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that teachers are e n c o u r a g e d to assess the d iverse needs of the learners a n d to 
m a k e dec i s ions as s i tuat ions emerge over t ime. The authors advocate a " c o l l e c ­
t ive expert ise that assures that a l l teachers a n d students are act ive ly engaged i n 
c h a l l e n g i n g , re levant , a n d interes t ing l e a r n i n g s i tuat ions—si tuat ions that c o n ­
nect to their past exper iences a n d engage them i n c o n s t r u c t i n g n e w e x p e r i ­
ences" (p. 4) 

Beyond Monet: The Artful Science of Instructional Integration is one of the m o s t 
v a l u a b l e a n d r e c o m m e n d e d v o l u m e s of its t ime. It is presented i n s i g h t f u l l y a n d 
r i g o r o u s l y b y t w o authors w h o h a v e m u c h experience in the f ie ld of e d u c a t i o n 
as prac t i t ioners a n d researchers. It is especia l ly r e c o m m e n d e d for school d i s ­
trict p e r s o n n e l , s c h o o l a d m i n i s t r a t o r s , teachers, and parents . T h e b o o k c o u l d 
also be u s e d as a c red ib le resource a m o n g the u n i v e r s i t y a n d col lege profes ­
soriate, espec ia l ly those i n v o l v e d i n preservice teacher e d u c a t i o n . A n y o n e w h o 
bel ieves that the of ten d i s m a l p e r f o r m a n c e of m a n y d i s a d v a n t a g e d students is 
i n e v i t a b l e s h o u l d l o o k at the ins t ruc t iona l strategies d iscussed in this book . A s 
the authors c lear ly s u r m i s e , a l l s tudents d o not learn i n the same w a y , a n d a l l 
teachers d o not teach u s i n g the same m e t h o d s . W h a t w o r k s for one teacher and 
a g r o u p of s tudents m a y not necessar i ly w o r k for another . 

Citizenship in Transformation in Canada. Y v o n n e M . Hébert (Ed.). 
Toronto , O N : U n i v e r s i t y of Toronto Press, 2002, 289 pages, I S B N 
0-8020-0850-X. 

Reviewed by: Jennifer T'upper 
University of Alberta 

Citizenship in Transformation is an i n t e r d i s c i p l i n a r y c o m p i l a t i o n of essays that 
reflects the c o m p l e x i t i e s a n d a m b i g u i t i e s s u r r o u n d i n g c i t i z e n s h i p debates i n 
the C a n a d i a n context . F r o m p e r s o n a l experiences w i t h the exc lus ive nature of 
c i t i z e n s h i p to a q u a n t i t a t i v e analys is of the v a l u e of l i teracy for act ive c i t i z e n ­
s h i p , the essays i n this b o o k p r o v i d e an eclectic ins ight into the d i v e r s e w a y s of 
t h i n k i n g a n d t a l k i n g a b o u t c i t i z e n s h i p . H o w e v e r , it is also i m p o r t a n t to p o i n t 
out that a l t h o u g h s o m e of the essays are of m a r g i n a l interest, others are w o r t h 
r e v i s i t i n g repeatedly . In p a r t i c u l a r the essays of V e r o n i c a S t rong-Boag , M a r i e 
Battiste, a n d H e l e n Semaganis , C e l i a H a i g - B r o w n , a n d C e c i l l e dePass a n d 
S h a z i a Q u r e s h i are t h o u g h t f u l , art iculate pieces w o r t h y of at tent ion. In total 
there are 13 essays i n this b o o k as w e l l as an a p p e n d i x created b y Y v o n n e 
Héber t a n d L o r i W i l k i n s o n that attempts to o r g a n i z e m o d e l s of democra t i c 
c i t i z e n s h i p . 

