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ABSTRACT

The initial objective of this thesis was to provide
an understanding of the Quebec cuestion. It becins by
postulating that 1t is primarily a national question in
that it involves the historical strucgle of Quebecers

towards achieving their own independent nation-state.

el

t goes on to analyze the various social, political,

economic, cultural and ideological forces which affect

gina

%]

Quebec case, from the perspective of class analysis.
The second major objective of the thesis was to

. N ‘e A~ . 7 .
provide an understanaing of the nature of the Parti Québecois.

—

and its rcle in the present conjuncture of relations i

3

uebec. On a theoretical Tevel we addressed the "new pe

o
—t
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[¢¥]
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bourgecisie problematic” iﬁ neo-Harxist literature, askinzg:
“Ithat is the nature of the new petite bourgecisie in
contemporary capitalist society, and specificg]}y inrﬁuebec?f

He arqued that the P.G. is a party of the new petite
bourgeoisie in JQuebec and its program -- sovereionty-association--
is primarily designad to satisfy the interests of this class,
and nct the interests of the Quebec collectivity. The
implication is that the sicnificance of its programme can
only be conjunctural. Sovereignty-association, if successfully

achieved, would bring about an ephemeral, symbolic indepnen-

dence for the Quebec nation; at best an incomplete solution
to the Quebec national question.
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CHAPTER ONE:

INTRODUCTION




Over 400 years have passed since Jacques Cartier
discovered Canada (1534), and it is almost four
centuries ago that Champlain found Quebec (1608).
Why then is there, today more than ever, a "Quebec
question"? ... (It is) a question asked for such

a long time that, paradoxically, it is flagrantly
up to date ...,

It is the objective of this thesis to present its
author's perceptions of the "Quebec question” in both its
historical and contemporary manifestations. In researching
this thesis it was found that there are nearly as many
interpretations of this question as there are authors studying
it. Some argue that it is simply a conflict between French
and English ethno-cultural-linguistic-religious groups that
reside in Canada; a conflict made inevitable after the conquest
of New France by Britain in 1760. Nationalism is seen as
the inevitable result of this conflict. Others emphasize
economic factors as the root of the problem -- i.e. Quebecers
have an unequal share of Canada's economic distribution.
Others say Quebec is a satellite of the Canadian imperialist
metropolis, which is itself a satellite of the dominant
U.S. metropolis; and this accounts for the crisis. Social
(class) relations between and within Quebec and Canada are
emphasized by others as the root cause -- i.e. the subordinate
classes in Quebec are reacting against the domination of

the bourgeoisie. Others see the problem as essentially

ey



"political" in nature -- i.e. Quebec is subordinated
politically within the Canadian federal system and Quebecers
will not be satisfied until they are in control of their

own sovereign nation-state. Finally, still others provide

a synthesis of these approaches as an explanation of the
question -- such as Rioux who argues that the coalescence

of class consciousness and nationalist consciousness has
forged an "ethnic class" identity among Quebecers, and the

current conflict revolves around this.2

In studying this
question only one thing becomes clear: that it is of
immeasurable complexity and cannot be reduced to single-
factor or one-dimensional interpretations. Each of the
above interpretations are simultaneously correct, because
each is a partial revelation of the reality of the Quebec
question, and incorrect, because each is an insufficient
explanation. Therefore, this thesis will neither attempt

" to write the definitive analysis of the "Quebec question",
nor to demonstrate the validity of any one of these inter-
pretation§JXKWe shall begin by postulating that the present
manifesta%ion of the Quebec question is primarily a national
question. It involves the historical struggle of many
Quebecers towards achieving national sovereignty for the
Quebec nation. But it also involves those Quebecers, and
outsiders, who have struggled against the achievement of

an independent Quebec, as well as those who do neither, or



are indifferent. To understand the nature of the Quebec
national question it is, therefore, necessary to understand
the internal dynamics of the Quebec nation, as well as those
external forces which influence this question. Thus we shall
look at the relations between the various social, political,
economic, cultural and ideological forces involved in the
Quebec question. It is felt that the best approach available
to deal with such relations is class analysis.

The contemporary use of class analysis, as the study
of relations between definable groups within a social formation,
falls largely within either one of two approaches. From
the liberal, or Weberian approach, classes are seen as
categories definable either by empirical indices, such as
income level, or by abstract notions such as power, rank
or status. The resultant conflict bétween classes is seen
as one of many "problems" faced by society, for which there
are "solutions" available. The assumption is that this conflict
is not irreconcilable, but, rather, that it can be if not
solved, then at least managed by reasonable compromise or
agreement. fPo]itics is seen as the arena where various groups
or classes édmpete or bargain for their just rewards. Conflict
is actually seen, in some circles, as positive. 1In Miliband's
words: “"(Some see conflict) as not only civilized, but also
civilizing. It is not only a means of resolving problems

in a peaceful way, but also of producing new ideas, ensuring



progress, achieving ever-greater harmony, and so on. Conflict
is functional, a stabilizing rather than disruptive force."3
From the socialist, or Marxist, perspective class is seen
as a highly disruptive and dynamic force; historically, as
well as in modern society. Class is primarily, though not
exclusively, defined by one's relationship to the means of
production in a given social formation. Using a historical-
materialist conception, Marx argued that in all class-divided
societies the subordinate class will in time rise up and
overthrow its oppressor -- the dominant class. Conflict is
seen as a means of achieving a new order, not of preserving
or managing the old one. Politics is viewed as the arena
where the dominant class perpetuates its dominance, and
where the subordinate class must mobilize to challenge this
dominance in order to transcend its own suberdination. Class
divisions are seen as irreconcilable; harmony as tenuous,
unstable and iTTusory.

It is primarily the latter approach to class analysis
that we will be concerned with. But this approach is not
without its problems. For one, Marxism, as it has evolved
over the past century; often stresses a rigid materialist

[(economic) conception of class. From this view class is seen

f

- as determined solely by one's position in the production

. process. A1l other phenomena are viewed as but a reflection
of the level of material (class) relations, which are
determinant in all instances. Politics, culture and ideology

are thereby reduced to a mere ebiphenomena] existence. This



‘economic determinism' has often been falsely attributed to
Marx, but the fault 1ies primarily in his interpreters. As
Carl Boggs said, "Such a crude materialist conception of
Marx helps to explain why so few Marxist theorists have been
sensitive to the political role of ideologies and consciousness.
It is a debilitating legacy that continues to obstruct the

Marxist Teft even today.“4

The theoretical approach to the
study of class used in this thesis will depart from this rigid
materialist conception. Relations between classes and class
fractions, as well as their relationship to the state, is

a highly complex and dynamic one which cannot be understood’
by simple fbrmu]ae. Although it is certain that in the long-
term ("in the final instance") material relations do play a
large role in historical developments, the interplay of an

ever-changing complex of forces -- such as politics, ideology,

culture -- is often determinant, especially in conjunctural

“periods of social change.®

Another problem, which stems from this first one,
has been termed the 'new petite bourgeoisie problematic.'
Society is viewed from a dialectical perspective which
emphasizes primarily the role of only two classes: the working
class and the bourgeocisie. Thus, the petite bourgeoisie
(or middle class, or intermediate strata) is seen as having
no autonomous existence and, therefore, is of 1ittle or no

long-term significance. But the persistence of a strata of

léindividua1s who can neither easily be called working class



or bourgeoisie in contemporary capitalist society makes this
dualistic conception of classes somewhat problematical. And,
more importantly, the very crucial role these individuals play
in the contemporary Quebec quesfion makes their theoretical
understanding a necessity. Our own research has drawn on the
insights of Antonio Gramsci and several recent neo-Marxist
theorists such as Nicos Poulantzas, all of whom were concerned
with these very theoretical problems. The class analysis

used throughout this thesis focuses on ideological and
political relations between classes, and not simply their
economic or social relations. In this way ideological,
political, and cultural phenomena are not seen as simply
effects of the level of economic relations. From this departure-
we will relax the 'orthodox' Marxist interpretation of classes
by viewing the state as somewhat autonomous and potentially
determinant in capitalist society. Also, we shall see the
petite bourgeoisie as a somewhat autonomous social category
which is also potentially determinant, especially in short-
term and conjunctural periods-(This will be elaborated in
Chapter two).

Another problem which has afflicted Marxist approaches
in the past is that of sterile dogmatism. From the historical
’materialist perspective, the working class is seen as inevitably
rising up and overthrowing its oppressor, the bourgeocisie,
and establishing a classless society. The only question

that remains in the ghort-term then, from this perspective,



is "What means will best serve these ends?" But the question
in most cases becomes, "How must this come about?" Several
schools have evolved with their own "orthodox" Marxist (or
Marxist-Leninist or the infinite variety of combinations
derived from Stalinism, Trotskyism, Maoism, etc.) interpretation
which, in most cases, offers a universal solution to the
problem of bringing about socialism and excludes all or most
other solutions. The problem is not whether these are valid
or desirable means, but, rather, that they are offered as
universal truths. It is felt here that socialism can come
about through any number of means. Revolutionary transformation
through class struggle, while likely, even imminent, cannot
be considered inevitable. It ié beyond the scope of any
method to predict this unequivocably. The unfolding of such
an eventuality, it is felt here, would demonstrate the strength
and accuracy of prediction in the Marxian method, not its
absoTute truth. Furthermore, each situation has its own
peculiar circumstances and idiosyncracies and must be under-
stood in its own specificity. Dogma can only lead to the
narrowing of alternatives, not to their expansion. Thus the
approach used here will be essentially non-dogmatic and non-
sectarian in nature.

