), popmamubua asa (1971-1981) n uncmumyyuonaina
¢hasa (om, 1982) (Dewing, 2013; Guo & Wong, 2015).

Y nouemmoj gpazu pacHO-AUCKPVIMMHUIIIYh11 ¥ KyJITy pHO-aCMWIATOP-
CKM CTaB ITpeMa HeOpMTaHCKMM eTHWYKNMM I'pyllaMa je TI0JIaKoO HarlyIlTaH,
a;m je 1 moper, Tora cse A0 1970-mx rogmHa y KaHaIcKuM MeDyeTHUUYKIM
OIHOCHMA JIOMVHMPAO aHITIOKOH(OPMM3aM, OJHOCHO IIOJIMTHMKA acMIJla-
1yje Koja je Tosiasila off IIpeTIHoCcTaBKe a pa3IinduTe eTHUUKe rpylle Tpeba
Ja TIOCTeIIeHO HaITyCTe BJIacTuTe KyJIType IIpuxBaTajyhm acuMmianyjy y go-
MIMHAHTHY aHIJIOPOHCKY KyJITypHY MaTpuily. 3axTeByu eTHUUKMX I'pyla 3a
sehoMm jegnakomrhy 1 ydenthem y npyirseHoM xusoTy Kanage moctvrim cy
BpxyHari 1960-1x rogyuHa, a O cy IoBe3aHM ca cellapaTUCTUYKMM ITOKpe-
ToM PpankokaHabaHa y KsebGeky 1 60pboM eBpOICKIMX MambMHCKMX IpyIia
3a OUyBarbeM KyJITypHOT WleHTHTeTa, Tipe ceera YkpajuHara (Cicak-Chand,
1991, 2005; Gvozden, 2005). Hamymrassy Moperna ,JIOHIIa 3a IIpeTallame”
MPeTXOAWIO je YKMJarme pacyCTUUKIX KpeTepijyMa MMUTpal[ioHe IIOJINTIKe
1967. ronuse, 111TO je HoBesIO 10 cBe Beher yzerta HeeBpOIICKIMX 1 HexpuiihaH-
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ckumx gocesbeHmKa. Kanazcka siiaga je 1969. rogyuze osesa 3akoH o cryx0e-
HVM je3uIIMa, KOji je rapaHTOBao je/lHaK CTaTyC eHIJIeCKOT 1 ppaHIlyCKOr
jesvrKa y cBuM gp>kaBHUM MHcTUTyIMjama (Minister of Justice, 2016).

Qopmamubua ¢asa je mouena 1971. roguHe, Kaga je Kanaga xao mpsa
3eM/ba Y CBeTy YCBOjiIa MYJITHKYJITypaJr3aM Kao 3BaHWYHY MOIUTUKY
(Government of Canada, 2012b). Cymruny ose IIoJIMTHKe IIpeicTaBsba IIpu-
XBaTarbe ¥ O4YyBambe PasIMaUTVUX KyJITYPHVUX Tpaayiivja, a IPUITaIHUIN
CBMIX €THWYKMX IpyIla MMajy IIpaBo Aa Oyay OHO IITO jecy, Oe3 mpuTHCcKa
Ia ce Mopajy acuMmwmipaTn y Behmrcky kynTypy. IIpema KaHagckoj Biaamy,
,IlomTrKa MyJITUKY/ITypain3Ma... (je) HajIorogHuju HauuH 3a 00e30ebu-
Bambe KyJITypHe c100ore Kanabana... Biraza he nmogpyxasaTit v oxpabpusaTi
pasmuanTe KyJITypHE VI eTHUUYKe TpyIle Koje CTBapajy CTPYKTYPYy W BUTaI-
HocT Hamter apyiTsa. OHu he 6utn oxpaOpeHn fa [esie cBoje KyJITypHe
m3pase 1 BpenHocTH ca ApyruM Kanabanmma u Tako gompurecy OoraTujeM
xmBoTy 3a cee” (Trudeau, 1971).

Y nwby cipoBober-a HOBe HOJINTHMKE, y 0BOj pas3u [I0IIUIO je 10 OCHMU-
Barba upekiyje 1 MuHMcTapCcTBa 3a My/ITUKYJITYpajinzaM (HaHalbsu [e-
HapTMaH 3a KaHajicko Hacjiebe) (Guo & Wong, 2015). Kanazncka Biiaga ce
obasesasia fja he IIpy>XnTH NOJPIIKY MamMHCKUM FpyllaMa y odyBaky -
XOBUX KyJITypa, aKo OHe 3a TO HOKaxy onrosapajyhm muTtepec. ITpu Tome
je m360p m3meby ouyBarka BIacTUTe KyJIType VIV acMMIUIanyje OCTaB/beH
c11060mHOj Bosby mojermHaria i rpyra (Ci¢ak-Chand, 2005). Y Tom emmicity
cy jour 1971. romyHe nocras/beHa YeTUPY IJIaBHa 1/ba KaHaJICKe ITOJINTVIKe
MyIITUKyaTypainmsMa (Trudeau, 1971):

- moMoh cBMM KaHaJCKMM KyJITypHMM rpyllamMa Koje Ccy IloKasajle
JKeJby M Hamop Ja Jajbe pasBujajy KamamuTe 3a Hallpenak U J10-
npuHoc Kananm,

- momoh mpumnagHMIMMa CBUX KYJITypHMX Ipyla y IIpeBasuia-
Kewy KyJITypHUX Oapujepa, paay IIOTIIYHOT yuecTBOBara y Ka-
Ha/JICKOM IPYIITBY,

- IIpOMOBUCabe KpeaTUMBHUX CycpeTa U pasMeHe m3Meby cBux ka-
HaJ/ICKMX KYJITYypHUX I'pyla, Y UWbY IIOCTU3arha HallVOHAJIHOT
jeIVIHCTBa, 1

- momoh MMurpaHTMMa Ja YCBOje HajMatbe jeflaH 3BaHMYHM je3VK, Ja
Ou y IOTIYHOCTM y4ecTBOBaIM Y KaHaJCKOM JPYIITBY.
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Y uncmumyyuonainoj ¢pasu, moamTUKa MyJITUKYJITYy pajiv3Ma je dpopma-
JIM30BaHa Kpo3 3BaHMYHO 3aKoHoAaBcTBO (Guo & Wong, 2015). Onpenba o
MYJITUKYJITYpajIi3My je yHeTa y KaHajackm ycras 1982. rogune (Parliament
of Canada, 1982), a 1988. roguHe je noTiyHO HedMHMCAH 3aKOHCKM OKBUP
OBe MOJIUTHMKe, ycBajarbeM 3akoHa 0 MylITHKyaTypamsmy (Parliament of
Canada, 1988). Y oBoj dasu gonuio je 1o ogpebeHnx nsMeHa y HOIUTULIN
MYJITUKYJITY paji3Ma, TI0ceOHO y CMUCITy peJlaTMBHOT ¢haBOpU30OBarba He-
KOT of1 HaBefleHa ueTupu 1wba. [Toues or1 cpenune 1970-ux roguna, npyrmn
v Tpehu mwe cy nobwin Hajpehm fgeo cpescrasa y oBoM mporpamy. Vnak,
OCHOBHEe MJleje KaHaJICKe IOJIMTUKe MYJITUKYJITypasmsMa of, 1971. rogune
710 JlaHacC Cy ocTajle HelIpOMemheHe: ITperio3HaBarbe KYJITYPHUX pasidy-
TOCTY, YKiIamarme Oapujepa pamay myHor ydentha, IpoMoBUcame pasMeHe
usMeby rpyma, M IpoMoBHcal€e ycBajarba 3BaHMYHMX je3uKa (Banting &
Kymlicka, 2010). HoBuju npumepu KOHTUHYMpaHe MHCTUTYIIVOHa/IM3allyje
MYyJITUKYITypajvi3Ma yKbydyjy yCTaHOB/berba Mecela IipHauke mcTOpuje
(debpyap), Jana xaHagckor MyITuKyjITypanusma (27. jyH), Mecena asu-
jexor Haciieba (Maj), Harpane 3a MmynTukyiTypanmsaMm, KaHagcKor AKIIO-
HOT IIaHa IpoTuB pacusMa uti. (Dewing, 2013).