Y v o n n e H é b e r t a n d L o r i W i l k i n s o n , in the o p e n i n g essay, i d e n t i f y w h a t 
they perce ive as the p r i m a r y chal lenge to m o d e l s of C a n a d i a n c i t i z e n s h i p . A t 
the heart of c i t i z e n s h i p is the need to respect differences w h i l e c o m m o n a l t i e s 
are i d e n t i f i e d a n d n u r t u r e d . Héber t a n d W i l k i n s o n situate the c i t i z e n s h i p de­
bate i n f o u r d i m e n s i o n s : the c o n c e p t u a l f o u n d a t i o n s of c i t i z e n s h i p a n d i d e n -

Jennifer Tupper is a doctoral candidate in social studies education in the Department of 
Secondary Education. Her research interests include citizenship education and issues of race, 
culture, and gender in social studies curriculum. 

386 



Book Reviews 

t i ty ; p o l i c i e s a n d i n s t i t u t i o n a l goals ; c i t i z e n s h i p set w i t h i n the realities of C a n a ­
d i a n society ; a n d c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n . T h e y explore some his tor ica l a n d con­
t e m p o r a r y m o d e l s of c i t i z e n s h i p that reflect the consent-dissent d i c h o t o m y , 
i n c l u d i n g K y m l i c k a ' s m u l t i c u l t u r a l c i t i z e n s h i p a n d T a y l o r ' s c o m m u n i t a r i a n 
c i t i z e n s h i p , a n d m a i n t a i n that debates about c i t i z e n s h i p i n c l u d e p l u r a l i s m 
" w i t h i n reasonable l i m i t s " (p. 12). A l t h o u g h I agree that p l u r a l i s m m u s t be a 
par t of d i s c u s s i o n s a b o u t c i t i z e n s h i p , I a m left w o n d e r i n g w h a t w o u l d const i ­
tute " reasonable l i m i t s " of i n c l u s i o n . 

N e v e r t h e l e s s , the authors d o a c k n o w l e d g e the l i m i t s faced b y certain i n ­
d i v i d u a l s a n d g r o u p s i n l ibera l democrac ies i n terms of s o c i o p o l i t i c a l par t i c ipa ­
t i o n w h i l e r e c o g n i z i n g the need to a l l o w for m u l t i p l e be long ings . In terms of 
po l i c ies a n d i n s t i t u t i o n a l goals , Hébert a n d W i l k i n s o n suggest that the desire 
for soc ia l c o h e s i o n is w h a t d r i v e s state at tent ion to c i t i z e n s h i p . The authors 
v i e w soc ia l c o h e s i o n as b o t h a des irable goa l a n d a n e b u l o u s concept. W h e r e 
Héber t a n d W i l k i n s o n r u n in to t rouble , I c o n t e n d , is i n their d i s c u s s i o n of 
c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n p o l i c y a n d their assert ion that 

great challenges are to be faced in deciding precisely which manifestations of a 
complexity of traits or qualities ought to be included in programs of study and 
what w o u l d count as evidence of citizenship values, knowledge, behaviour, 
skills, attitudes, and practices that could reasonably be expected of most students 
in Canada, (p. 18) 

F irs t , w h y m u s t w e " d e c i d e p r e c i s e l y " w h e n it has a l ready been n o t e d that 
c i t i z e n s h i p is c o m p l e x a n d f l u i d , e v o l v i n g , a n d negot ia tory? It seems to me that 
a n y at tempts to m e a s u r e c i t i z e n s h i p create a h ie rarchy of traits a n d qual i t ies 
a n d a g o o d - b a d d i c h o t o m y . I agree that there are some values that w e s h o u l d 
s t r ive to i n s t i l l i n o u r s tudents , b u t w h o decides w h a t w i l l be i n c l u d e d i n 
p r o g r a m s of s tudies a n d thus g i v e n leg i t imacy? 