Another theoretical problem which should be mentioned
here is that theory is often used to replace the reality it

is attempting to depict. Theoretical statements that can



neither be "proven" true n6r false, are offered as universal
truths. Then events are selectively chosen and squeezed into
theoretical categories to "prove" their validity. To overcome
this, we have chosen, constructed and applied a flexible
theoretical approach which corresponds to the specificity of
the Quebec case. It is not offered as a universally applicable
approach. It is meant to be only a framework for the analysis
of the historical and contemporary manifestations of the Quebec
question. It will, hopefully, be capable of taking into
account a wide variety of interpretations, but, also, of offering
its own. There may be problems inherent in using such a flexible
and eclectic approach, but it is felt here that given the
immense complexity of the question, it is the only useful approach.
Chapter two will elucidate this approach by presenting
a framework for the analysis of class, state, party, nation§
and nationalism, and the relationship between these phenomena.
From this starting point we will reveal, in Chapter fhfée;
the historical nature of the Quebec question by tracing and
"analyzing the roots and development of the problem. The 1760-
1960 period will be analyzed with particular emphasis placed
on the economic, political and ideological relations within
Quebec and between Quebec and Canada. Emphasis will be placed
on the trends emerging in the post-1945 period which were to
have such a tremendous impact on the present conjuncture of

relations.



Chapter four will examine the specific nature of
these trends and their effects during the 1960-1976 period.

It will begin by analyzing the underdeveloped character of the
Quebec economy (vis-a-vis Ontario and the U.S. metropoles)

and the effect this has on Quebecers and the Quebec nation.
The implication is that certainly to some degree these economic
factors must be seen as preconditions for the rise of a Quebec
nationalist and independentist movement. This chapter will
then analyze the various classes and class fractions operating
in the contemporary Quebec situation and, specifically, their
relationship to the Quebec state during the post-1960 period.
The purpose is to illustrate the development of classes during
this period, but, more specifically, the development of the
new petite bourgeoisie, as well as its politicization and
self-assertion as a class. The remaining chapters will

focus specifically on the Parti Québécois and the role this
party plays in the contemporary manifestation of the Quebec
question.

Chapter five analyzes the class composition of the
various elements which formed the party -- the RIN, the RN,
and MSA -- to show their common 'new petit bourgeois'
background and independentist goals, but also to underline
the diversity of political and ideological positions taken
by these elements. The chapter goes on to emphasize the

MSA's control of the party's political/ideological direction
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and of the Quebec nationalist movement. It analyzes the

party's rise to power (1968-1976), focusing on the internal
struggle between moderates (technocrats) and radicals to

make clear that the Quebec national movement is not unified

by a single monolithic ideology, and that the evolution of

the party's programme and strategy is a result of the dynamic
interaction of these elements. This period marked a gradual
consolidation of the dominance of the moderates within the
party. Part two of this chapter will 1ook at the P.Q. in

power (1976-1982) to show how the party attempted to implement
its programme and achieve its objectives. The implication is
that the party's 'orthodoxy' results both from the dominance

of the moderate faction and from the structural constraints
imposed by the North American political and economic environment --
manifested in threats or pressure from the most powerful
elements operating in Quebec. The final section of Chapter
Five will examine the official programme of the P.Q. (as of
1980) as it appears in the party's two major policy documents =--

Quebec-Canada: A New Deal, which outlines the specific nature

of the desired sovereignty-association; and, Challenges for

Quebec: A Statement on Economic Policy, which presents the

party's long-term social, political, economic and cultural
objectives, and calls for corporatism-cum-social democracy.
Chapter six will take the theorizations of class

and party developed in Chapter two and apply them to the P.Q.
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It will begin by looking briefly at the debate on the class
specificity of the P.Q. We will try to show that the P.Q.
is a party of the new petite bourgeoisie in Quebec, but that
it is split into two factions -- the moderates, who have a
fundamentally bourgeois class position, and the radicals, who
have a fundamentally working class position. Because the
party has long been dominated by the former, its programme
tends to favour the bourgeoisie. It will be argued that this
is so because this faction's political/ideological position
assumes the state is a neutral arbiter between competing
groups and that through the state it (the P.Q.) can achieve
harmony between these groups. This denial of, or at least
underestimation of, the significance of class conflict and
its irreconcilability, guarantees the perpetuation of bourgeois
dominance, but in a disguised form, through the dominance
of petite bourgeois ideology. The argument that will be made
is that such a solution can only be conjunctural-. -Sovereignty-
association, if successfully achieved, would bring about a
partial indgpendence for the Quebec nation; at best an incomplete
solution to the historical Quebec national question. And
that, in reality, the technocratic faction of the P.Q. articulates
such an ideology centered around nationalism because it is
primarily designed to serve its own class interests, rather
than the interests of the Quebec collectivity.

In the conclusion we shall address ourselves to the

debate among left-wing academics in Quebec over whether the
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P.Q. (and sovereignty-association) is supportable or not.
We will lookrcritica1ly at the various positions offered and
take our own position in this debate. First, we will look
at the "Determinist-Marxist" position of Fournier, Bourque
and others. This position generally implies an outright
rejection of the P.Q. and sovereignty-association as "bourgeois”
in nature. We will argue that this position is unacceptable
because it begins with a determinist conception of class
relations. This Tleads to the faulty assumption that the
bourgeoisie's dominance at the economic level necessarily
entails its dominance at the political level. Since the P.Q.
is, at present, the politically/ideologically dominant force
in Quebec politics, it is of necessity, according to this view,
an expression of bourgeois dominance at the economic level.
This sterile and dogmatic position is fundamentally reductionist
in nature and offers little insight into an analysis of the
P.Q. and its role in the contemporary manifestation of the
Quebec question.

We will then look at the "Anarchist" critique of
the P.Q. and sovereignty-association, contained in the works
of Roussopoulos, Vallidres and others. Their analysis of the
P.Q. is essentially identical to our own as presented in
Chapter six below, but it goes on to reject the P.Q. and
sovereignty-association as reformist because it does not

call for revolution. We will argue that this approach is
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unacceptable because it fails to recognize the advantages
inherent in the successful achievement of sovereignty-
association, namely that: it would remove Quebec from political
subordination to the Canadian state; it would advance the
political/ideological position of Quebec's popular classes

by enabling them to transcend their narrow nationalist
('anglophobic') ideology and focus specifically on the

deeper cause of their national subordination -- capitalist
relations of production and the political structures (the
state) which perpetuate these relations; it would enable the
P.Q.'s self-proclaimed neutrality and its ideology based on
the 'neutral state' thesis, to be de-mystified; political/
ideological discourse in a legally independent Quebec would
likely be shifted substantially to the left, whereby a
polarization of parties along class lines would be entirely
possible. This advancement of the working class's ideological
position would Tead it to a Tevel of consciousness whereby

it could become an effective political force. In fact, it
will be argued that the working class's appearance as an
autonomous force struggling on the political Tevel against
class subordination precisely depends upon its reaching such
a level of consciousness. And, only then can a strategy to
solve the historical "Quebec question" be formulated. It is
therefore argued that the best position the working class and
socialists can take in the present conjuncture of relations

in Quebec, is a "tactical support" of the P.Q.'s sovereignty-
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association project. This is consistent, in its recommendation,
with the position of Rioux, Milner, the Centre Formation
Populaire (CFP), and others, but has been arrived at,

generally, through a different set of premises. In conclusion,
it is argued that the P.Q.'s sovereignty-association project

is not the ultimate answer to the Quebec question but it is

a step in the right direction, towards national liberation.



REFERENCES

]Marce1 Rioux, Quebec in Question,(Toronto: 1978),

2The ethno-cultural interpretation is used by a number
of English Canadian historians and political scientists such
as P.B. Waite, The Life and Times of Confederation, 1864-1867,
A.R.M. Lower, Colony to Nation: A History of Canada, F.H.
Underhill, The Image of Confederation, Ramsay Cook (ed),
French-Canadian Nationalism: An Anthology, and Donald Smiley,
Canada in Question: Federalism in the Seventies. The economic
interpretation is best expressed by Mason Wade, The French
Canadians, 1760-1967, Garth Stevenson, Unfulfilled Union, and
Milner and Milner, The Decolonization of Quebec. Most Teft-wing
sectarian groups, such as the Workers Communist Party, October,
focus primarily on class relations as the fundamental problem.
The Parti Quebecois, as expressed in its party documents
and the statements and writings of its major ideologists,
sees the conflict as essentially political in nature. For this
see Lfvesque, An Option for Quebec, and Claude Morin,
Quebec versus Ottawa: The Struggle for Self-Government.
Marcel Rioux argues the ethnic-class thesis in several books
including, French-Canadian Society and Quebec in Question.

