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SUMMARY: This article analyzes the kind of issues that emerge
when a state attempts to guarantee the freedom of religion
equally among individuals with different religious backgrounds.
The complexity of this discussion can be elaborated in the case
of Quebec. Of course, equal treatment of all religions is called
for. However, despite its transformation from the dual structure
of Catholicism and Protestantism to a more religiously diverse
landscape, in some cases a more established religion, the Catholic
Church, implicitly gains more recognition than other religions.
What makes this religious landscape even more complex is that
the boundaries between religion and non-religion are blurred
because of secularization. In the Sioui case in which four Huron-
Wendat brothers demanded their right to practice their religious
rituals in a public space, the Supreme Court of Canada guaranteed
their right, but it was not within the legal framework of the
freedom of religion. In the Anselm case, the Court judged that
religious freedom, which is different from secular belief, should
be guaranteed, while attributing religious quality to the sincerity
of the individual involved. This logic paradoxically opened the
possibility of a secular worldview as being religious. In actuality,
the Supreme Court’s judgment respected the sincere appeal of an
atheist when he complained about the recitation of a prayer in the
city of Saguenay. There are two considerations to make in order
to “distribute” religious freedom to each individual: first, religious
beliefs that may threaten the foundation of democracy should not
be tolerated, and second, we should reinvent a framework which
enables us to be inclusive of those values that are not strictly
defined as religious.
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EE L IO LOENL Th D, FEIE, MR, BT
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Notes

. Freedom of religion / libert¢ de religion O EFRIT MEZ D F ) 723, ARG CIEEELAICHE S

BORI 288 B A OV PR 78 TR0 BEEA b 72 B TSI 7 RO R A 10 D T2,
b2 T IRHEOBEM] OFEERWZ, ZoRiE. Ya Ay (2018) B I OZOFREN S HIE
2T 5,

. RSO RIS > TV D OIE, 2016 429 HIZBfE S 725 75 [l HARE ARk ()

RRHARS) TORFL [MEHOBB] O~F K7 A—BRESTEZEZ T 12815
TR Ry ZICB T HEBDOTA VT BOBAELEROBR] LESNREETHD, BiH
DIAETIIEHE L EF 20,

L AFEO N ThD Ny ZiE, BHEERORREN R TEFR) SFEVE#OR sy 70

7RI CBBIR O R S D & I, MNBUFCRITR & O AN 24 L < THE) (Eta)
LWSEERHVHER TN D, ARETYH, E TEER) L&KL T D,

L B b - R EHE, JARIHER & B DMK F R & T, a0 BOAifE £ B

RO EE &S EARIMIE 2 IR TR E TIERNE WO IETH D,

TRy BT D TA VT DEROSEEE Z ORI OV, fHE (2016) 2B,

nY—. E—wrickhiE, BRI FFZICBOTREROHEMIZET 2RI E<1Thbh T
WAHRFHRAE Y F a7 VT A ICHEBENICED 2 ORIEFIZDRL TPy vy 7 91E) L T
TAHEY] O2OHRTHSD L) (Beaman, 2012b), Vv v 7 Flk) ik, 7UTF 4 v a2
an ETWEEORFERI—A R - A Y v a s, HILOEOICEONZRD, fHEF
HiSMI R KON TR 2 B o To T D, B TIERE O B A HBEE R D 3 gz i3,
FEDOBAGITELETH D & HIl Sav, JefE REGHR L7= (Jack and Charlie v. The Queen, [1985] 2
SCR), ZITHk, Xy 7HTlE, EERMAERMINT LzdE e LT Tv o1 %)
AL MEH 5,

L BEEEFCCI R OIE Y, “...] the CHIEF of the HURON tribe of Indians, having come to me in the name
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