Hocturayha 1 KpUTHKe KaHaJCKOT MyJITHUKYJITypajan3Ma

Kanana ce TpaguinonasIHo cMaTpa 3eM/bOM Y KOjOj je MYJITUKYJITypa-
JIM3aM yXBaTHO HajiyOrbe KopeHe 1 OCTBapuoO HajObosbe pesyJITaTe y MHTeT-
panumju MurpaHara. JecTo ce mcTiUe fia je OBa 3eMJba, 3a pas/IMKy o BehuHe
eBPOIICKMX Jp>KaBa, ycIlesa Ja IIOCTUTHe KOHKPeTHe pe3yJsITaTe ¥ CTBaparby
XapMOHWYHOT JPYyIITBa KOje yBakaBa eTHIUKe, je3/uKe 1 PeJINIvjcKe pas-
mmke. To moTBpbyjy 1 HOBUjU OKYIIIaji1 Mepekba IT0Ka3aTesba MyJITUKYIITY-
panHocTH (Bloemraad, 2011; Vigdor, 2011; Ng & Bloemraad, 2015; Tolley,
2016), xoju panrupajy Kanamy Ha mpBo MecTo, 3ajeqHO ca AycTpaiijoM.
Panrnpame Kanaje 1o pasnmuamTiiM MHAEKCHMA je BeOMa KOH3VCTeHTHO, a
3acHMBa ce Ha OpojHMM o0jekTMBHMM KpuTepujymmma. Crtora ce ca curyp-
Homthy mMoxe pehm 11a je Kanaja ceeTcku simpiep y o01acTt My ITUKYJITy pa-
JIM3Ma U MHTerpaliyje mmurpanara (Berry, 2013).

Kananckm Moziest MyaTUKyJITy pajiv3Ma jeflaH je oyl HajlemheHUjuX y
cery. CBe pasHOBPCHMje KaHa/ICKO CTAHOBHWIITBO XXVBY Y PeJIaTUBHO] Xap-
MOHMjU, yXuBajyhu jeriHake MOoryhHOCTM ¥ TpeTMaH y CKJIajly ca 3aKOHOM.
Kanana je mmperiosHaT/bMBa IIMPOM CBeTa I10 yCIeIIHOM ITPVCTYITy MYJITH-
KYJITy pajin3My, Koju je POKycrpaH Ha U3Tpajiiby PasHOBPCHOT U VHKIIY3WB-
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HOT IpyIITBa Kpo3 yHampebupare U MOJCTUIIANe CBECTH, pasyMeBarba U
MIOIITOBAba 32 MHOTe pas/IMuiTe KyJIType Koje JOIPUHOCe eKOHOMCKOM U
apymTeeHoM boratcTBy 3emsbe (Government of Canada, 2016).

Vneonormja MyJITHKYJITy pal3Ma je yIIUIa y CBe CerMeHTe KaHaJICKOT
IpyIITBa - Meiuje, 00pa30BHY CICTeM, 3aKOHOJAaBCTBO, CBAKOHEBHY KMBOT
ntn. Passoj Kanaze kao MyITueTHIYKe MMUIPaHTCKe JIp>KaBe je JOIIPHeo
JIMYHOM ¥ KOJIEKTMBHOM CaMOIIOIITOBaky IpUIIaHMKA CBUX €THUYKMX
rpyna, ysehao TosepaHIIMjy pasHOJIMKOCTY U Pa3BUO IO3UTVBHE CTaBOBe
Meby nmpunagHunMa pasanuntux rpyna. [lopen Tora, monmTika MyaTu-
KYJITy pajIi3Ma ofjurpaJia je BaXkHy yJI0Ty Kao HarnoHaHu cum6os1 Kanaba-
Ha ¥ 3a/J0BOJbIIa IIOTpely 3a 3aceOHMM KaHa[CKMM MIeHTuTeToM. MyiTu-
KYJITypajin3aM je ctsopuo npepcrasy o Kanagu kao crienmdpmanoj Hanmju,
Ppas3IMunTOj Of, IPYIMX, @ HAPOUMUTO OfI BEJIMKOI ¥ MONHOT jy)XHOT cyceria
(Gvozden, 2005). CtpaTeruja yrpabusara MyJITUKYJITYy paJIHOCTM Kao Aela
KaHaJICKOT MJIeHTUTeTa je y BeJIMKOj Mepu Owla ycIlelllHa: IIpeMa HelaBHOj
aHkeTy, 84% KanabaHa 1iMa mo3uTHBHe cTaBoBe O MYJITUKYJITypaIi3My, a
CTaHOBHUIIM HaBOZe MYJITUKYJITypaIi3aM Kao jemaH of Hajsehmx msBopa
Ha1oHasHor nnoHoca (Ng & Bloemraad, 2015).

Toxkom mocnemme wetupu AeneHuje Kanaja je ocTBapwia 3HadajaH
ycIIex y mpOMOLVjI, IIpe CBera eKOHOMCKe VIHTerpauyje nMurpanara. Vl noper
HeCyMIbVBO IIO3UTUBHIX pe3yJsITaTa, Y KaHa[ICKOM JIPYIITBY je M3pakeH pac-
Kopak nsmeby cryxOeHyx IMOIMTMKa MHTerpaliyije v IpyIITBeHOT UCKIbY K-
Barba HOBVIX MMUTpaHarta, Ipe cBera BUIUbMBIIX MakblHa, U3 IpUBpeaHe cde-
pe, i n yornuTe 13 japHor XusoTta. HapounTo nocsie 1990. rogyHe vmMmrpan-
TH Ce CyoYaBajy ca 3HaTHVM Telllkohama Ipu 3arlollUbaBakby; He3aIloC/IeHOCT,
HMCKa IpyUMarka ¥ CMPOMAIIITBO 3a MHOTe Cy IIOCTaIV KMBOTHA CBaKOIHEeB-
na. ViMajyhu y Bugy ma ce KaHajfiICKM MYJITHKYJITypajIv3aM pasBuUO yHyTap
IHpolieca HOJINTUYKOT JOroBopa mn3Meby 1Ba ,Hapoaa ocHusada” (bpuranaria
v dpaHitysa), 1 APYIVX MUTPAHTCKMX TPyTla eBPOIICKOr HopeKIa, 0e3 moim-
TUYKOr yuertha BUUBMBVIX MarbMHa, OHJIA 1 He n3HeHabyje unmbeHnIa Ja cy
peajiHe MOryhHOCTV IIPMBpPEIHOT, APYIITBEHOr 1 MOJIUMTUYKOI YK/byUlBakha
VIMUT'paHaTa 4ecTo y IPOTUBPEUHOCTI ca CIy>KOeHMM ITpoKIaMaliyjaMma MyJl-
TUKyTyparmsma v aaTipacusma (Cicak-Chand, 2005). To mpwsHaje v cama
KaHajIcKa BJ1ajia; npema [opuimbem msBelTajy o cipoBobery AkTa 0 MyJI-
TUKYJITypaymsMy ,vako Kanama vima ayry Tpagunyjy nNpuxsaTa MUIpaHaTa
v naxo Kanabanu reHepaHo nop kasajy pasiMauTOCT Y MyJITUKYJITY pasIi-
3aM, 13a30Bu ocTajy. I locTojane rpenpacyie v AUcKpyMyHaLVja Cy v Jajbe pe-
aJIHOCT 3a HeKe MarbHCKe IpyIIe, Kao M IVICIIapUTeTV Y €eKOHOMCKIMM pe3yJITa-
TMIMa 3a HOBe ycesbeHVIKe 1 BuybuBe MarmiHe” (Government of Canada, 2016).
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JemaH acmekT IpuxBaTarba MYJITUKYJITYpan3Ma je oOpasall cTaBoBa
npeMa oppebeHVM eTHOKYJITYpHUMM rpyllaMa yHyTap IIMper KaHaJCKor
apymrsa. Vako je mpuxsaTame MyJITUKYJITypajii3Ma y LeJIMHW BUCOKO, Ta-
Kobe 110cTOje 1 JoKa3u O pas3jiMKaMa y cTaBoBuMa. OBU CTaBOBU yKa3yjy Ha
IIOCTOjarbe eTHNYKE XMjepapxuje, Ie ce Ha HeKe rpyIle IJiefia II03UTUBHYje y
opgHocy Ha apyre. Y Kanaau, jbyiu 3ariaHOeBpOIICKOT 1 CeBepHOeBPOIICKOT
HopeKJIa ce YIJIaBHOM MO3UTVBHMje BPedHy]jy Off JPYIVX: OHM U3 MCTOUHE 1
jy’kHe EBpomne cy HVDK1 y TOj Xujepapxuju, a 3aTuM ciiefie Kanabanm Hees-
porckor nopeksia. OBy cTaBOBY CY MCTPaKMBaHW y OHOCY 1 Ha MMUIpaHaTe
V1 Ha €THOKYJITypHe Ipylie, IIpy 4eMy ce MMUIPaHTV YIJIaBHOM II0CMaTpajy
HeraTMBHMje 0f1 ocoba MCTOr IopeKiia Koje cy pobene 1 ofgpaciie y Kanamm.
HajueraTmsHMje cTaBoBe 0 MMUIPaHTMMAa MMajy VCIUTaHUIIN paHITyCcKOr
nopexia y nposunimju Ksedek. OHM MMurpaHTe mocMaTpajy Kao HeKOr KO
yrpoXkaBa I1oj10Xaj ppaHIlycKor je3uka 1 Kyirype y Ksebeky (Berry, 2013).