3Ra1ph Miliband, Marxism and Politics, (Oxford: 1977),

p. 17.

4Car1 Boggs, Gramsci's Marxism, (London: 1976), p. 36.

5By conjunctural we mean a temporal period (usually
short-term) where changes are brought about "within the system"
which, though not revolutionary, are nevertheless significant
and which often cause a disruption in the relationship between
various elements operating within the social formation.
Examples might be the rise of the welfare state in Western
Capitalist societies in the post-WWII period, or even, though
maybe arguably not, the rise of fascism in Europe in the 1920's
and 1930's. The point is that these changes have impact in
the short-term, but do not have long-term implications which
threaten the fundamental interests in society.

—

(8]



6The debate as to whether Quebec constitutes a nation
or not will not be taken up at any length in this thesis.
Instead, we will make the theoretically derived assumption
that Quebec does constitute a nation (See Chapter two below)
~and refer those who are interested in pursuing the debate to
Stanley Ryerson, "Quebec: Concepts of Class and Nation", in
Gary Teeple (ed), Capitalism and the National Question in
Canada.

16



CHAPTER TWO:

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK



(i) Class Analysis

Though Marx himself never formulated an explicit
"theory of class', class analysis forms the foundation of
and permeates most of his writing. He began by defining a
class as an aggregate of individuals with a common relationship
to the means of production. In capitalist society there exists
two principal classes. The first, the bourgecisie or capitalist
class, owns the means of production, and generally operates
on the political and ideological level towards preserving
the existing economic and political structures in order to
maintain its own dominance. The Second class, the proletariat
or working class, owns the labour power by which to work the
means of production, and generally, when mobilized, works on
the ideological and political level towards transforming
exiéting economic and political relations in order to end its
subordinate condition. Thus of course the interests of the
two classes are antagonistic and largely irreconcilable. Marx
recognized the existence of other classes, such as 'intermediate

strata',]

but felt that in advanced capitalist society the
principal classes would polarize and that the intermediate
strata would inevitably disappear or become absorbed by one of

the main classes. Therefore, he did not give this class

17
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much long-term significance. Although, as we have seen

some fractions of this intermediate strata (such as the so-

called 'traditional petite bourgeoisie' -- independent’

commodity producers, craftsmen, artisans, shopkeepers, etc.)

are in the process of dissolution, the ascendency of new
intermediate strata (variously called the 'new petite bourgeoisie'’
or 'new middle class' and made up primarily of workers in
non-manual, intellectual, or technical occupations) has also

been observed. This 'new petite bourgeoisie problematic'

poses several difficulties for traditional Marxism and is the

2 Since

centre of much debate among neo-Marxist academics.
the new petite bourgeoisie is so central to the Quebec case,
it is necessary to provide a theoretical understanding of

this class.

Poulantzas attempts a re-theorization of class which,
when modified, is useful for our purposes. He begins by
distinguishing between an—indiyidualfs~e4ass p1aee—and—ciass~
position. Class place is one's relationship to the means of
production (economic), while class position is determined by
one's political and ideological relations. Thus it is the
totality of economic, ideological and political relations that
determines c]ass.3 In agreement with Marx, Poulantzas states
that in capitalist society the?? are two principal classes,

but he adds that no social formation involves only two classes.

Between these two principal classes lies a series of class
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fractions which roughly fall into two categories: the
traditional petite bourgeoisie and the new petite bourgeoisie.
The traditional petite bourgeoisie (small scale producers

and owners4) is a remnant from the period of transition from
feudalism to capitalism and is consequently in a state of
perpetual decline. The new petite bourgeoisie eme rges largely

as a result of the proliferation of a series of new functions
related to production and administration which arise in the

phase of advanced or monopoly capitalism. It engageshlargely

in managerial, intellectual, supervisory or technical occupations,
and is in a state of expansion both in numbers and in importance.
Although the class place of these frmctions is petit bourgeois,
their class position is determined by their political and
ideological felationship to the two principal classes. Therefore,
it is usually polarized-either towards a working c1ass>or
bourgeois class position. The political/ideological position

of the fractions of the petite bourgeoisie is a manifestation

of the influence of bourgeois and working class political

and ideological positions, which it adapts or deflects according
to its own aspirations, in combination with those elements
peculiar to its existence. Therefore, the political/ideological
positions of the petite bourgeoisie are diverse, different

from fraction_to fraction, and in correspondence with the

specific conditions of their existence. Although the petite

. s ..+ __ub
bourgeoisie does not have an "autonomous class position"
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within the capitalist mode of production, at specific conjunctures

the petite bourgeoisie can intervene at the political level

as an authentic social force (i.e. the formation of a petit

bourgeois political party). If the new petite bourgeoisie

'captures' state power through a political party, its ideology

can actually supplant the dominant ideology, yet because it

is an ensemble of elements adapted from both working class

and bourgeois class positions, it is unlikely to work solely

to the long-term advantage of the petite bourgeoisie. In

the short-term the petite bourgeoisie often tries to find an

'equilibrium' between classes, and this is reflected in its

constant oscillations between a bourgeois and working class

position, according to the moment. But, in the final analysis

if the new petite bourgeoisie does not question the underlying

economic (capitalist relations of production) and political

(the state) structures of capitalist society, and instead

~ chooses to defend these, it (often unwittingly) defends and

ensures the dominance of the bourgeoisie, whose existence

depehds upon these structures. As Poulantzas notes, "Bourgeois

ideology thus perpetuates its hold, but in indirect or disguised

form ... via the direct dominance of "petit bourgeois ideo]ogy.“6
Poulantzas postulates several typical features of the

petite bourgeoisie's "ideological sub-ensemble" which are

theoretically relevant to the Quebec case: 1) Status-quo

anti-capitalism -- "The petite bourgeoisie wants change without



changing the system."7

Declarations are made against "big
money" and "great fortunes" but it fears the radical trans-
formation of society. This results in the expression of a
desire for "equal opportunity", "social justice", and other
indefinite abstractions. 2) Statism -- The notion that the
state is a natural expression of popular will is offered.
Therefore the state is seen as a neutral arbiter above classes.
The new petite bourgeoisie "identifies with the State, whose
neutrality it supposes to be akin to its own, since it sees
1tse1f as a 'neutral' class between the bourgeoisie and the
working class, and therefore a pillar of the State - 'its'

u8

State. 3) Power Fetishism -- It therefore desires to take

control of state power. Through the state it.seeks to
'rearrange' relations of society in a variety of ways: by
extending the participation of popular classes, by rationalizing
the economy through various forms of technocratic administration
(i.e. "social democracy" or "corporatism"), by "humanizing"
production, and by.ascribing to itself the role of arbitrating

class relations, the significance of which it generally denies

or underestimates. 4) Nationalism -- In conditions of economic
domination by a foreign bourgeoisie and/or political domination
by a 'foreign' state, nationalism becomes the ideological

force through which the petite bourgeoisie attempts to unify
all classes and establish popular support for its 'national’

project. It is through the nation that the "petite bourgeoisie
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tries to deny class struggle, and of which it considers itself

the pillar, the 'natural' mediator of the forces oper"ating.“9
It is important to note that relations between classes

in a social formation do not operate in a vaccuum. Nor does

the social formation itself. To provide context for both the

formation and class relations operating within it, it is useful

to view these from a political economy perspective which takes

into account the various aspects of the international setting

(political, economic, ideological, etc.). Poulantzas did this

by postulating the major features of the transition from

feudalism through the sub-stages of capitalism: 1) competitive

capitalism; 2) transition to monopoly capitalism; 3) consolidation

of monopoly capitalism; 4) present stage of monopoTy capitalism.

These features are: a) a great increase in the size of production

units (involving the concentration and centralization of capital

and merger of bank and industrial capital to form finance capital);

b) an increasingly 'international' scope which replaces. the

national character of corporations; c) an increasing domination

of key (especially profitable) sectors of the economy by

monopoly capital; d) an increasing bureaucratization of

corporations; e) an increasing economic role of the state

(i.e. subsidization, regulation, fiscal and monetary policy,

improvement of material infrastructure, unproductive state

consumption in military, etc.). He argues that the capitalist

mode of production is characterized by the internationalization
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of capitalist relations of production, which has a two-fold
tendency: "to reproduce itself within. the social formation
in which it takes root and establishes its dominance, and to

w10 The

expand outside of this formation ... simultaneously.
current phase of monopoly capitalism is characterized by the
international dominance of capitalist relations of production.
As multi-national corporations penetrate deeper and deeper

into unexplored regions and consolidate new markets, the world

e conomy becomes increasingly integrated and interdependent.