O n e of the gems i n this v o l u m e , w r i t t e n b y V e r o n i c a S t rong-Boag , is " W h o 
C o u n t s ? La te N i n e t e e n t h a n d E a r l y T w e n t i e t h - C e n t u r y Struggles A b o u t 
G e n d e r , Race, a n d C l a s s i n C a n a d a . " S t r o n g - B o a g is cr i t ica l of C a n a d a ' s i n ­
a b i l i t y to address the s h o r t c o m i n g s of a falsely u n i v e r s a l c i t i z e n s h i p a n d re­
m i n d s us that h i s t o r i c a l l y , c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n w a s d e s i g n e d to p r o m o t e a 
h o m o g e n e o u s v i s i o n of C a n a d a despite the d i v e r s i t y of its c i t izens . In this w a y 
cer ta in g r o u p s benef i ted f r o m c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n , whereas w o m e n , N a t i v e 
p e o p l e , a n d the w o r k i n g class suf fered f r o m this v i s i o n . S t rong-Boag explores 
the h i s t o r i c s t ruggles for b e l o n g i n g a n d recogni t ion that feminis ts , N a t i v e 
p e o p l e , a n d w o r k e r s engaged i n as she attempts to g ive vo ice to a n often 
s i l enced s tory of C a n a d i a n c i t i z e n s h i p . A c o m p r e h e n s i v e d i s c u s s i o n of the 
h i s t o r y of the f ranchise is p r o v i d e d , a n d the d a r k e r s ide of C a n a d i a n h is tory is 
c h r o n i c l e d i n the treatment of F irs t N a t i o n s people b y federa l a n d p r o v i n c i a l 
g o v e r n m e n t s . T h e rise of labor u n i o n s a n d their subsequent attempts to w i n 
r ights for w o r k e r s are b r i e f l y o u t l i n e d . 

M y c r i t i c i s m of this essay is S t rong-Boag 's fa i lure to a c k n o w l e d g e adequate­
l y the d i v e r s i t y inherent i n each of the categories women, Natives, a n d workers. 
Instead she tends to i g n o r e the d i v e r s i t y w i t h i n these g r o u p s save for a brief 
m e n t i o n m i d w a y t h r o u g h her essay. A t the b e g i n n i n g of her d i scuss ion , 
S t r o n g - B o a g is c r i t i ca l of c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n for i g n o r i n g d i v e r s i t y a m o n g 
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g r o u p s , yet she herself negates the d i v e r s i t y that exists in the categories of 
w o m e n , w o r k e r s , a n d Firs t N a t i o n s p e o p l e . Despi te this s h o r t c o m i n g , S t r o n g -
Boag 's d i s c u s s i o n p r o v i d e s i n s i g h t in to h o w the practices of c i t i z e n s h i p a n d 
c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n h a v e been exc lus ive a n d u n e q u a l a n d is w e l l w o r t h 
r e a d i n g . 

F o l l o w i n g S t r o n g - B o a g , R o m u l o F . M a g s i n o explores some of the v a r i o u s 
theoret ical or ienta t ions to c i t i z e n s h i p as he grapples w i t h the ques t ion of h o w 
w e are to "ascer ta in the c i t izen ' s ent i t lements a n d obl igat ions a n d the roles that 
g o v e r n m e n t a n d c i t izens o u g h t to p l a y i n the p o l i t i c a l r e a l m " (p. 60). A centra l 
concern I h a v e i n r e a d i n g this essay is the author ' s a t tempt to resolve w h a t he 
perceives as the c i t i z e n s h i p issues that w e face. T h i s contradicts w h a t b o t h 
Héber t a n d W i l k i n s o n a n d S t r o n g - B o a g m a i n t a i n i n their respective d i s c u s ­
s ions : that c i t i z e n s h i p is a c o m p l e x a n d n e b u l o u s concept that m a y n e v e r f u l l y 
be r e s o l v e d as societies a n d h u m a n beings are a l w a y s i n a state of f l u x . I n 
a d d i t i o n , M a g s i n o ' s use of he/she i n his d i s c u s s i o n of h is tor ica l m o d e l s of 
c i t i z e n s h i p leaves the reader w i t h a false sense of i n c l u s i v i t y . F o r e x a m p l e , i n 
the context of A n c i e n t R o m e , he states, " o n e w a s not c o n s i d e r e d a c i t i z e n u n t i l 
he/she w a s seen to par t i c ipate i n the p o l i s " (p. 59). The i m p l i c a t i o n is that 
w o m e n w e r e able to par t i c ipate i n the p o l i s whereas the oppos i te w a s true. 
A l t h o u g h I u n d e r s t a n d the i m p o r t a n c e of u s i n g i n c l u s i v e language , i n s o m e 
instances its use serves to m a s k h i s t o r i c a l a n d c o n t e m p o r a r y inequi t ies , as is 
the case here. A t t e n t i o n is p a i d to the debate between l i b e r a l i s m a n d c o m -
m u n i t a r i a n i s m a n d the l i m i t a t i o n s of each, f o l l o w e d b y a n e x a m i n a t i o n of c i v i c 
r e p u b l i c a n i s m a n d cr i t i ca l theory as p r o v i d i n g i m p l i c a t i o n s for c i t i z e n s h i p 
e d u c a t i o n . T h e use of cr i t i ca l theory as " a r a d i c a l a l ternat ive to c i t i z e n s h i p " is 
interes t ing , if no t d a t e d , b u t M a g s i n o is care fu l to note some of the s h o r t c o m ­
ings of this a p p r o a c h . 

