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Freedom of Religion in Canada
Achieving freedom or human rights that will support every group in a diverse society like Canada is impossible because some people will always feel left out. In contrast, some will feel that their concerns have been considered. Canada's diversity is one of the greatest challenges that has inhibited the realization of rights. One such freedom that has not been understood or appreciated despite it exists in the Constitution is freedom of religion/conscience. Different groups have emerged with different arguments as to how freedom of religion should be implemented in a diverse society like Canada. This essay seeks to examine the existence of freedom of religion in Canada. This essay argues that freedom of religion in Canada exists, but it is interpreted differently by different groups. 
Historical Context
The history of religious freedom in Canada can be traced back to more than eight hundred years during the Magna Carta in 1215 (Cardus, 2020). Religion in Canada has always been a fundamental part of society over the past hundreds of years. Religion has been a key to many social developments, including education in Canada. According to Cardus's report, religious roots in Canada have been historically associated with the fight for political freedoms. Religion, just like politics, has been a progressive part of Canada and defined many aspects of the development in the country. Over the years, various changes have been introduced trying to establish the freedom of religion. Most of the laws created over the past years have tried to change or mold the freedom of religion, but the majority have retained the freedom. 
For example, in 1774, the British government enacted the Quebec Act as part of the response to the unrest in the American colonies (Cardus, 2020). Chapter 5 of this Act required that Canadians retain their language, religion, and civil law (Cardus, 2020). The Quebec Act preserved the religious and civil organizations, which set the basis for religious freedom as it is known today. 
Freedom of religion in Canada exists, but not many people object to its existence, arguing that it does not significantly impact society as it should. Waldron (2013) criticizes the Canadian freedom of religion in three main aspects. First, she argues that the judicial accounts of religious freedom in Canada have not provided sufficient explanations for this freedom's contentious aspect and its connection to the democratic society. Waldron argued that the judicial system has also failed to demonstrate freedom of religion as an equal right in her second account. According to Waldron (2013), the Supreme Court of Canada judges claim that they are deciding cases based on the principles of religious freedom. Yet, their intent and reasons often demonstrate a lack of religious freedom principles, as they claim. According to the author, these judges are motivated by concerns about equality and not religious freedom rights (Waldron, 2013). In her third criticism, Waldron asserts that the courts and tribunals responsible for balancing the rights have also failed. She argues that instead of seeking balance as they should, these institutions have failed to perform their responsibilities as they should (Waldron, 2013). According to the author, these two institutions should try to understand the rights as a rational by defining their limits instead of seeking a balance where one right is considered important than the other (Waldron, 2013). With these three points of criticism, Waldron offers a rare but important perspective on how institutions charged with establishing, implementing, and evaluating the effectiveness of policies and laws have failed. While it may appear that Waldron is indirectly attacking the provisions that provide religious freedoms, that is not the case. Her criticisms highlight the flaws in the institutions and systems put in place to implement the policies and laws, but she does not refute the existence of religious freedom.
Freedom of Religion/Conscience in Canada
Constitutionally, freedom of religion exists in Canada. Section 2(a) of the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms is about freedom of religion. This section provides that everyone in Canada has the fundamental freedom of conscience and religion. However, this part of the constitution is not the only law that involves religious freedom. Other Canadian laws and international legal instruments that bind Canada also identify this right. For example, the Canadian Bill of Rights in Section 1(c) of the Canadian constitution, Article 18 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, Article 14 of the Convention on the Rights of the Child, and many others provide religious freedom (Government of Canada, 2021). According to Section 2(a) of the Constitution, concerned with the freedom of religion, every individual has a right to entertain their religious beliefs as the person chooses to without fear of hindrance or reprisal (Government of Canada, 2021). 
However, the conflict among those who believe Canada's religious freedom exists or does not exist comes in the limitations. This takes the discussion back to Waldron's three points of criticism that offer a perspective on the failures and flaws in the judicial interpretations of the law. The courts are supposed to interpret the constitutional provisions to help people understand their laws. According to Waldron, these institutions have not effectively performed their responsibilities as would be expected. The Supreme Court of Canada, on many occasions, has interpreted that Section 2(a) of the constitution does not provide freedom and rights without limitations. There are limitations to the fundamental provisions in this section. The court has, on many occasions, cited that religious freedom can be limited where it interferes with the fundamental rights of others, as cited in several cases including Ross, Supra at paragraph 72; B.) and Supra at page 385 (Government of Canada, 2021).
This interpretation is understandable given that the constitution provides many rights and freedoms for the people. Also, the freedoms and rights are entitled to every Canadian citizen. Therefore, when the right seeks to interfere with other people's rights, it could be said that the courts were right in this regard, which disagrees with Waldron's three points to some extent. However, Waldron's argument points to the concentration of the litigation that has only centered on the religious practices instead of the non-religious claims on conscience. Some have argued that freedom of religion and conscience is a private issue and not a concern to the general public. Waldron is one such proponent of this kind of argument. She claims that by choosing to concentrate on religious practices instead of non-religious claims, the courts have missed the conscience aspect of this provision. As such, it has defined religion in terms of private practice (Waldron, 2013). The constitutional provisions of religious freedom are based on the divergent belief system that is committed to free thought and practice, which is interpreted as a democracy. Waldron's definition of a mature democracy is that it is a state that does not require its citizens to pretend that better and true do not exist. Still, instead, it is one that requires the citizens to commit to the belief that the only way to realize victory for its vision of true and better is through persuasion (Waldron, 2013). This is the point of Waldron's argument and the point of disparity in understanding freedom of religion in Canada. It also informs some states' changes, including Quebec's move to adopt religious symbols ban. The new law in Quebec's move to ban all religious symbols for state workers has been criticized by the international community but was passed anyway. The policymakers who supported the bill argued that the law is in line with Quebec's nation's values and way of life (Canadian Press Staff, 2019). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The contradiction between what religion offers and the practices and values of society has brought the contentious debate on whether religious freedom exists at all. Over the past recent years, the courts have made the interpretations even more difficult to understand. The court cases, at the state and national levels, have confirmed that the freedom of religion may exist in writing (Constitution), but it does not apply in the society because, as Waldron (2013) argued, it does not reflect the way of life to the people. In 2018, the Supreme Court of Canada ruled that it is right to limit religious rights to promote the rights of others. This decision involved the evangelical Christian university, Trinity Western University, that wanted to open a law school that would admit students who could abstain from sex unless they were in heterosexual marriage (Harris, 2018). The court ruled that the limitation on religious freedom was reasonable. On the other side, the court has been very lenient with the provisions of religious freedom. In 2019, Ontario's highest court ruled that doctors have a right to give referrals for medical services that seem to clash with their religious beliefs (Loriggio, 2019). In these two cases, the court made different decisions that sought to answer whether freedom of religion exists in Canada. 
In conclusion, this essay has discussed the concept of religious freedom in Canada. Looking at the historical background and the contemporary understanding of religious freedom, this essay affirms that religious freedom exists in Canada. Based on the court cases examined in this paper, it is accurate to claim that freedom of religion exists in Canada. The courts' interpretation has also been the basis of contention to this question because of the different interpretations and understanding of this issue. 
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