The underdevelopment of many regions is one results of this.
This is explained in terms of how the colonies of the 19th
century became integrated into the world economy by advanced
capitalist nations and were relegated to the status of suppliers
of raw materials, resources and labour power, and the buyers

of manufactured products. The internationalization of capital
has perpetuated underdevelopment and dependence by creating a
whole chain of metropoles and satellites -at-the international,

as well as national 1eve1s.H

For these reasons classes and
their relations must be analyzed in the context of the inter=
nationalization of capitalist relations which characterize
the current phase. |

From this we can proceed with an analysis of the
bourgeoisie. An analysis of the contemporary bourgeoisie

must take into account the various fractions and internal

contradictions which compose its ranks. First, contradictions
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between the national (or indigenous) bourgeoisie and foreign
capital must be acknowledged. A; well, we must point out the
various competing regional fractions of the bourgeoisie. This
is relevant in the Canadian case where the presence of foreign
capital (particularly U.S.) and the competition between
regional bourgeoisies is prevalent. Secondly, the traditional
division of capital into productive (industrial) capital,
banking (money) capital, and commercial capital needs elaboration.
These divisions arise in the 'competitive stage' of capitalism
and at alternative times different segments have formed the
hegemonic fraction of the bourgeoisie. As capitalism proceeds,
the merger of productive and banking capital units, forming
‘finance capital’, begins to occur. The effect of this simul-
taneous 'concentration' and 'centralization' of capital has

12 Thus, a division

been to give birth to monopoly capital units.
between monopoly and non-monopoly capital becomes apparent,

oundary between the two is entirely relative.

~ though a precise b
Also, it must be mentioned that the merger of banking and
industrial capital has not removed conflict between them.

What is also significant about the transition from
competitive to monopoly capitalism is the changing character
of the bourgeoisie. In the competitive stage, ownership
("the ability to assign the means of production and to

II13)

allocate resources and profits to this or that use and

possession ("direction and relative control of a certain
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labour process"]4) were in the hands of the individual capitalist.
Production units were individual enterprises and the entrepreneur
exercised a plurality of‘powers derived from ownership. As
capitalism proceeded, mergers occured, firms expanded ahd
diversified, and there was a relative separation or 'dissociation’
of ownership and possession. The individual capitalist

began to lose his powers derived from ownership as he became
absorbed by the larger monopoly corporation. The possession

or control functions were increasingly taken over by high-Tevel
managers, professionals and specialists. The problem thus

arises of determining the class membership of these individuals.
Poulantzas argues that the "agents who directly exercise these
powers and who fulfill the 'functions of capital' occupy the
place of capital, and thus belong to the bourgeois class even

if they do not hold formal legal owne\r‘ship."]5

Furthermore,
on the political/ideological level they clearly take a bourgeois
class position.

Aitﬁough these are the most obvious fractional divisions
which make for conflicts or differences within the capitalist
class, all individual capitalists compete over the distribution
of the total surplus value, and thus are divided on that Tevel.
Obversely, a11 capitalists work towards the preservation of
the political and economic structures which enable them to

retain their status. Nevertheless, the above are the critical

divisions in the bourgeoisie.
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To fully understand the political and ideological
relations between classes we must analyze the state, and its
relationship to the various c1ass. and class fractions in society.
To Marx, economic and social domination necessarily entailed
political domination. Indeed, it is easy to see that, given
the time period of his writing -- the 19th century when only
property owners had full political rights -- Marx would conceive
of the state as a "committee for managing the common affairs
of the bourgeoisie"l6 and the function of elections as "deciding
once in three or six years which member of the ruling class

was to misrepresent the people in Par]iament."]7

Although,

as Bottomore pointed out, in modern capitalist societies
individuals from the capitalist ciass "still predominate so
remarkably in government and administration ... (and this class)
still occupies the vital positions of power ... which enables

it to defend successfully its most important economic 1’nterests,“]8

of its members'’ family background or social ties. Nevertheless,
these formulations of the nature of the state in capitalist
society more closely approximate reality than do the pluralist
and social democratic conceptions of the state as a neutral

and autonomous arbiter between competing groups or classes.

Marx did not present a 'theory of the state' and only recently
has this been done with any degree of success in Marxist

circles. Although there has been progress made in this area
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by people such as Lenin, Gramsci, Poulantzas, Miliband and
0'Connor, the result is often sketchy, incomplete, and
difficult to operationalize. Leo Panitch argued that a theory
of the state in capitalist society must meet at least three
basic requirements:

It must clearly delimit the complex of institutions
that go to make up the state. It must demonstrate
concretely, rather than just define abstractly,

the linkages between the state and the system of
class inequality in the society, particularly its
ties to the dominant social class. And it must
specify as far as possible the functions of the
state under the capitalist mode of pr*oduction.]9

In the State in Capitalist Society, Ralph Miliband delimits

the institutions of the state as the government, bureaucracy
(including the civil service, public corporations, central
banks, regulatory commissions, eté.), the coercive apparatuses
(the police and military), the judiciary, representative
assemblies (Parliament), and the sub-central levels of

- _government (such as provincial executives, legislatures and-
bureaucracies, as well as municipal governmental institutions).
For this case study it is important to note that in many
federal nations the most important institutions of the national
state are reproduced at the sub-national (provincial or
regionaT) level. 1In some cases these_sub-nationa] lTevels
must be viewed as states in their own right. It is this which
led Garth Stevenson to distinguish between the "state at the

provincial level” and the "state at the central level"” and
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argue that the Canadian case illustrates the phenomenon of
a completely self-contained provincial state system.20
Stevenson also observed that contrary to the U.S. experience
(towards centralization and the erosion of local power) Canadian
federalism demonstrates a trend towards decentralization
(a weakening of the central state apparatuses in relation
to the provincial state) and intense competition between
federal and provincial states. He explains this by argquing
that regional fractions of the bourgeoisie have increasingly
begun to "rely on their provincial states to promote their
specific interésts and to speak on their behalf in federal-
provincial or even, in some cases, international negotiations."21
The growth of the provincia] state system has begun to challenge
the legitimacy of the federal state. Henry Milner and Larry
Pratt, focusing on Quebec and Alberta respectively, came to
similar conclusions and argued that the expansion of sub-national
~state activities has fostered-province {or nation=) building-
aspirations and has given rise to demands for regional autonomy,
and, in some cases, independence, by provincial states.22
To demonstrate the linkages between state and class
Nicos Poulantzas began by saying that the role of the capitalist
state is to "reproduce capitalist relations of production."
To do this it must "maintain the unity and cohesion of a social

formation divided into classes ... (and) to sanction and

legitimize the interests of the dominant classes and fractions
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as against the other classes of the formation, in a context

f23 To do this the state

of world class contradictions.
“takes responsibility for the interests of monopoly capital

as a whole; it does not concretely identify itself with any
one of its components ... but works rather by way of its
various interventions to organize monopoly capital politically

w24 Poulantzas saw the

and give it political cohesion.
bourgeoisie as the dominant class and monopoly capital as

the hegemonic fraction of the bourgeoisie. It is the long-
term interests of the bourgeoisie in general, and specifically
those of its hegemonic fraction, which the state serves.

25

Instrumentalist and elite theory approaches are useful in

that they provide concrete links between state personnel and
the capitalist class. This is relevant to the Canadian situation
where the early post-Confederation cabinets were filled with

26

members of the industrial and financial bourgeoisie and

S

where today Wallace Clement reports that a total of 39.4% of

the current economic elite members either are themselves or

27 It should also be

have close kin in the state system.
pointed out, in conclusion, that the state maintains a degree
of autonomy in capitalist society. As we said earlier,
political and ideological factors are often determinant,
especially in conjunctural periods. This is not to suggest
that the state is free from the influence of the dominant ‘
class but simply that in its relations with this class, which

4 2

is divided into various fractions, the state maintains a degree
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of autonomy from each of its individual fractions. In the
final analysis we can say, to quote Panitch, that the state
apparatuses act on "behalf" of, nbt at the "behest of the
capitalist c1ass."28
Since subsequent chapters (five and six) involve a
class analysis of the Parti ngbécois, a few theoretical
statements should be made about the role and nature of political
parties. In general, the party serves the same functions as
the state, but within a more limited context. It is the
objective of a political party, says Bourque, to acquire the
legitimate use of state power so as it can undertake the
"promotion of specific, mu1tip1é and heterogeneous interests,
but also (to undertake) the reproduction of the totality of

w29 To do this it tries to build or

the social formation.
organize a "social bloc, namely an alliance among various

social forces capable of supporting and instituting its
fundamental project."30 When it has done this to some degree

the party will attempt to "create those political and ideological
conditions which are the most favourable to the promotion

of the economic interests it defends, whether or not these

|131

interests are dominant within the social formation. Because

of the nature of party work, said Gramsci, "All members of a
political party should be regarded as intellectuals ... (but)

w32

there are of course distinctions of level to be made. Therefore,

the class place of party members, and especially those whose
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social function is primarily served by being a party member
(i.e. professional and full-time party workers) must be
considered "petit bourgeois." Of course the class position
of the party depends upon the political and ideological
position (vis-a-vis the two principal classes) it takes. To
determine this is a much more complex procedure. Because the
party is a complex organization of individuals with diverse
ideas and interests, it is rarely the case that it is "the
unilateral, unequivocable instrument of just one class or

class fragment."33

Within the party, groups of individuals
emerge, in the form of wings or factions, and compete for
hegemony (control of the party's ideological and political
direction). By identifying the hegemonic faction one has not
determined entirely the c1as§ nature of the party, nor have
they identified the "only social force constituting that

w34

formation in its specificity. Thus to study and understand

political/ideological position, but at the dynamic interaction

of forces operating within the party.