T h e f o u r t h essay i n this co l lec t ion , " R e c o g n i t i o n of C u l t u r a l a n d R e l i g i o u s 
D i v e r s i t y i n the E d u c a t i o n a l Systems of L i b e r a l D e m o c r a c i e s " b y G u y B o u r -
geault , F rance G a g n o n , M a r i e M c A n d r e w , a n d M i c h e l Page I f i n d d i s t u r b i n g . It 
is i r o n i c that the authors c lear ly note the d i v e r s i t y of i n d i v i d u a l s i n society, yet 
fa i l to c o u c h their d i s c u s s i o n i n i n c l u s i v e terms. It seems that a l l c i t izens are 
males as the a uthors m a k e repeated reference to c i t i z e n s h i p i n terms of " h i s 
exis tence , " " h i s l i f e , " " h i s soc ia l i n t e g r a t i o n , " " h i s concept ion of g o o d , " " h i s 
interests , " " h i s b e i n g a n d b e l o n g i n g , " a n d so for th . E v e n m o r e i ron ic , the use of 
e x c l u s i v e l a n g u a g e i n this context does not operate to reveal h i s tor ica l or 
c o n t e m p o r a r y inequi t ies ; rather it appears to be u n i n t e n t i o n a l . A s a w o m a n , I 
felt a l ienated a n d e x c l u d e d b y this use of language , a n d a l t h o u g h I m i g h t 
expect to e n c o u n t e r it i n essays w r i t t e n i n a di f ferent era, this w a s w r i t t e n i n 
2002. P e r h a p s w e s h o u l d v i e w it as a tangible e x a m p l e of h o w " u n i v e r s a l " 
c i t i z e n s h i p is mani fes t i n l ibera l democrac ies . 

M o v i n g b e y o n d this , the authors d o engage i n a t h o u g h t f u l e x p l o r a t i o n of 
the n o t i o n of virtue i n c i t i z e n s h i p . H o w e v e r , this thought fu lness is lost w h e n 
they e m b a r k o n a d i s c u s s i o n about the es tabl ishment of n o r m s of existence that 
r e c o g n i z e r e l i g i o u s a n d c u l t u r a l dif ferences, w h e n they state that " H e [sic] 
m u s t a lso recognize that not e v e r y t h i n g c a n be s u b m i t t e d to the r u l e of the 
ma jor i ty a lone a n d that minority points of view must be taken into account when it 
results in no inconvenience to others" (emphasis a d d e d , p . 88). W h a t does this 
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m e a n ? A r e the authors i m p l y i n g that as l o n g as m i n o r i t y r ights or points of 
v i e w d o not d i s r u p t the e x i s t i n g s tructure of p r i v i l e g e a n d p o w e r then they 
m a y be c o n s i d e r e d ? D i v e r s i t y is des irable o n l y insofar as it does not d i s r u p t 
d o m i n a n c e ? It seems to m e that this statement u n d e r m i n e s m u c h of the t h i n k ­
i n g the autho rs h a v e e n g a g e d i n about issues of c u l t u r a l a n d re l ig ious d i v e r s i t y 
i n a p l u r a l society. 