V1 nopey, 3BaHMYHe IIOJIMTHKE MYJITUKYJITy painsMa, y Kananu mpen-
pacylie v IUCKpUMMHAaIMja ofgpebeHnx eTHUUKIX IpyIIa joIl YBeK II0CToje.
PesynraTit ucTpaxnBarba jaBHOT MEbeFba yKasyjy Ada ce MyCJIMMaHu, OMOpO-
JadvKy Hapoau U IIpHIIM Hajuenthe cyodaBajy ca AMcKpuMuHanyjoM (Soroka
& Roberton, 2010). Kopucrehnt objexTrBHMje MHAMKaTOpe (MHIIEKC IpUXoaa
u crona cupomarnTsa), Pajir 1 baneprin (Reitz & Banerjee, 2007) cy ymope-
OVWIV pa3IndinTe Tpylle, 3aCHOBaHe Ha ITOpeKily — BUIblBe MarbuHe 11 Oesl-
1le eBPOIICKOT HopeKiIa. PesysrraTy cy 1mokasasm fa II0CToje BeJlKe pasjiiKe
nsMmeDby oBe JBe KaTeropuje, Ha IITeTY BUJbUBIX MarblHa, Koje IMajy HVDke
npuxope u Behy Hezanocienoct. HaBermenn ayropu 3akbyuyjy Aa cy Oeiin
ca ,ayxumM craxxom” y Kanagy 6osbe MHTerprcanm y ApyIiTBo of IIpuIiaj-
HVKa BUUBMBYUX MambrHa. CMarber-e TaKBOI HejeJHaKOI TpeTMaHa je IoCTa-
JI0 M1aBHa Opura y KaHa[CKOM jaBHOM JXKMBOTY, ca HaIJlaCKOM Ha ITporpa-
MMMa KOj¥ ce 3aCHIMBajy Ha IIPOMOIIMj/1 paBHOIIPAaBHOT yueliha y IpyIITBY.

[TpymagHuIM KaHaICKMUX BUUBUBYX MarbHa Cy AUCKPVMWHUCAHN U
y cekTopy 3gpascTeHe 3aiTute (De Maio & Kemp, 2010; Edge & Newbold,
2013). Ilpegpacyme ce ormienajy M y 4ecTO CTEPEOTUIIHOM IIpeICTaBbaiby
VIMUTPaHTCKMX 3ajelHMIa Yy MeaujuMa. ,YCKM OIlcer CJIMKa eTHWUYKMX
MamblHa HeraTMBHO yTude Ha MoryhHocT f1a Oyzy BubeHM Kao HeKO Ko faje
MO3UTMBaH JOIPUHOC KaHaICKOM JApYyIITBY. VcTpaXusaun Meyja NCTUIy
7la Cy OBM HeraTMBHM CTepPeOTUIIN pasJIor 3a 3a0puHYTOCT, jep cTBapajy jas
v3Meby eTHUMUKMX MarbMHa U T3B. ,IpaBux  Kanabana. Bumbuse MamiiHe
ce rocMaTpajy Kao ,Apyru” win ,CTpaHIN” Koju IIOTeHIIjaIHO MOry OuTHr
npeTiba 3a Haryjy” (Mahtani, 2001).
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MHoru KaHaJCKV aHaJIMTHUYapy cMaTpajy J1a IIOJINTHKa MYJITUKYJITY-
paM3Ma y 0BOj 3eMJbM Ma OpojHe HefroctaTke. Ilomrro je y Kanagy mynru-
KyJITypal3aM 3BaHMYHA IOJINTHKA, OYeKMBajIo Ou ce J1a je IOTKpeIrvbeHa
jerrHOM oriceXKHOM TeopujoM. MebyTiM, 4ak v FseHM HOOOPHUIN KPUTUUKN
roBOpe O TOMe Jla Y OCHOBM OBe IOJINTMKe He IIOCTOjU pas3BujeHa Teopuja.
Myntukyrypanusam je yBefeH 0e3 MKakBe peaJiHe mieje mrTa Ou Tpeba-
JI0 Ja 3Hauu, Wi OWIO KakBe JajieKoceXHe cTpaTervije Herose IpyMeHe
(Kymlicka, 1998). Y nureparypu ce yecto HaBoau wiaHak A. I'pera, xoju
ONTYXyje MyJITUKYJITypa3aM 3a cBe Behy 1oylapusanyjy y eTHUUKUM Off-
Hocuma y Kananm. ITo memy, KOHCeH3yC efinTe OKO 0ajKOBUTOT MYJITHKYJI-
Typajl3Ma He JI03BOjbaBa CyodaBarbe ca peayiHoIINy cBe Behyx eTHMUKMIX
nopsajamba v annMosureta (Gregg, 2006).

ITo banTuury n Kvvmku (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010), kputvaapu mysi-
TUKyJITypaimsMa y Kanaay HaBofe ja ce 3eMyba CyodaBa Ca MICTOM BPCTOM
cerperaiyje, usosanyje, Ipeapacyia 1 rojapusanyje Koja ce jasjba 1y EBpo-
1. MHorm anaymriyapy ce 1o3uBajy Ha IIOJaTKe M3 3BaHMYHe CTaTUCTHKe
o ce BeheM Opoj ,,eTHMUKMX eHK/IaBa”, IIITO je JI0Ka3 O cBe Behoj eTHIUKO]
reToV3alVjii BUIUBVBYIX MarbMHA y KaHaJICKMM IpajosuMa. Hexkn rerpaxm-
Baull yKa3yjy Ha II0jaBy MCIaMCKOT pagvKayisma y Kanagy n Ha HecMeTaHO
IIpaKTMKOBatb€ HEAEMOKPATCKOI IIOHalllarba Y HEKMM VIMUTPaHTCKVM I'pylia-
Ma, TBpfehn f1a oHe He ycIieBajy Ja ce pularoje JmbdepaiHo-1eMOKPaTCKIM
Hopmama Kanazie (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010). Ipyru ayTopu ykasyjy ga HoBe
CTyAUje O CTaBOBMMa JIpyre reHepallyje BUJbUBIX Marb/Ha IIPyXKajy JToKase
o cse Behoj nonmapmsanyju. Paji i baneprn (Reitz & Banerjee, 2007) TBpre
7la y Opyroj TeHepalyjyi BUIIJb/Be Marb/He Y Marb0j Mepu nspaxasajy , IIpu-
nagHoct” Kananay, yak 1 y nopebersy ca cBojuM poayTesbyiMa MMUTPaHTVIMa.
Vaxo cMaTpajy 1a Cy oBe II0jaBe IpeyBeJyaHe 1 J1a ce jaBsbajy y MHOI'O MarbOj
Mepu Hero y EBponm, BanTiar 1 Kuwimka (2010) koHcTatyjy 1a mpobdieMu
vmnak nocroje u ga Kanama ceakako Hujje , MyJITUKYIJITY pajIHU paj”.