(ii) Nation and Nationalism

The multiplicity of terms often associated with or used

interchangeably with nation -- such as ethnicity, culture,
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race, tribe, community, state, etc. -- present such an over-
whelming semantic problem that an attempt to systematically
distinguish these terms.will not be undertaken here. To
simplify matters we shall simply define and use the concept
nation. First, the nation will be understood as a contemporary
form of social organization. It typically involves a common
and definable territory, a common economic system, common
political institutions, common history, and some common
cultural features such as language and religion. This is,
however, often'narrow]y interpreted to mean simply those nations
that exist as sovereign legal-juridical-constitutional entities
(i.e. nation-states), and are recognized as such (for example,
by the United Nations). Because this approach necessarily
excludes those groups who desire to become "sovereign nations"
but are not presently constituted as such, as well as those
communities who have in the past existed as nations but by

~conquest do not exist as such at present, a broader inter-_

pretation of the concept nation will be used. Therefore,
nation will be defined, in the words of Stanley Ryerson, as a
"community of people, linked by a common cultural-linguistic
historical experience of 1iving and working togethe r, whether

or not in possession of their own state."35

In relating this
to the prior discussion of class and political economy, a
nation can exercise domination over, or experience subordination

by, another nation -- economically, politically, culturally,
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ideologically, or otherwise. But to be considered a nation,
the community must have a "national consciousness.”™ This is
commonly, and often mistaken1y,breferred to as nationalism.

To ameliorate this difficulty we shall introduce a distinction
between passive and active nationalism. Passive nationalism

is the subjective or "we" consciousness which evolves naturally
in historically constituted communities. Active nationalism,
alternatively, is nationalism with purpose. It arises most
often as a result of individuals or groups (classes) which
desire to mobilize a community of people into action. Quite
often, as in the case of defending one's territory against
foreign aggression, its use is positive. Equally often however
its use is negative, such as in the case of a class mobilizing
national consciousness and channeling it into an area which
serves its own particular class interests or needs. In this
case nationalism is a component of class ideology. Nationalism
has been used historically, often in conjunction with other .
class doctrines, as a strategy by which dominant classes

seek to preserve their dominance (i.e. as a dominant aspect

of the dominant ideology). But as we said earlier, in capitalist
society each class has broadly definable interests around

which it formulates or constructs a corresponding ideology.
Thus nationalism is not simply a "bourgeois manipulation.”

The working class or intermediate strata can interpolate

nationalism into their ideology according to what they perceive
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as their own needs. Thus, as Bourque and Frenette said,
nationalist ideologies are class ideologies: "A nationalist
ideology only makes sénse through the class which becomes

its propagandist."36 We will use a three-fold classification
to distinguish the major historical and contemporary forms

of nationalism in Quebec: 1) Conservative nationalism;

2) Liberal nationalism; 3) Left nationalism. The conservative
variant is the oldest type of French Canadian nationalism.
Traditionally it has defined French Canada as a cultural entity
whose rights are preserved within the existing Canadian system.
This ideology has been linked to and articulated by the
seigneurs and high clergy from 1760 to 1840 and the rural
petite bourgeoisie from 1840 to 1960. This traditional

ruling class in Quebec preached an ideology of "submission

and retreat"37 and emphasized the 'God-tiness' of agrarian
society. The second type, liberal nationalism, arose in the
(1940's and 1950's and encouraged French Canadians to participate
in capitalist spciety and acted as a reaction against the
"traditional ruling class' in Quebec. This nationalism, articulated
through the Liberal Party (1960 to the present) was largely
responsible for the 'Quiet Revolution' in Quebec, yet did not
desire radical social change or independence. Another liberal
French Canadian nationalism emerged as an outgrowth of the
first type. This nationalism, which has as its objective

the establishment of an independent Quebec, is articulated

'3

by the 'new petite bourgeoisie' which split-off from the Liberal

Fa
Linc
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Party in 1966 and went on to form the Parti Qué%éﬁois. The
third type, left nationalism, seeks to remove all types of
domination and is articulated by working class militants,
by French Canadian intellectuals, and by some elements of
the Parti Qué%é%ois. It is the least developed and commands
the least support of the major nationalisms, but has been
on the increase in popularity since the 1960's.

Thus, we can see no less than three major types
of French Canadian nationalism in existence in Quebec.
Each type is linked to, and articulated by members of specific
classes or fractions in Quebec society. Therefore it is
incorrect to speak of a nationalist ideology common to all
classes in Quebec. In order to understand the nationalist
character of an ideology, Bourque and Frenette suggest it
is necessary to: 1) relate it to other elements in the
ideological formation into which it fits; 2) pinpoint its

specific effects in the-area of class relations; and 3) relate

the ideology to other instances in the social formation --

38

political and economic. The Quebec case will be analyzed

with this in mind.
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CHAPTER THREE:

QUEBEC HISTORY (1534-1960)




The struggle for imperial dominance sent European
powers, primarily France, Spain, and Britain, in conquest
of the newly discovered America. Seventy-four years after
Jacques Cartier discovered Canada (1534), Champlain founded
Quebec City and the St. Lawrence Valley became part of the

French empire.]

New France became a feudal trading society
operated by a merchant monopoly -- the 'Company of 100
Associates.' Settlement was slow -- reaching only 2,500

by 1663. In contrast, British settlement, which began in the
south in 1620, was much more intense.

Aware that France was losing her advantage, Colbert
encouraged settlement in New France. French nobles were
alloted vast areas of land which they divided amongst settlers.
The Church of Canada and the séminaire de Québec were created
by Bishop Laval and a stable peasant-agrarian community
- centred-around the church was established. By 1700, 15,000
persons lived in the seigneurial system of New France. The
bishop, along with a governor and intendant, formed a ruling
triumvirate with absolute control over the colony.

Political and economic rivalry, most notably, control
over the fur trade monopoly, led France and Britain into a
fierce struggle for colonial supremacy. Outnumbered by a
factor of twenty, the French Canadians began a struggle to

preserve their national existence; a struggle which has continued

39



40

almost without break to this day.

The conquest of New France by Britain in 1760, marks the
ascendency of the British Empire to a position of international
dominance. New France's political, military and mercantile
classes were sent back to France by the military rule of
Governor Murray, leaving only the clergy and 'les habitants.'
Faced with the dilemma of how to administer this 'French' colony
Britain responded with the Royal Proclamation Act of 1763,
establishing civil government patterned on the British legal
and political system. Assimilation was clearly the intention
of this Act, which gave no recognition to French Canadian
linguistic, cultural or religious rights. The Test Act banned
French Canadians, as Catholics, from participating in the
administration. Though modified and relaxed somewhat over
the last two centuries, it is this policy of denying the full
reality of the French Canadian nation which forms the basis
‘of the current crisis {nﬂéglgfibgéwbéfhéenrCéﬁédéﬁéndwd;ébec.
Whether by choice or by exclusion, French Canadians rarely
participated in any activity except agriculture. At this crucial
point, "Quebec was forced into a state of arrested development

2 0f necessity,

from which it has still to emerge economically."
the French Canadian agrarian, church-oriented culture assumed
an increasingly defensive, isolationist posture -- it withdrew
into itself. The rural population increased from 76% to 88%

of Quebec's population between 1760 and ]82543 Assimilation
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proved an impossible task.
With the fur trade now safely in the hands of the

British mercantile c1ass4

and the Canadian economy integrated
into the British Imperial trading system, the assimilationist
pressure was relaxed. The Quebec Act of 1774 allowed French
Canadians into the administration, restored French civil

law, and most importantly, gave protection to the Catholic
Church -- consolidating the role of the Church as cultural
center of Quebec. The Act gave the clergy power they never
enjoyed under the French regime. As Guindon remarked, "thus
was the triumph of the clerical conception of the proper social
organization for French Canada achieved by the British military

victory."5

The class configuration at that time was as
follows: a small British mercantile class controlled the
economy; a sma]] British aristocracy controlled land and
the administration; a large French Canadian agricultural class

-was -engaged in peasant farming, and a small French Canadian
clergy controlled the cultural development of the French
Canadian community.