A fur ther c r i t i c i s m stems f r o m the a u t h o r s ' assert ion that " c o n t e m p o r a r y 
e d u c a t i o n a l research is a l o n g w a y f r o m d e m o n s t r a t i n g that the e q u a l i t y of 
i n d i v i d u a l s b e l o n g i n g to di f ferent c u l t u r a l g r o u p s necessitates a r i g o r o u s l y 
e g a l i t a r i a n representa t ion of their cul tures i n c u r r i c u l a a n d school prac t i ces " (p. 
89). T o s u p p o r t this p o i n t , they p r o v i d e a s ingle reference f r o m 1990, i g n o r i n g 
m o r e t h a n 10 years w o r t h of f emin is t e d u c a t i o n a l research a n d scho larsh ip 
d e m o n s t r a t i n g exact ly the oppos i te p o s i t i o n . 

T h e essay that f o l l o w s , " F i r s t T h o u g h t s o n Firs t N a t i o n s C i t i z e n s h i p : Issues 
i n E d u c a t i o n " b y M a r i e Battiste a n d H e l e n Semaganis is an i n s i g h t f u l a n d 
p r o v o c a t i v e e x p l o r a t i o n of c i t i z e n s h i p f r o m a n A b o r i g i n a l perspect ive . The 
autho r s are h i g h l y c r i t i ca l of d o m i n a n t concept ions of c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n , 
w h i c h r e n d e r F i rs t N a t i o n s p e o p l e i n v i s i b l e a n d at tempt to offer contras t ing 
v i e w s of c i t i z e n s h i p . T h e y d o so i n par t t h r o u g h a d i s c u s s i o n of k i n s h i p webs , 
w h i c h i n f o r m the l i v e d experiences of c i t i z e n s h i p for A b o r i g i n a l peoples rather 
t h a n c i t i z e n s h i p i n r e l a t i o n to a n external state a u t h o r i t y . Rosa Bruno-Jofre , i n 
her essay, a lso ident i f ies h o w c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n has h i s t o r i c a l l y operated as 
a v e h i c l e for c u l t u r a l t r a n s m i s s i o n , b u t r e m i n d s us of its o p p o s i t i o n a l d i m e n ­
s i o n that i n v o l v e s resistance, contestat ion, negot ia t ion , a n d m e m o r i e s of o p ­
p r e s s i o n . 

I n " B r i d g i n g the B o u n d a r i e s for a M o r e Inc lus ive C i t i z e n s h i p E d u c a t i o n , " 
Rober ta J. R u s s e l l explores s o m e of the chal lenges of creat ing a m o r e i n c l u s i v e 
a n d p a r t i c i p a t o r y a p p r o a c h to c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n , a n d H a r o l d T r o p e r 
p r o v i d e s a h i s t o r i c a l d i s c u s s i o n of i m m i g r a t i o n p o l i c y i n C a n a d a . In her essay 
" D e m o c r a t i c Research to I n f o r m C i t i z e n s h i p , " C e l i a H a i g - B r o w n pushes the 
b o u n d a r i e s of t h i n k i n g about c i t i z e n s h i p i n a n e x p l o r a t i o n of its s h i f t i n g m e a n ­
ings i n the C a n a d i a n context . She is c r i t i ca l of c o n t e m p o r a r y u n d e r s t a n d i n g s of 
d e m o c r a c y that d r i v e e d u c a t i o n a n d research, p a r t i c u l a r l y as they are manifest 
t h r o u g h s t a n d a r d i z e d tests. F u n d a m e n t a l to a n y research, m a i n t a i n s H a i g -
B r o w n , is the q u e s t i o n of h o w it w i l l be u s e d a n d w h o w i l l benefit f r o m it. M o r e 
i m p o r t a n t l y , t h o u g h , are the p e o p l e b e i n g researched a n d the role they p l a y i n 
this process . T h e y m u s t a l w a y s be m o r e t h a n nameless , faceless n u m b e r s a n d 
statistics. She cal ls for research that w i l l i n f o r m c i t i z e n s h i p to a c k n o w l e d g e the 
r i c h a n d c o m p l e x dif ferences b e t w e e n p e o p l e i n order to create a n d re-create 
s t r o n g c o m m u n i t i e s . O f a l l the essays i n this co l lec t ion , H a i g - B r o w n ' s is per­
h a p s the m o s t p r o v o c a t i v e a n d u n s e t t l i n g for those w h o i m a g i n e that research 
s h o u l d a l w a y s be about u t i l i t y a n d a p p l i c a t i o n , n u m b e r s a n d categories. 