Hpyrv nperren KpUTUKa KaHaACKOT MYJITUKYITypaimisMa aajy I'yo n
Bour (Guo & Wong, 2015). Oant HaBozle fa MyJITUKYJITypaIn3aM IIopuBa
KaHaJICKO JPYIITBO (MIEHTUTeT U KOXe3Mjy) Kpo3 IIPOMOBICame KyJITypHe
Pa3sHOIMKOCTY Ha padyH Hal[MOHAJIHOT jeJMHCTBa; MapriHajIn3yje v reTou-
3Upa MarbVHe; IleMeHTIpa pas/ivke 1 nocMarpa Kanaty Kao ckyIr ayTOHOM-
HMX eTHWYKMX IpyIla; He OaBu ce y3polyMa HejemHaKoCTV, Hero obehasa
MHOT0 a iaje MaJlo, M3y3eB OOMarbVBarha, IPUKpUBamba, M30erapama 1 13o-
OmryaBarba; He jaua MarbMHe, Beh 11X mocMaTpa Kao MHCTPYMEHT KOHTpOJIe
3a IIOCTU3ar-e KOHCeH3yca MaHUITyJIMCathbeM HVIXOBOM BOJbOM.
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V1 mopen yrjiaBHOM IO3UTUBHMX CTaBOBa WM pe3ysITaTa MYJITUKYJI-
Typamsma y Kanagu, on Hema noapiky csux Kanabana. ITporusauim
MYJITUKYJITypaji3Ma ra Bujle Kao CpeJICTBO 3a ypebusame ogHOcCa JOMMU-
HaHTHe aHIJI0POHCKe KYJIType ¥ MalbMHCKMX IPyIla - BUAJBVBYIX MatbHa,
dpankokaHabana 1 gomopogaukmx Hapopa. [lonuTuka pasaanrocTit y
Kananwu ce criposBoau y Tpu ofBojeHa ,cmioca”, ca pasJIMuUTUIM 3aKOHM-
Ma ¥ yCTaBHUM ofpefdaMa: MyJITUKYJITypaji3aM Koju ce OaBM eTHUYKIM
AVBEP3UTETOM KOji je Iocjieiniia MMuUrpanuje, denepainsaM u OMINH-
rBr3aM Kao ofropop Ha ¢gppaniyckn meo Kaname, 1 moMmopogauka mpasa
ITpsux Hapopa (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010).

dpaHKoKaHabaHM 11 JOMOpPOIAaUKyM Hapoay cebe cMaTpajy pasindu-
TUM OJI BUIUBVBIIX MAabVIHA, a MIEOJIOTVjy MYJITUKYJITYpajI3Ma I0XKMBIba-
Bajy Kao onacHocT. HapounTo ®@pankokanabanmu (Ksebeuann), mocMarpajy
KYJITYPHM IDTypaji3aM Kao IIPeTHY MXOBUM TeXbaMa 3a CaMOyIIpaBOM
VI M3rpaji-oM Halluje, mpedpepupajyhn ajrepHaTUBHI MOJIesl MHTePKYJITY-
pammsma (Ng & Bloemraad, 2015). JaBHo Mmerse y KBebeky decTo 3axTeBa
3ay3uMarbe uBpIIher cTaBa IpeMa VMWIPAHTVIMA, a MCTPaKMBama Cy II0-
Kasajla Ja OBa Mieja MMa IIMPOKYy IOAPIIKY. MHOrm KBeOeukn MHTeIeK-
TyaJILIV CMATpajy Ia dpemepasHa MOINTHUKA MYJITUKYIITYpaIi3Ma yMambyje
HallMoHasiHe acnupainyje Ksebeka. Y mocienme Bpeme, dppaHKodOHCKe
HOJINTUYKe HapTHje 3acHMBajy M300pHY KaMmIlalby Ha aHTU-VIMUTPAHTCKO]
VI aHTUMYJITUKYJITY pajIHO] IuIaTpopMu, KopucTehn olITpy peTopuKYy 1 jas-
HO ONTYXyjyhu ,mperepann” MyJITUKyITypaan3aM. 3a HeKe KpuTudape,
TO MpeJicTaB/ba IPBY ,IYKOTUHY Y 3Uy ", IIPBU IIpaBy 3HaK OfycCTajarba O]l
MYJITUKYJITY pajI3Ma, M HaroBelllTaj OHOTa IIITo he ce BepoBaTHO IeCUTN 11 Y
apyrum fgenosuma Kanane (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010).

3akspy4dak

Kanana je semspa ca Hajay’>XOM WMHCTUTYIIVIOHAIHOM TpPalyIjoM
MYJITUKYJITYpajii3Ma. YIIpKoc OpojHUM KpUTHKaMa M CyMHaMa y H-eTrOBY
CTBapHY e(VKacHOCT, CTarbe y KaHa/JCKOM JPYIITBY yKasyje Ha UYMIbeHUITY
Ja MyJITUKYJITy pajIi3aM MIIaK IpescTaB/ba peIaTUBHO yCIlelaH MOJIesl H-
Terpariije OpojHIX eTHUYKMX IPYIIa, 4eCTo BeoMa payinmunTux. Hajsaxauje
npocturayhe KaHazICKOT MojieJia je TO IIITO IOCTVKe KOHKpeTHe pesyJTare y
cyouaBamby ca cse BehoMm eTHUYKOM pasHoimkolihy, a ga mpu Tom Kanaga
ocTaje cTabniHo 1 1o0po ypebeHo gpyITBO.
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MynTukysrypaivsam Kao uaeaaTHy Mofesl peryicara MebyeTHid-
KMX OJHOCA, 3aCHOBaH Ha jeHaKOCTV, TOJICPAHLIVV U y3ajaMHOM IIOIITO-
Balby Ppas/IMUMUTOCTY, WIIaK HUje y MOTIYHOCTM OCTBapeH y KaHaJCKOM
OpyIITBY, onTepeheHoM mpuMepuma pacusMa ¥ AuUCKpuMMHanyje. Vaxo
OBa IIOJIMTMKA Ipy’Ka M3BeCHY MHOAPIIKY MMWUIPaHTVIMa Yy IIOYeTHOM Ile-
puony npwiarobasara KaHajCKOM JIPYIITBY, OIICTaHAK HAapOYMTO MakbyX
eTHUYKMX Tpylla YyrpoXKaBajy CHaXKHM IIpOIecy acuMIJlalivje, yCIOB/beH!
JAOMMHAHTHVM I10JIOXKajeM eHIJIeCKOT je3VKa ¥ aHIJIOOHCKe KyJIType.

ToxoM 45 rogyHa 0TKaKo je MyJITHKYJITY pajivi3aM ITOCTao 3BaHVYHa JIp-
KaBHa ITOJINTHMKA, CTBOPeHa je CHa)KHa 3aKOHCKa M MHCTUTYIMOHAaJIHA IIO/p-
1IIKa, KOjy je JaHac Hemoryhe ociopasaTii, HUTH je TO APYIITBEHO ITOXEJbHO.
Kpos 6pojHe npojexre nHTErpaiiyje 1 odyBarba €eTHOKYJITY PHOT AMBep3UTeTa,
Kao " CHa’>KHOM Me,ILV[jCKOM IIOAPHIIKOM MYJITUKYJITYPaJIM3MYy V1 IIOIITOBAbY
a3 IMYUTOCTH, CTBOPEHO je APYIITBO Koje e y M3BeCHOM CTelleHy IIpMOJIvDKm-
JIO YTOIIMCKOM WMleaTHOM JIPYIITBY Oe3 mpempacyna 1 kceHodoOje.