Immigration from Britain, along with a wave of Toyalists
(farmers, merchants and aristocrats) fleeing the American
Revolution (1776) and settling in Canada, upset this order
and necessitated the realignment of Canada. The 1791

Constitutional Act divided the colony into Upper and Lower

Canada; giving each a representative assembly (elected by
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propertied adult males), and an appointed legislative and

executive council (appointed by the Governor who was responsible

to Britain) with supreme powers. Although French Canadians

were 94% of the population of Lower Canada, English-speaking

Canadians dominated the executive and council, leaving only

the weaker assembly to the French.6
A series of classical colleges -- petits seminaires --

were set up by the Church to prepare French Canadians for the

priesthood and liberal professions (medicine, law, teaching).

These institutes did not, however, prepare French Canadians

for business and commerce as did many of the new English

Canadian colleges. Thus at the turn of the 18th century we

see the emergence of a French Canadian petite bourgeoisie,

yet still few French Canadians participated in business or

commerce. The dominant classes -- the English landed-aristocracy

and merchant classes -- ensured their position by controlling

-the executive councils of both Upper and Lower Cana da.” The

emerging French Canadian petite bourgeoisie gradually gatheréd

political cohesion behind Louis Papineau and the Patriot party

and came to dominate the Lower Canadian assembly, and eventually

challenge the executive council; demanding responsible (self-)

government and even independence for the French Canadian people.

The increasing conflict between appointed and elected levels

8

had both a class™ and a 1ationa19 dimension. The struggle

intensified through the 1820's and 1830's and came to a head
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with the rebellions of 1837-38 in Upper and Lower Canada.10

These rebellions, though brutally suppressed, signalled the
need for a further reconstitution of Canada. Lord Durham,
sent over by Britain to investigate, perceived both the class
and national dimensions of the situation, saying,

the great mass of French Canadians are doomed, .
in some measure, to occupy an inferior position,
and to be dependent on the English for employment.
The evils of poverty and dependence would merely
be aggravated in a ten-fold degree, by a spirit
of jealous and resentful nationality which should
separate the working class of the community from
the possessors of wealth and employers of 1abour...1]

For this 'hopeless' and 'destitute' nationality, with 'no

history and no Titerature'§12

Durham recommended assimilation.
For Canada he suggested the Union of the two provinces and
responsible government.

The Act of Union (1840), Britain's solution to the

Canadian problems, created a Tegislative union of Upper and

riL;wé;ﬂdgﬂ;&;ij but retained an appointed executive. A number
of assimilationist devices were entrenched in the Act but
these, 1ike the 1763 Act, inevitably failed or were overturned.
English was to be the language of law and parliament, and the
official language of the United Province of Canada. The granting
of equal representation was a tactic, by the British, to dominate
the French. It was felt by the Imperial authorities that the
minority of English Canadians in Lower Canada would be represented

2 2

\ . . s b e o
in the legislature and, combined with the full cont

from

Q
o

ngen

Upper Canada, would render the French a permanent minority.
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If not, the executive, retained by the 1840 Act, would
certainly ensure their dominance. French Canadians, however,
consistently voted in 'bloc' fashion in the assembly, while
the English were constantly split by factionalism. As well,
Lord Elgin read the speech from the throne in both French
and English in 1849, giving, at least, symbolic recognition
and official status to the French language. Finally, responsible
government was granted in 1849, eliminating the executive
body. On the success of the 1840 Act, Family Compact member
Sir Altan MacNab stated, "Union has completely failed in its
purpose. It was enacted with the sole motive of reducing the
French Canadians under English domination and the contrary
effect has resulted! Those that were to be crushed dominate!“14
Once again the national reality of the French Canadians was
not only unrecognized, but was threatened by assimilation, as
late as 1840.

“The more significant political realignment, however,
came about later with the granting of responsible government
in 1849. To understand why responsible government was not
granted in 1840 we must look at the relations within and between
Canada and Britain at the time. 1In Britain, the industrial
revolution was underway and the emerging industrial capitalist
class pressed for reforms. The repeal of the Corn Laws (1846)
and the passing of a series of reform laws in Britain were a

victory for the new order (laissez faire industrial capitalism)
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over the old order (mercantilism). The repeal of the
Navigation acts changed the relationship between Britain and
her colonies, ending Canada's preferential status within the
Imperial trading system. Thus the aristocratic-mercantilist
ruling af]iance in Canada was threatened from the outside and
eventually lost its position with the granting of responsible
government in 1849. Some fractions of this class, however,
were able to reproduce themselves and eventually came to
orchestrate a new order in Canada. (See footnote 15)

The next 15 years of political deadlock (16 ministries
failed between 1842 and 1864) is a reflection of the considerable
cﬁanges taking place at the time. Different classes and class
fractions were struggliing for dominance in an attempt to find
a new accommodation for themselves and the Canadian economy.
An annexation movement, popular in some circles, which would
have integrated Canada into the U.S., was one response to
the problems.  Meanwhile industrialization was changing the
orientation of the Canadian economy from fur, timber and other
stap]es'(with canal transportation) to coal, steel, and the
desire for a railroad transportation system.

The Macdonald-Cartier-Galt-Brown alliance which set
out to create a union of British North American colonies,
reflects the nation-building desires of an emerging capitalist

15

class. After putting together a package that would entice
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Eastern financial and mercantile interests16

and, eventually,
Western grain merchants, to join with the Montreal-Toronto
group, the project was on its way. Cartier ensured that the

17 The project was

new scheme would be acceptable to Quebec.
designed to usher in the emerging capitalist order. A strong
central state would be created to organize and carry out the
mechanics of the operation. A national market for commodities
and Tabour was to be created for the goods produced by the
Ontario-Quebec capita]ists. The transcontinental railway would
provide the necessary transportation. Arrangements were made
with the Baring Brothers of Britain to finance the operation
and on July 1, 1867, a Canadian»nation was created, consisting
of four provinces, Ontario; Quebec, Nova Scotia, and New
Brunswick. By 1873, Manitoba (1870), British Columbia (1871)
and Prince Edward Island (1873) had joined. Though certainly

not as assimilationist as its precursors, the BNA Act, Canada's

~i-constitution, once again did not fully recognize the French

Canadian national reality. The federal principle adopted
,_recognized Quebec, the province of the French Canadian nation,
‘fas one in four, soon seven, and now ten. Cultural rights were
, not to be protected by the federal government, but provincially
;;by the provincial governments. Over the next century the

é rights of French Canadians within Quebec were protected but

; outside Quebec it was a different matter. Time after time the

rights of French Canadians outside Quebec were encroached Upon.]8
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Other 1imited constitutional guar'amtees]9

illustrate only
a partial willingness of the 'Fathers of Confederation" to
accept the French Canadian national reality.

The BNA Act did create a strong central state through
which the capitalist class wou]d.contro1 its destiny. The
Macdonald National Policy defined this more clearly and,
subsequently, the role of the Canadian economy. A national
market was created whereby this class could accumulate capital,
with the protection of the state. The dominant fractions of
the bourgeoisie profited by creating the infrastructure
necessary for capitalism, using public funds derived from
taxation. However, this did not stimulate independent capitalist
development in Canada, as the dominant class chose instead to
mediate between British, and later, American capital. A strong
indigenous industrial bourgeoisie never developed in Canada,
reflecting in part the dominance of banking fractions at the

20

~time of Confederation. This policy produced industry in

Canada but 1ittle Canadian industry. Canada remained an appendage

21 with the

to British finance capital until World War One.
decline of the British empire and the ascendency of the United
States, U.S. direct investment, encouraged by the Canadian

tariff structure, poured in and teak economic control of Canada.