F o l l o w i n g o n the heels of C e l i a H a i g - B r o w n ' s d i s c u s s i o n , C e c i l l e dePass 
a n d S h a z i a Q u r e s h i focus o n the i ronies , paradoxes , a n d contradic t ions i n 
w h i c h the concept of c i t i z e n s h i p is m i r e d . dePass ' o w n experiences as a 
J a m a i c a n C a n a d i a n l i v i n g i n C a l g a r y p r o v i d e m e a n i n g to w h a t m i g h t other­
w i s e be a n o v e r l y theoret ical d i s c u s s i o n of c i t i z e n s h i p . I n real terms, dePass ' 
experiences p r o v i d e the reader w i t h a n u n d e r s t a n d i n g of h o w people of co lor 
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exist i n the spaces b e t w e e n c i t i z e n a n d n o n - c i t i z e n i n C a n a d i a n society. T h e 
authors reject the term visible minority i n this essay i n favor of people of color, 
v i e w i n g the f o r m e r as an externa l ly i m p o s e d d e f i n i t i o n a n d the latter as a 
self-selected t e r m for s e l f - d e f i n i t i o n . Three categories of c i t izens r e c o g n i z e d b y 
the m i n o r i t y perspec t ive are i d e n t i f i e d a n d descr ibed , but the authors fa i l to 
a c k n o w l e d g e a d e q u a t e l y that categories often leak in to each other. H o w e v e r , 
this s h o r t c o m i n g is m i n o r i n the l i g h t of efforts to e x a m i n e h o w c i t i z e n s h i p has 
p l a y e d out for v a r i o u s g r o u p s i n terms of i n c l u s i o n a n d e x c l u s i o n . I h a v e n o 
d o u b t that this is an essay I w i l l v i s i t a n d revis i t as I cont inue m y o w n research 
a n d t h i n k i n g o n c i t i z e n s h i p . 

A s seems to be the pat tern in this book , except ional w o r k is f o l l o w e d b y less 
t h a n e x c e p t i o n a l w o r k , so it is n o surpr i se that F e r n a n d o M a t a ' s essay " V i s i b l e 
M i n o r i t i e s as C i t i z e n s a n d W o r k e r s i n C a n a d a " is s o m e w h a t d i s a p p o i n t i n g . 
M a t a suggests that the p u r p o s e of the chapter is to p r o v i d e some cross- l inkages 
a m o n g " l a b o u r force in tegra t ion , c i t i z e n s h i p , a n d v is ib le m i n o r i t y status i n 
C a n a d a u s i n g recent d e m o g r a p h i c d a t a " (p. 192). I f i n d it interest ing that he 
chooses to use the t e r m visible minority f o l l o w i n g the cr i t ique of this t e r m i n o l ­
ogy i n the p r e c e d i n g essay, a n d I c o u l d not h e l p but be bothered b y this . There 
is a n extens ive statist ical d i s c u s s i o n of labor force integrat ion of 14 v is ib le a n d 
n o n v i s i b l e m i n o r i t y g r o u p s w h o h o l d v a r y i n g degrees of c i t i z e n s h i p i n 
C a n a d a . A l t h o u g h this d i s c u s s i o n m i g h t be interest ing to some, I f o u n d that the 
h u m a n e lement w a s absent. I m m i g r a n t s are r e d u c e d to the co lor of their s k i n , 
a n d their l i v e d experiences are r e d u c e d to n u m b e r s and percentages. T h i s 
s tands i n d i rec t contrast to C e l i a H a i g - B r o w n ' s assert ion that research m u s t be 
about " the p o s s i b i l i t y of inves t igat ions , deep a n d t h o r o u g h , of ideas, d r e a m s , 
a n d e v e r y d a y w o r l d s , inves t igat ions that m a y h a v e n o apparent u t i l i t y a n d n o 
direct a p p l i c a t i o n to a n y t h i n g " (p. 161). 