Vimajyhm y Buay fa ce y HapegHMUM felleHMjaMa O4eKyje KOHTUMHYM-
paHu nopacTt yueltha npuiagHKa BUIJbUBYX MakblHa Y YKYIIHOM CTaHOB-
muiTey Kanane,” nurame Oymyher passoja mosmmMTke MyJITHKYJITY paI3Ma
VIMa BeJIMKM 3Hadaj. Vako MyITHKY/ITypain3aM HeMa O30WbHY ajITepHa-
TUBY y KaHaJICKOM APYIITBY, II0JIeMIKe OKO F-eTOBMX CTBapHMX edeKaTa 1
mwbeBa, ogHoc npema @pankokaHabaHuMa 11 JOMOPOIAUYKMM HapoauMa,
pactyhm cTpax of mcjIaMcKOr eKcTpemMusMa 1 ocehaj yrposkeHoCTy eBpoIl-
CKMX BPeIHOCTH, OCTaBJbajy IIPOCTOP M 3a JIpyradvja MUIIUbeHa.
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Abstract: Canada is a country with the longest tradition of institutional multicultur-
alism in the world. The paper analyzes the contemporary ethno-cultural diversity of
the population of Canada. Immigration has given specific feature of this country, and
each new wave of immigration has contributed to its ethnic and cultural diversity.
The basis of today’s Canada’s racial and ethnic diversity makes groups that are dif-
ferent in their characteristics: whites of European origin (mainly British and French
origin), so-called visible minorities and indigenous peoples. Canada has traditionally
been considered a country where multiculturalism has achieved the best results in the
integration of immigrants. Despite the undoubtedly great results, there is a discrep-
ancy between the official policy of integration and social exclusion of new immigrants,
especially visible minorities, from the economic sphere and general from public life.
Prejudice and discrimination are still the reality for some minority groups, as well as a
lower living standard of visible minorities, new immigrants and indigenous peoples.
Although there is no serious alternative to multiculturalism in the Canadian society,
the controversy about its real effects and objectives, attitude toward the French Cana-
dians and indigenous people, the growing fear of Islamic extremism, and the sense of
vulnerability of European values, leave room for different opinions.

Key words: Canada, multiculturalism, ethnic diversity, visible minorities, immigration

Introduction

Multiculturalism is an ideology and a state policy that seeks to estab-
lish such a model of governance that allows the coexistence of culturally
diverse populations. Its feature is a respect for cultural differences and, in
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contrast to assimilation, support for the conservation of diversity of particu-
lar ethnocultural groups (Gregory et al., 2009). In the normative and politi-
cal sense, the concept of multiculturalism is one of the possible models of a
relation of liberal-democratic states to ethnocultural pluralism of modern
societies, and the need for integration of different ethnocultural communi-
ties, particularly national minorities and immigrant communities (Vukovié-
Calasan, 2014). Multiculturalism was formed in the 1960s in Canada. It is
based on the acceptance of the existence of different cultures, which seeks to
achieve harmony in society (Sabi¢, 2008).

When Canada as the first country in the world in 1971 introduced mul-
ticulturalism in official state policy, the academic world and the general public
prevailed extremely positive and affirmative attitude toward this policy. Mul-
ticulturalism is regarded as the best way to overcome racial, ethnic and cultural
barriers in societies where the population is very divided, because it is based
on acceptance of diversity, tolerance and coexistence. In 1970s and 1980s, many
countries have supported for, and experimentation with, multiculturalism
(Banting & Kymlicka, 2010), In the last decade of the 20th century, this concept
is, to a greater or lesser extent, it was generally accepted by the developed soci-
eties of liberal capitalism, in the form of official policy or public support. Global
enthusiasm is expressed the American sociologist N. Glazer (1997) by famous
sentences: ,Multiculturalism won. We are all multiculturalists now!”

However, in the late 20th and early 21st century begins a period of criti-
cism of this concept. In much of the word, and particularly in Europe, there
is a widespread perception that multiculturalism has failed, and that it is
time to pull back from the approach, which has been taken too far. Critics of
multiculturalism point out that this policy has produced a number of nega-
tive consequences in the process of integration of immigrants and minority
groups, among which are: spatial segregation and ghettoization of residential
districts along ethnic lines; social isolation of immigrants; strengthening of
stereotypes, prejudice and discrimination between different ethnic groups;
political radicalism, and the perpetuation of illiberal practices amongst im-
migrant groups, etc. (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010). In recent years, in Europe
more and more talk about the failure of multiculturalism as a social and pub-
lic policy, and blame multiculturalism for fostering Islamic extremism. This
discourse has produced the term , post-multiculturalism” and ,,end of mul-
ticulturalism” that has been used by scholars to suggest the need to move
beyond current policies and practices of multiculturalism and to find new
approaches to the processes of immigrant integration (Guo & Wong, 2015).
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Perhaps the most vivid example of this retreat from multiculturalism
is the Netherlands. It adopted the most ambitious set of multiculturalism
policies in western Europe in the 1980s, yet in the 1990s it started to cut back
on these policies, and then abandoned them almost entirely in the 2000s.
Multiculturalism in the Netherlands has been replaced with fairly harsh and
coercive ,civic integration” policies, which appear to be indistinguishable
from assimilation. (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010). And in some other countries
that have adopted the policy of multiculturalism (Sweden, United Kingdom,
Australia) there is doubts about the effectiveness of this policy in the creation
of a harmonious society without prejudice and discrimination. In Europe,
the rise of anti-immigrant sentiment is partly connected with the fear of ter-
rorist attacks, especially in the last few years (migration crisis caused by the
conflict in Syria and the Middle East).

In contrast to Europe’s dominant anti-multiculturalism discourse, in
Canada is dominated support for this concept. Recent public opinion sug-
gests that an majority of Canadians identify multiculturalism as one of the
most important symbols of the country’s national identity (Guo & Wong,
2015). Canadians often exhibit general confidence about the state of ethnic
relations in country and have a positive attitude towards newcomers from
different cultural circles. There is a general sense that the Canadian model of
immigrant integration has been relatively successful, and that it needs only
minor tinkering, not major U-turns. Yet, cases of racism, discrimination, spa-
tial and economic segregation show that Canada has not been immune to the
rising global crisis of multiculturalism (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010).

Immigration and ethnocultural diversity of Canada

Together with the USA, Australia and New Zealand, Canada is a mul-
tiethnic and multicultural country of immigration, which provide a basic
feature of linguistic and cultural traditions native to Europe, but to a much
lesser degree than the mid-20th century. Canada has long been, and contin-
ues to be, a land of immigration. Since creating of Dominion in 1867, more
than 17 million immigrants have come to Canada (Statistics Canada, 2016).
Immigration over the past 150 years is largely given specific feature of this
country and each new wave of immigration has contributed to its ethnic and
cultural diversity. The basis of today’s Canada’s racial and ethnic diversity
makes several groups that are extremely different in their characteristics:
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whites of European origin (mainly British and French origin), so-called vis-
ible minorities? and indigenous peoples (First Nations, Métis and Inuit).?

The earliest population of Canada are First Nations, who arrived from
Asia approximately 15,000 years ago. If we neglect the Vikings sailing up the
east coast of Canada around the year 1000, the European colonization of Canada
began the arrival of the French in the 16th and early 17th century - expedition
of Jacques Cartier in 1534, and Samuel de Champlain, who in 1608 founded
the Quebec City (McNaught, 1988). The greatest significance for contemporary
ethnocultural image of Canada had international rivalry between France and
England. After the victory of England in the Seven Years War (1754-1760),
France was in 1763 submitted its Canadian possessions to England; then began
the period of the domination of Anglophone culture and tradition in Canada,
but it is a strong French element in Quebec managed to survive.

By the early 19th century, the number of European settlers, the mostly
English and French, was extremely small. More intensive immigration began
after the War of 1812, and it was participated mostly immigrants from the Brit-
ish Isles. The annual number of immigrants in Canada has fluctuated consider-
ably over the last 150 years. Some of these fluctuations are linked to immigra-
tion policy changes, others to Canada’s economic situation or world events con-
nected with the movement of migrants and refugees (Statistics Canada, 2016).