One of the Tong-term effects of this new phase of branch plant
industrialism was that it enabled Canada's provincial governments,

through their control of resources, to encourage, control and

channel investments, and collect royalties on these investments.
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Investment is thus clustered in certain areas, according to

22 This has led

the requirements of the foreign investors.
to a stagnation and underdevelopment of many areas in Canada,
and accounts in large part for the current Canadian economic
and constitutional "crises." Naylor says., "Concentration of
direct investment tends to fragment national markets and

balkanize the state structure.“23

One such area is Quebec.
Montreal and Quebec City, the center of Canada's economic
activity during the mercantile era with their shipbuilding

and timber trade as well as their strategic trade location,

began to lose their dominance. Coal and iron became the
cherished resources in the new industrial epoch. Consequently
there was a shift in economic activity (especially heavy industry
and manufacturing) to southern Ontario. Quebec's economy

became based on resource extraction and Tabour intensive
industries such as textiles, shoe manufactures and saw milis;
With their cultural development still in the hands of the

Church after Confederation, most French Canadians remained
largely isolated from the surrounding developments. Even in R
Quebec where in 1871, 25% of its one million people were English
Canadians, the two groups remained largely separate.24 Though
French Canadians were mostly involved in subsistence farming

at this time and Tived in rural areas, gradually a greater number

flocked to the cities. Many others emigrated to the United
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States as work could not be found in Quebec. By the 1900's
a fairly sizeable French Canadian urban proletariat was in
existence. In Montreal and Quebec City where industry and
trade were controlled by English Canadians, and much of the
labour was provided by French Canadians, the divisions were
mutually reinforcing. Ryerson remarks, "this opposition of
class interests is compounded by the difference in nationality:
the owners are "les anglais", the workers "les Canadiens."25
In 1921, says Rioux, "the French-speaking population of Canada
reaches its lowest level, 27.9% of the total population. The
urban population of Quebec reaches 51.8%, exceeding the rural
population for the first time in history. Montreq1 has
618,506 inhabitants, of which 63.9% are French speaking."26
The emergence of capitalism also offered the ill-prepared
and i11-equipped French Canadians a chance at business. In

27

the long-run, few succeeded at entrepreneurship. Nevertheless,

-a small-and medium size commercial and financial capitalist =~ -
class emerged from the French Canadian community. The French
Canadian professional petite bourgeoisie still populated the
upper levels of government and increasingly became intermediaries
for foreign capital. Quebec slowly but surely became part

of the continental economic fabric. Its role was to provide

28 The French

raw materials and labour to meet U.S. needs.
Canadian bourgeoisie soon succumbed to the onslaught of foreign

(mostly U.S., but also English Canadian) capital and ceased to
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be a factor. This class configuration remained, more or less,
until the post-World War I1 period. A great number of changes
were taking place internationally during and after 1945 that

had an impact on the Canadian political economy. The role of
the U.S., in the reconstruction of Europe, and in the inter-
nationalization of capitalist relations of production through
the direct investment by multinational corporations worldwide
(especially in Canada, Latin America, Africa, and Asia), ensured
her post-war dominance internationally. As well, the increasing
concentration and centralization of U.S. capital brought about

a new phase of capitalism -- monopoly capitalism. In response
to this, and to the massive depression of the 1930's the role

of the traditionally laissez faire state in Western capitalist
nations gradually changed to one of intervention. The present
conjuncture of relations between and within Canada and Quebec
resulted primarily from these changes. Although the present
relations will bé’dT?EﬂESéH‘Tﬁ'ﬁUEﬁ”gFéEEér depth in the next
chapter it is useful to point out a few major trends which

emerged after 1945: Internationalization of Capitalist Relations

of Production -- The increasing penetration of capitalist

relations of production into Quebec brought about the rapid
industrialization and urbanization of this province, greatly
increased fhe size of Quebec's working class, greatly reduced

the agricultural-rural classes, and conditioned the emergence

of a new petite bourgeoisie. Accqrding to Faucher and Lamontagne,

between 1939 and 1950 the "output of manufacturing industries
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rose by 92% in Quebec and by 88% in Canada, while new investment

in manufacturing increased by 181% in this province and by

w29

only 154% in the whole countfy. Also, the working class

doubled in size between 1939 and 1950. This increase, in

absolute terms, was equal to the growth witnessed during the

30

whole century ending with 1939. In manufacturing occupations

31

alone the increase was from 79,000 to 237,000. The population

in agriculture dropped from 252,000 to 188,000, and fishing

and trapping also declined rapid]y.32 Rise of the New Petite
Bourgeoisie -- Composed of an array of fractions and variously
” 1 33

known as the 'new middle class , white collar proletariat,
or intermediate strata, this class primarily engages in non-
productive or non-manual/productive labour (i.e. in the
sphere of circulation or in the tertiary sector -- both in

private and public realms. Decline of Clerico-Conservative

Ideology ~- The clerico-conservative ideology of Quebec, dominant
fall of ultramontanism in the 1880's, began to decline rapidly
after 1945. The 'priest-ridden' French Canadian culture of
yesteryear had no place in the new scheme of things. Rise of

Liberal Ideology -- The ideology of the new petite bourgeoisie

was beginning to take shape throughout the 1950's and challenge

the old clerical values. Through journals such as cité libre,

the new francophone intellectuals expressed their views.
Gradually this new ideology found expression through the Quebec
Liberal Party. The next chapter will discuss these trends in

detail.
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fur trade declined they became land speculators. The two
largest land companies -- Canada Co. (founded by John Galt)

and British American Land Co. (founded by Peter McGill and
George Moffat) -- were founded in the 1820's by the old
mercantile fur traders and were merged in 1844 (with A.T. Galt,
son of John Galt, its commissioner). Said Naylor, "These

land companies bore a special relationship to the coloniai
governments through the executive councils on which sat most

of the commissioners who ran the land companies." (Naylor,
op.cit., p. 5) Naylor argues that it was this class who
created the first banks as well in Upper and Lower Canada

(Bank of Montreal in 1817, and Bank of Upper Canada in 1818).
The Chateau Clique in Lower Canada and the Family Compact in
Upper Canada were the mechanisms through which these classes
maintained their cohesion and dominance. It is important to
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own brand of rule based on the ideology of liberal democracy
(republicanism) and anti-clericalism. Of course the aristocracy,
the church and the merchant class all favored the status quo.
To answer why the mercantile class favored the status quo and
not the more liberal position it might be said that this class
was not historically-materially developed enough to assert
its own independent class ideology at this pre-industrial
revolution (hence pre-industrial capitalist) period and so it
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British Imperial trading system. What is interesting to note
about the Church in Lower Canada favoring the status quo and
opposing the Patriotes' demands, is that it is indicative of
its class position and relationship to the dominant anglophone
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Canadian assembly and the English Canadian executive. Conflicts
of a national nature were over: Education -- The executive
favored state-controlled schools while the assembly favored Church-
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and the passing of the Jesuit Estates Act of 1801 (which
transfered revenue normally used by Church-operated schools
to State-operated ones) resulted in several major disputes.
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Language -- The executive wanted English used exclusively in
government while the assembly wanted to use French. This
resulted in the exclusive use of English in executive and

the equality of English and French in the assembly. French
Canadians, recently conquered by the British, no doubt perceived
the struggle on national Tines and Papineau exploited this
sentiment by mobilizing it into a mass movement culminating

in the rebellions of 1837-38.

]OThe Upper Canadian rebellion paralleled the one in
Lower Canada as Papineau aligned himself with Upper Canadian
reformers under William Lyon Mackenzie who were struggling
for responsible government as well. Of course the Upper
Canadian struggle did not have a national dimension.

]1Mason Wade, The French Canadians, (Toronto: 1968)

121p1d., p. 208.

]3This was based on equal representation even though
Lower Canada's population exceeded that of Upper Canada
(650,000 to 456,000) in 1840. Wade, op.cit., 1964, p. 35.

T4yade, op.cit., 1968, p. 260.

]sAmong the many endeavors of these four individuals
most responsible for the creation of Canada: Cartier --
A.G. for Canada East (Lower Canada), Solicitor for Grand Trunk
-Railway; Galt -=-Director of GTR and Minister of Revenue;
Macdonald -- A.G. Canada West (Upper Canada), Director of
GTR, Kingston Fire and Marine Insurance Co., Manufacturers
Life Assurance Co., etc.; Brown -- Member of Assembly,
Owner of Toronto newspaper, the Globe. There is a debate
about the precise composition of this class. Naylor calls
it the mercantile class. He says the direct 1line of descent
runs “from merchant capital, not to industrial capital but
to banking and finance, railways, utilities, land speculation
and so on -- activities dependent upon and closely connected
with the state structure."(Naylor, op.cit., p. 16.) Alternatively,
Ryerson says Confederation was the result of a drive by an
emerging industrial capitalist class who wanted to harmonize
tariffs among the various British American colonies (Ryerson,
op.cit.,p. 242). And that there is a direct lineage between the
old mercantile and the new industrial ruling class (p. 270).
Thus somewhere between 1838 and 1866 the mercantile class
transformed itself into the industrial capitalist class. To

us this ambiguity represents the great changes during this



55

period (the transition to industrial capitalism). No doubt,

the class behind the Confederation project was a variety of

class fractions (some newly emerging, such as the industrial
capitalists, and others having emerged earlier, such as the
banking and commercial capitalists, and some, who had interests
in banking, commerce, and industry). Naylor's use of the term
mercantile to describe this class seems, at best, incomplete

and possibly incorrect. Mercantilism describes a specific-
historical period during the transition from feudalism to
capitalism, and out of which springs commercial, banking and
later industrial capitals. The term mercantile capitalist

(even though Naylor defines it as "intermediating the flow

of goods between producers and consumers") is therefore
historically specific and should not be used here. Since
commercial and banking capitalists engage in circulation

they seem to subsume the role of merchant. As to the Confederation
class's role in production or industrial capital, [ agree

with Ryerson that there was some involvement, however, Ryerson
cannot explain why a strong indigenous industrial bourgeoisie

did not develop in Canada. Thus my use of the term "emerging
capitalist class" is vague, and leaves its precise composition
unclear. It subsumes banking, commercial and industrial
fractions (as well as Naylor's mercantile class) who were
fighting for hegemony at this point. In this way it is suitable,
at least, for our purposes. That this class chose subsequently
to become intermediaries in U.S. imperialism does not make

it mercantilist. Nor does the fact that commercial and banking
fractions eventually came to dominate the industrial fraction
change the composition of this class at the time of Confederation.