T h e b o o k closes w i t h Y v o n n e Hébert a n d M i c h e l Page's ca l l for a p a n - C a n a ­
d i a n research a g e n d a i n the areas of c i t i z e n s h i p a n d c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n . 
T h e y suggest that research o n c i t i z e n s h i p i n C a n a d a lacks c o o r d i n a t i o n a n d has 
been u n d e r t a k e n large ly as a result of " p e r s o n a l preferences, interests, af­
f ini t ies , a n d w h i m s " a n d has been "subject to c o n t i n u o u s ide o lo g ic a l w i n d s " 
(p. 228). A n assert ion s u c h as this negates a n d t r iv ia l izes i m p o r t a n t w o r k that 
has been u n d e r t a k e n b y C a n a d i a n researchers in the area of c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a ­
t i o n that does n o t necessar i ly c o n f o r m to the agenda b e i n g a d v a n c e d b y Hébert 
a n d Page . F u r t h e r , the authors ca l l for the d e v e l o p m e n t of a conceptua l f rame­
w o r k for the ana lys i s of c i t i z e n s h i p that w i l l "be m o d i f i e d a n d e n r i c h e d as 
necessary to enclose a l l unforeseen aspects of c i t i z e n s h i p , " that w i l l a l l o w us to 
" g r a s p the o v e r a l l m e a n i n g of c i t i z e n s h i p , " a n d w h o s e " f u l l d e v e l o p m e n t is 
a c h i e v e d w h e n sa tura t ion is r e a c h e d " (p. 233). It seems that the f r a m e w o r k the 
authors are r e f e r r i n g to is a l r e a d y i n existence, h a v i n g been d e v e l o p e d b y " t w o 
col leagues i n M o n t r e a l " (p. 233). I f i n d these statements t r o u b l i n g o n a n u m b e r 
of levels . F irst , they contradic t ear l ier recogni t ion that c i t i z e n s h i p is a d y n a m i c 
a n d f l u i d concept . W i l l w e ever be able to grasp the o v e r a l l m e a n i n g of c i t i z e n ­
s h i p ? A s l o n g as society cont inues to change a n d evolve , so too w i l l o u r v a r i e d 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g s of c i t i z e n s h i p a n d a l l of its poss ib i l i t ies . Second, it is one t h i n g 
to a d v o c a t e a l a n g u a g e t h r o u g h w h i c h w e m i g h t better u n d e r s t a n d c i t i z e n s h i p 
i n a l l its c o m p l e x i t i e s . It is qui te another to i m p l y that a t ime w i l l c o m e w h e n 
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the p o s s i b i l i t y of genera t ing n e w ins ights about c i t i z e n s h i p a n d c i t i z e n s h i p 
e d u c a t i o n w i l l v a n i s h . F i n a l l y , m a i n t a i n i n g that a l l the research a n d w o r k o n 
c i t i z e n s h i p i n C a n a d a c o n f o r m to a c o n c e p t u a l f r a m e w o r k for the analys is of 
c i t i z e n s h i p created b y t w o i n d i v i d u a l s i n M o n t r e a l is at once l i m i t e d a n d 
l i m i t i n g . 

W h e t h e r one agrees or disagrees w i t h the assertions a n d r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s 
m a d e i n the v a r i o u s essays, they d o p r o v i d e a snapshot of the current state of 
t h i n k i n g a b o u t c i t i z e n s h i p a n d c i t i z e n s h i p e d u c a t i o n i n C a n a d a . 
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