In the second half of the 19th century, the number of immigrants admit-
ted annually to Canada varied between 6,300 and 133,000 (Statistics Canada,
2016). In 1871, Canada had about two million inhabitants originating from
the British Isles. It was created the Anglo-Celtic dominant group, which held
the highest positions of power in the country. Among immigrants who are
not British and French origin dominated the Germans, Dutch and Scandi-
navians (Hersak & Ci¢ak-Chand, 1991). A significant change in the ethnic
structure of Canada’s has caused immigration policy by the late 19th and

2 According to Canadian Employment Equity Act (1995), members of visible minorities
means persons, other than aboriginal peoples, who are non-Caucasian in race or non-white in
colour (Parliament of Canada, 1995). The Statistics Canada government uses an definition by which
it classifies as visible minorities the following groups: South Asian, Chinese, Black, Filipino, Latin
American, Arab, Southeast Asian, West Asian, Korean, Japanese etc. (Statistics Canada, 2015).

® The term , First Nations” refers to the Indian peoples in Canada. A term that came
into common usage in the 1970s to replace the word ,Indian”, which some people found
offensive. Métis (Métis people) are people of mixed First Nation-European (mostly French)
origin (Government of Canada, 2012a). Canadian Constitution of 1982 recognizes Métis as
one of the official Aboriginal peoples.
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early 20th century, initiated by the Minister of the Interior Clifford Sifton.
With the intention to settle almost uninhabited prairie provinces in the west,
he encouraged the immigration of poor farmers from Russia, Austria-Hun-
gary and Italy. At that time, has grown rapidly share of Slavs and Italians in
the Canadian population (McNaught, 1988).

In the first three decades of the 20th century in Canada immigrated 4.6
million people, but in the same period, 3.4 million people left the country.
During the period from 1901 to 1911. recorded the strongest immigration - 1.7
million of peoples (Herak & Ci¢ak-Chand, 1991). The highest number ever re-
corded was in 1913, when more than 400,000 immigrants arrived in the coun-
try. From 1913 to 1930, the annual inflow was around 100,000 immigrants. The
number of people entering the country dropped dramatically during World
War I; the lowest numbers of landed immigrants were recorded during the
Great Depression in the 1930s and World War II (Statistics Canada, 2016).

During the period 1946-1981, Canada has received about five million
immigrants - slightly more than at the beginning of the 20th century. The av-
erage annual inflow amounted to 150,000 (1950s), 141,000 (1960s) and 144,000
(1970s) (Hersak & Ci¢ak-Chand, 1991). Since the early 1990s, the number of
immigrants has remained relatively high, with an average of approximately
235,000 per year (Statistics Canada, 2016). From 2005 to 2015, 2,828,365 new
permanent residents landed in Canada. In 2015, the number of immigrants
amounted to 271,660, a 4.4% increase compared to 2014. These new immi-
grants came from more than 190 countries (The Canadian Magazine of Im-
migration, 2016). In the year from July 2015 to June 2016, there were 320,932
immigrants to Canada, the largest annual number in a single annual period
since 1913. This increase can be explained by the arrival of Syrian refugees,
which began in November 2015 (Grant, 2016).

Annual statistics on landed immigrants in Canada may not reflect the
number of people living in the country, because some migrants just passing
through on their way to settle in the USA, the other quickly returning to the
country of origin, etc. Therefore, the percentage of foreign-born persons in the
total population shows the directly impact of immigration on the demograph-
ic development of Canada. According to the census of 1871, half a million peo-
ple (16.1% of the Canadian population) was born abroad. The foreign-born
population continued to rise at the end of the 1800s, but at a slower pace than
the population born in Canada. That is why their share in the total population
in 1901 fell to 13.0%, the lowest proportion recorded in official statistics. After
the considerable rise in immigration at the beginning of the 1900s, the 1931

279



@ Collection of Papers - Faculty of Geography at the University of Belgrade 64

Census counted nearly 2.3 million of foreign-born people, representing 22.2%
of Canada’s population. During the period 1931 to 1951, there was a decrease
in the inflow of immigrants and their share in the total population, as a result
of the Great Depression and World War II, but also due to high emigration lev-
els. Since the 1950s, foreign-born population has been steadily increasing, and
their proportion in the total Canadian population since 1971. By 2011, Census
estimated the foreign-born population at 6,775,700, representing more than
single-fifths (20.6%) of the total population. This was the largest proportion
since the 1931 Census (Statistics Canada, 2016).

Parallel with the growing number of immigrants, there have been sig-
nificant changes in their ethnic origin. During the first few censuses after
creating of Dominion of Canada, the British Isles were the main source of im-
migration, accounting for 83.6% of the foreign-born population in the 1871
Census. In the late 19th and early 20th century, structure of immigrants is
changing with the arrival of new groups of immigrants from Eastern Eu-
rope (Ukrainians, Russians, and Polish), Western Europe and Scandinavia.
The immigration boom after World War II continued to favor immigration
from the British Isles, but a significant number of immigrants arrived from
Western Europe (Germany and the Netherlands) and Southern Europe (Ita-
ly, Greece, Yugoslavia and Portugal) from the 1950s to the 1970s. According
to 1971 Census, 28.3% of immigrants were born in the United Kingdom and
51.4% in another European country (Statistics Canada, 2016).

The removal of racial or ethnic barriers to immigration policy in 1967
has facilitated immigration from Asia, Africa and other areas that previous-
ly were limited to enter Canada. In the mid-1970s the proportion of people
from Third World countries in the immigrant inflow has exceeded 50% (Li,
2000). People non-European origin are now highly dominate in the immigra-
tion contingent, mainly as economic migrants, family reunification program
participants and refugees. In the total number of immigrants 2014, Asia
participated with 62.4%, Africa 12.9%, Europe 10.8% Latin America 9.6%,
USA 3.3%, Australia and Oceania 0.7 %, and 0.3% was unknown. Five Asian
countries (the Philippines, India, China, Iran and Pakistan) participate with
almost half (49.51%) of the total number of immigrants (Government of Can-
ada, 2015). In the past 11 years, China, India and the Philippines have been
the top three sources of immigration to Canada. What is noticeable is the
increasing number of refugees from Syria, which in 2015 was in sixth place
(The Canadian Magazine of Immigration, 2016).
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Due to immigration in the last 50 years, the ethnic structure of the popu-
lation of Canada has experienced significant changes. In the 1901 Census Can-
ada was overwhelmingly European - 96,3% (British 57,0%, French 31,0%, and
others 8,3%) (Basavarajappa & Ram, 1999). It was similar 80 years later, when
93.0% of Canadians were of European origin (40.2% British, 26.7% French, and
26.1% others) (Birch, 1989). According to 2011 Census white Europeans were
still the majority - about 76,7% of population.* More than 200 different ethnic
origins were reported. Canada’s ethnocultural diversity over the past three
decades has become increasingly racialized with the increase of non-white
ethnic groups. In 1981, when the Canadian Census first started counting of vis-
ible minority population, racialized persons in Canada constituted 4,7 % of the
population. This proportion increased to 19,1% in 2011. Thus approximately
one in five people in Canada are racialized persons with the proportions much
higher in the larger cities of Toronto (47%), Vancouver (45.2%), and Calgary
(28.1%) (Guo & Wong, 2015). Among visible minorities are the most numerous
South Asians (4.8% of the population of Canada), Chinese (4.0%), Blacks (2.9%),
the Philippines (1.9%) and Latin Americans (1.2%). They were followed by Ar-
abs, Southeast Asians, West Asians, Koreans and Japanese (Statistics Canada,
2013b). Aboriginal people accounted 4.3% of the total population (Statistics
Canada, 2013a). Due to the increasing ethnic and cultural heterogeneity of the
Canadian population, the issue of the status and treatment of ethnic groups
has been an important and longstanding one in Canada.

Development of Canadian multiculturalism

After creating a Dominion of Canada 1867, formally proclaimed policy of
»cultural dualism”, based on the recognition and equitable coexistence of the
two ,founding nations”, the British and French. However, Anglo-Canadian
component soon established itself as an extremely dominant in all aspects of
public life (Noel, 1993). Therefore, the model of cultural dualism in reality had
nothing in common with the French cultural heritage, but above all with the
Anglo-Saxon tradition and British cultural values (Porter, 1965); hence origi-
nated the term ,, Anglo-conformism”. In accordance with such a model of eth-

* This number is estimated, because in addition to the population declared themselves
to have of European origin includes ,,Canadians”, introduced as an ethnic origin category
since 1996 Census. Calculations on ethnic origins of the Canadian population are complicated
by changes in the questions used in various censuses. Since 1981, respondents to Canadian
censuses were allowed to choose , multiple origins” as an answer to the ethnic origin question.
Therefore, the data on the ethnicity of 2011 are approximate.
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nic relations, the transfer of cultural values moved in only one direction - from
the majority Anglophone group to the minority Francophone group and other
groups (Ci¢ak-Chand, 2005). In the past, Canada, like the other major British
settler societies (the USA, Australia and New Zealand), had an assimilationist
approach to immigration (Palmer, 2002). Immigrants were encouraged and
expected to assimilate to the pre-existing British mainstream culture, with the
hope that over time they would become indistinguishable from native-born
British Canadians in their way of life (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010). Through-
out the 1920s Canadian politicians and immigration officials talked about the
need to ,Canadianise” all immigrants who arrived in the country (Fedorow-
ich, 2016). Any groups that were seen as incapable of this sort of cultural as-
similation (such as Asians and Africans) were prohibited from emigrating to
Canada, or from becoming citizens (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010).

The development of ideas, policies and practices of multiculturalism
in Canada after the World War II can be seen through three developmental
stages: incipient stage (1945-1971), formative stage (1971-1981) and institution-
alization stage (1982-present) (Dewing, 2013; Guo & Wong, 2015).

In incipient stage racially discriminatory and culturally assimilationist
approach to non-Britannic ethnic groups was slowly discredited, but in spite
of that until the 1970s the Canadian inter-ethnic relations are still dominat-
ed Anglo-conformism, i.e. the policy of assimilation which started from the
assumption that the various ethnic groups gradually leave their own cul-
ture accepting assimilation into the dominant Anglophone cultural matrix.
Requirements of ethnic groups for greater equality and participation in the
public life of Canada reached a peak in the 1960s, and were related with
the separatist movement of Francophones in Quebec and the struggle of Eu-
ropean minority groups for the preservation of cultural identity, especially
Ukrainians (Ci¢ak-Chand, 1991, 2005; Gvozden, 2005). Leaving of the , melt-
ing pot” model preceded by elimination of racist criteria of immigration pol-
icies in 1967, which led to an increasing participation of non-European and
non-Christian immigrants. The Canadian government in 1969 passed a Of-
ficial Languages Act, which guaranteed equal status of English and French
language in all state institutions (Minister of Justice, 2016).

The following formative stage began in 1971, when Canada was the first
country in the world to adopt multiculturalism as an official policy (Gov-
ernment of Canada, 2012b). The essence of this policy is the acceptance
and preservation of different cultural traditions, and members of all ethnic
groups have the right to be themselves, without pressure to assimilate into
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the majority culture. According to Canadian government, ,, A policy of mul-
ticulturalism... (is) the most suitable means of assuring the cultural freedom
of Canadians... The Government will support and encourage the various cul-
tural and ethnic groups that give structure and vitality to our society. They
will be encouraged to share their cultural expression and values with other
Canadians and so contribute to a richer life for all” (Trudeau, 1971).

In order to implement the new policy at this stage was established
Multicultural Directorate and Ministry of Multiculturalism (today Depart-
ment of Canadian Heritage) (Guo & Wong, 2015). Canadian Government
has pledged to provide support to minority groups to preserve their culture,
if one for this show the adequate interest. The choice between preserving
their own culture or assimilation left to the free will of individuals or groups
(Ci¢ak-Chand, 2005). In this sense, in 1971 set four main goals of the Cana-
dian policy of multiculturalism (Trudeau, 1971):

- toassist all Canadian cultural groups that have demonstrated a de-
sire and effort to continue to develop a capacity to grow and con-
tribute to Canada,

- to assist members of all cultural groups to overcome cultural barri-
ers to full participation in Canadian society,

- to promote creative encounters and interchange amongst all Cana-
dian cultural groups in the interest of national unity, and

- to assist immigrants to acquire at least one of the Canada’s official
languages in order to become full participants in Canadian society.

In the institutionalization stage, multiculturalism policy became formal-
ized as official legislation (Guo & Wong, 2015). Decree on multiculturalism
has entered into the Canadian Constitution Act in 1982 (Parliament of Cana-
da, 1982); 1988 is a fully defined legal framework of this policy, the adoption
of the Multiculturalism Act (Parliament of Canada, 1988). At this stage there
have been a certain changes to the policy of multiculturalism, primarily in the
relative emphasis given to these four goals. Starting in the mid-1970s, the sec-
ond and third goals have increasingly received the lion’s share of funding un-
der the programme. But the core ideas of Canadian multiculturalism policy
since 1971 have remained stable: the recognition of cultural diversity; remov-
ing barriers to full participation; promoting interchange between groups; and
promoting the acquisition of official languages (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010).
More recent examples of continued institutionalization of multiculturalism
include the establishment of Black History Month (February), Canadian Mul-
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ticulturalism Day (June 27), Asian Heritage Month (May), Award for Multi-
culturalism, Canada’s Action Plan Against Racism (Dewing, 2013).

Achievements and critique of Canadian multiculturalism

Canada has traditionally been considered a country where multicul-
turalism has captured the deepest roots and achieved the best results in the
integration of migrants. It is often said that Canada, unlike most European
countries, managed to achieve concrete results in creating a harmonious so-
ciety that respects ethnic, linguistic and religious differences. This is con-
firmed by recent attempts measuring indicators of multiculturalism (Bloem-
raad, 2011; Vigdor, 2011; Ng & Bloemraad, 2015; Tolley, 2016), which ranked
Canada in first place, along with Australia. The ranking of Canada on vari-
ous indices is rather consistent, and is based on numerous objective criteria.
Hence, we can have some confidence that Canada is a world leader in the
domains of multiculturalism and integration of immigrants (Berry, 2013).

Canada has one of the world’s most admired models of multicultural
society. Its increasingly diverse population lives in relative harmony, enjoying
equal opportunity and treatment under the law. Canada are recognized world-
wide for successful approach to multiculturalism, which focuses on building
a diverse and inclusive society by promoting and encouraging awareness, un-
derstanding and respect for the many different cultures that contribute to the
economic and social wealth of our country (Government of Canada, 2016).

The ideology of multiculturalism has entered into all segments of Cana-
dian society - the media, the education system, legislation, everyday life, etc.
Building of Canada as a multi-ethnic immigrant country has contributed to
personal and collective self-respect of members of all ethnic groups, increased
tolerance of diversity and develop positive attitudes among members of differ-
ent groups. In addition, the policy of multiculturalism has played an important
role as a national symbol of Canadians and satisfy the need for a separate Ca-
nadian identity. Multiculturalism has created the idea of Canada as a specific
nation, different from others, especially from the big and powerful southern
neighbor (Gvozden, 2005). The strategy to make multiculturalism a part of Ca-
nadian identity has largely been a success: in a recent poll, 84% of Canadians
held favorable views of multiculturalism, and residents list multiculturalism
as one of the largest sources of national pride (Ng & Bloemraad, 2015).
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During the last four decades, Canada has achieved significant success
in promoting primarily economic integration of immigrants. Despite the un-
doubtedly great results in Canadian society there is a discrepancy between
the official policy of integration and social exclusion of new immigrants,
especially visible minorities, from the economic sphere, but also in general
from public life. Especially after 1990, immigrants face significant difficul-
ties in employment; unemployment, low incomes and poverty for many
have become everyday life. Bearing in mind that the Canadian multicultural-
ism developed within the process of a political agreement between the two
,founding nations” (the British and French), and other migrant groups of
European origin, without political participation of visible minorities, then it
is not surprising that the real possibilities of economic, social and political in-
volvement of immigrants often in contradiction with official proclamations of
multiculturalism and anti-racism (Ci¢ak-Chand, 2005). It is recognized by the
Canadian Government itself; according to the Annual report on the operation
of the Canadian Multiculturalism Act ,although Canada has a long tradition
of accommodation and Canadians are generally supportive of diversity and
multiculturalism, challenges remain. Persistent prejudice and discrimination
remain a reality for some minority groups, as do disparities in economic out-
comes for newcomers and visible minorities” (Government of Canada, 2016).

One aspect of the acceptance of multiculturalism is the pattern of atti-
tudes towards particular ethnocultural groups within the larger Canadian so-
ciety. While there is high acceptance of multiculturalism in general, there was
also evidence of variations in attitudes. These attitudes revealed an ethnic
hierarchy, with some groups being evaluated more positively than others. In
Canada, those of West and North European backgrounds are usually viewed
more positively than those of other origins: East and South Europeans are
lower in the hierarchy, followed by Canadians those not of European back-
ground. These attitudes have been studied with respect to both immigrants
and to ethnocultural groups, with immigrants usually viewed less positively
than those who were born and raised in Canada of the same origin. The least
positive attitudes about immigrants were among respondents of French ori-
gin, in the province of Quebec. In their view, immigrants may be seen as un-
dermining the place of French language and culture in Quebec (Berry, 2013).

Despite the official policy of multiculturalism, in Canada prejudice and
discrimination against certain ethnic groups still exist. The results of public
opinion surveys indicate that Muslims, aboriginal peoples and Black are con-
sidered the most likely to face discrimination (Soroka & Roberton, 2010). Us-
ing more objective indicators (index of income, and poverty rate), Reitz and
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Banerjee (2007) compared two groups based on ancestry: visible minorities and
whites of European origin. They found that there were large differences be-
tween the two categories, to the detriment of visible minorities, who have low-
er incomes and higher unemployment. Reitz and Banerjee (2007) concluded
that whites with greater experience in Canada are better integrated into society
than are visible minorities. The reduction of such unequal treatment has be-
come a major concern in Canadian public life, with emphases in programmes
increasingly being placed on the promotion of equitable participation.

Members of the Canadian visible minorities are discriminated against
even in the healthcare sector (De Maio & Kemp, 2010; Edge & Newbold,
2013). Prejudices are reflected in the often stereotypical presentation of im-
migrant communities in the media. , The narrow range of images of ethnic
minorities has effectively decreased the ability of minorities to be seen as
positive contributors to Canadian society. Media researchers have pointed
out that these negative stereotypes are cause for concern, because it creates a
divide between ethnic minorities and so-called ,real” Canadians. Visible mi-
nority Canadians are seen as , others” or ,foreigners” who potentially have
the power to threaten the nation” (Mahtani, 2001).

Many Canadian authors believe that the policy of multiculturalism
in this country has a number of disadvantages. Since multiculturalism in
Canada’s official policy, it would be expected that this policy is supported
by a detailed theory. However, even its supporters critical of the fact that
no developed theory underlying this policy. Multiculturalism was intro-
duced without any real idea of what they should mean, or any far-reaching
strategy of its implementation (Kymlicka, 1998). In the literature is often
cited Allan Gregg’s article, who blame multiculturalism for its increasingly
polarised ethnic relations in Canada. According to him, elite consensus
on a feelgood multiculturalism does not allow coping with the reality of
growing ethnic divides and animosities (Gregg, 2006).

According to Banting and Kymlicka (2010), critics of multicultural-
ism in Canada believe that the country is witnessing the same sorts of
segregation, isolation, prejudice and polarisation that occurs in Europe.
Many commentators point to statistics reports about the growing number
of ,ethnic enclaves” as evidence of increasing ethnic ghettoisation of vis-
ible minorities in Canadian cities. Some researchers have pointed to cases
of Islamic radicalism in Canada and the persistence of illiberal practices
among some immigrant groups as evidence that they are failing to inte-
grate into Canada’s liberal-democratic norms (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010).
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Other authors suggest that recent studies of the attitudes of second-gener-
ation visible minorities reveal evidence of growing polarisation. Reitz and
Banerjee (2007) showed that second-generation visible minorities express
lower levels of ,belonging” to Canada, even in comparision with their
own immigrant parents. Banting and Kymlicka (2010) believe that these
phenomena are exaggerated and that occur to a much lesser extent than in
Europe, but recognize that problems do exist, and that Canada is certainly
not a ,multicultural paradise”.

Another review of critiques of multiculturalism in Canada give Guo
and Wong (2015). They consider that multiculturalism undermines Canadian
society (identity and cohesion) by promoting cultural diversity at the expense
of national unity; marginalize and ghettoizes minorities; it fossilizes differ-
ences and envisions Canada as a collection of autonomous ethnic groups; it
does not address the root cause of inequality, promises much but delivers
little, with the exception of deception, concealment, evasion and distortion; it
does not empower minorities but rather contains them as it is an instrument
of control that achieves consensus by manipulating people’s consent.

Despite more positive attitudes and outcomes of multiculturalism in
Canada, it does not have support from all Canadians. Opponents of multi-
culturalism see it as a tool for regulating the relations of the dominant An-
glophone culture and minority groups - visible minority, French Canadians
and indigenous people. Diversity policies in Canada operate within three
distinct ,silos”, with separate laws and constitutional provisions: multicul-
turalism in response to ethnic diversity arising from immigration; federal-
ism and bilingualism in response to the French fact; and aboriginal rights for
First Nations (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010).

French Canadians and indigenous peoples see themselves as different
from visible minorities, and multiculturalism as an ideology is perceived as
a threat. French Canadians (Quebecers), in particular, see cultural plurality
to be a threat to their aspirations for self-governance and nation-building,
preferring an alternative intercultural model (Ng & Bloemraad, 2015). Public
opinion in Quebec often requires taking a stronger attitude towards immi-
grants, and surveys showed widespread support for this idea. Many Que-
bec intellectuals believe that the federal multiculturalism policy plays down
Quebec’s national aspirations. Recently, Francophone political parties elec-
tion campaign based on anti-immigrant and anti-multiculturalism platform,
using , get tough” rhetoric and public denouncing ,excessive” multicultur-
alism. For some commentators, this is the first , crack in the wall”, the first
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real sign of retreat from multiculturalism, and a harbinger of what is likely
to happen in the rest of Canada (Banting & Kymlicka, 2010).

Conclusion

Canada is a country with the longest tradition of institutional multicul-
turalism. Despite numerous criticisms and doubts of the real efficiency of mul-
ticulturalism, the situation in Canadian society nevertheless points to the fact
that it represents a relatively successful model of integration of numerous and
very different ethnic groups. The most important achievement of the Canadian
model is that achieves tangible results in relations with the growing ethnic di-
versity, but at the same time, Canada remains stable and well-ordered society.

Multiculturalism as the ideal model of regulation of interethnic rela-
tions, based on equality, tolerance and mutual respect for diversity, nev-
ertheless is not fully realized in Canadian society, which is burdened with
examples of racism and discrimination. Although this policy provides some
support to immigrants in the initial period of adaptation to Canadian society,
the survival of ethnic groups, especially smaller ones, threaten the powerful
processes of assimilation, conditioned by the dominant position of English
Language and Anglophone culture.

During the 45 years since the multiculturalism became the official
state policy of Canada, created a strong legislative and institutional support,
which is now impossible to challenge, nor is it socially desirable. Through
numerous projects of integration and preservation of ethnocultural diversi-
ty, as well as through strong media support multiculturalism and respect for
diversity, were created a society that is to some degree closer to the utopian
ideal society without prejudice and xenophobia.

Since the coming decades is expected continuous increase in the partici-
pation of visible minorities in the total population of Canada,’ the question of
the future development of multiculturalism has great significance. Although
there is no serious alternative to multiculturalism in the Canadian society, the
controversy about its real effects and objectives, attitude toward the French Ca-
nadians and indigenous people, the growing fear of Islamic extremism, and the
sense of vulnerability of European values, leave room for different opinions.

® Population projections estimate that 30% Canadians will be members of a visible minority
group by 2031 (Government of Canada, 2016).
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