16
-t August 1864, were "unanimous™ in their endorsement of
Confederation, if certain "financial details could be worked

out". P.B. Waite, The Charlottetown Conference, (Ottawa: 1970),
p. 19.

Maritime delegates at the Charlottetown Conference

]7Through his own stature as well as his relationship
with the church, which supported him and opposed the Parti
Rouge (Patriote). As Ed Smith said, "The political alliance
of French Catholic clergy and imperial government which began
in 1774 was to be transformed into an economic partnership
between that same clergy and the new industrial capitalism.”
(Smith, op.cit., p. 22) As the Bishop of Rimouski said to
Quebec Catholics, "You will respect this new constitution that
is given you, as the expression of the supreme will of the
legislator, of the legitimate authority, and consequently that
of God himself." (Smith, op.cit., p. 23) The ultra-conservative
ultramontanism doctrine dominated Quebec for the next 30 years.
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For example; 1864 -- In Nova Scotia, French speaking
Catholic Acadians are forbidden to have French schools.
1871 -- In New Brunswick, Catholic schools are closed down and

teaching of French is forbidden in public schools. 1877 --

In Prince Edward Island, Catholic and French schools become
outlawed. 1890 -- In Manitoba, Separate (Catholic) schools

are banned and teaching of French is forbidden in secondary
schools. 1892 -- In the Northwest Territories, French is
outlawed in public schools and catholic schools are prohibited.
1905 -- In Alberta and Saskatchewan, French is outlawed in

public schools and catholic schools are prohibited. 1915 --

In Ontario, French is outlawed. 1916 -- In Manitoba, French
instruction is forbidden at all levels. 1930 -- In Saskatchewan,
French instruction is again forbidden. As well, French Canadian
historians are quick to point out the treatment given Louis

Riel (execution) and the Métis (genocide), as well as to Quebecers
who did not want to fight in Britain's Boer War, or World

War I and II.

]QSuch as the Senate as protector of regional identities.

Historian P.B. Waite, commenting on the role of the Senate,
said, "It is impossible to believe that Macdonald, and perhaps
others, were not shrewd enough to see the gist of this point:
that a responsible Cabinet would suck in, with silent, inexorable,
vertiginous force, the whole regional character of the Senate
and with it all the strength that lay in the Senate's regional
identities ..." P.B. Waite, The Life and Times of Confederation,
(Toronto: 1967), p. 116. Section 93, though, restricted
the rights of provinces to encroach on the privileges of Roman
Catholic separate schools, and Section 133, gave equal status

to French and English Tanguages in Parliament. -

onhat today the Canadian banking sector is predominantly
Canadian whereas the industrial sector is American, resulted
from that (banking) fraction exercising its hegemony at the
time of Confederation, and since that time. Leo Panitch,
however, criticizes this thesis arguing that it focuses simply
on the structure and orientation of Canada's capitalist class
and ignores the relations between classes within Canada.
Panitch point to Canada's high wage proletariat as a major
factor explaining why a strong indigenous bourgeoisie did not
develop in Canada. Leo Panitch, "Dependency and Class 1in
- Canadian Political Economy", in Studies in Political Economy:
A Socialist Review, (No. 6, Autumn, 1980).

21British finance capital in Canada, in the form of
portfolio investment, was three times greater than the level
of U.S. investment at the end of World War I. (Naylor, op.cit., p. 2€
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By 1907, 150 U.S. branch-plants were established

in Quebec. By the 1930's this reached 394. Wade, op.cit.,
1968, pps. 608 and 864,

29Faucher and Lamontagne, "History of Industrial
Development", in Martin and Rioux, French-Canadian Society,
(Toronto: 1964), p. 267.
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CHAPTER FOUR:

POLITICAL ECONOMY AND
CLASS ANALYSIS OF QUEBEC (1960-1976)




This chapter will present a political economic analysis
of Quebec in the post-1960 period. Its purpose is to provide
a comprehensive background for the analysis of the crucial
post-1976 period; the subject of the next chapters. As did
the previous chapter, this one will emphasize both the national
and class aspects of the current problem. The first section
Q111 focus on the economic condition of Quebec. It will show
that Quebec's economy is externé11y controlled and that it
exhibits many of the classic symptoms of underdevelopment =--
large regional inequalities in economic development, high
unemployment levels, an underdeveloped secondary manufacturing
secondary, overdeveloped resource and tertiary sectors, etﬁ.
It will show that within Quebec, French Canadians are an
underprivileged majority as they are underrepresented in most
executive and managerial positions and overrepresented in
,fmanualfaﬁdﬁoiher~suba4¢ernrpesitions;~ The second section-
will show the various classes and class fractions operating
in contemporary Quebec, and their relationship to the Quebec
state in the 1960-1976 period. It will emphasize the role
of the new petite bourgeoisie during this time, as well as

the role of the state in transforming class relations.
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(i) Underdevelopment of Quebec and Canada

As the previous chapter demonstrated, the nature of
the Canadian (and the Quebec) economy has changed historically,
but its role has remained one of subordination to the interests
of a foreign metropole. Before 1760, Canada was a fur trading
colony founded by and operated in the interests of France.1
After 1760 the colony was taken over by Britain, but remained
a fur trading colony, controlled and operated in the interests
of the emerging mercantile-commercial bourgeoisie in England.
Eventua]]y some Canadian banks, commerce and early pre-industrial
manufactures sprung-up, centered around Montreal, but Canada's
economy remained a hinterland for the British metropolis. As
industrialization emerged, and a Canadian bourgeoisie fulfilled
its nation-building aspirations, the Canadian economy gradually
shifted its dependence from Britain to Unitgd §}§tes.r Thgr 7
ééghgﬁfc céﬁtéf”of the Canadian economy was to be in Southern
Ontario, where industrial manufacturing was set-up, and, much
of the rest of Canada became a resource extraction base for
U.S.’and Canadian (largely Ontario-based) secondary manufacturing
industries. To a great degree then, the Quebec economy, an
appendage of the Canadian economy, which is itself an appendage
of the U.S. continental-international economy, exists to serve
the interests of the Canadian and U.S; corporations that control
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Ontario, is a result of the colonial pattern of development
imposed by an external bourgeoisie in cooperation with the
Canadian financial capitalist class, the Canadian state, the
Quebec state (prior to 1960), and, to some degree, the
Quebec clerical e]ites.3
Since the 1960's a myriad of studies focusing on the
po]ifica] and economic relations between and within United
States, Canada and Quebec have appeared. Major works by
Canadian left nationalists and Marxists analyzed the relationship
between Canada and United States ('Continentalism'), and
concluded that Canada is dominated politically, culturally,
socially and economically by the United States.4 The major
arguments are these: Canada has not followed a path of
indigenous capitalist development, rather her economy has
always and still is oriented towards serving the needs of
an imperialist metropolis. This is brought about by direct
“investment of U.S. multinational corporations. Canada's raw
materials are owned and exploited by U.S. firms which use them
for the production of finished goods. These goods are then
sold back to Canadians at a much increased price. U.S. branch
plants use U.S. techno1ogy§ which discourages Canadian research
and development, and exacerbates dependency and underdevelopment,
Major economic decisions which affect all Canadians, are made

outside Canada by boards of directors of U.S. corporations.

Politically the Canadian government exercises little control
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over the multinationals. The penetration of these corporations
also has great cultural and social implications for all

Canadians.6

But, Canada is also an imperialist nation,
though of a second order, as our bourgeoisie had over $18.8
billion invested (especially in the West Indies, South
Africa and Brazil) outside Canada in 1974, compared to the
$60.2 billion of foreign investment in Canada.7

These studies showed the character and extent of
foreign control over the Canadian economy. United States'
investment accounted for 53% of the total foreign direct
investment in Canada in 1926, 74% by 1948, and 80% by the
1970'5.8 In 1967, 43.7% of U.S. direct investment in Canada
was in manufacturing, and 38.9% was in resources (8.1% in
finance, 4.9% in trade, 1.9% in utilities, and 2.5% in others).9
Foreign control of Canadian manufacturing industries increased

10

from 35% in 1926, to 60% in the 1960's. The figures for

“various sectors of the economy, mining and smelting (62%),

petroleum and natural gas (74%), refining (100%), automobile
manufacture (97%), etc., demonstrated this control. It was
also shown that between 1960 and 1969 U.S. corporations took
$2.6 billion more out of Canada than they brought in in invest-

11

ment. In fact, through some 7,400 subsidiaries, U.S. corporations

controlled over $50 billion in capital in Canada. Furthermore,
the number of takeovers of Canadian-owned firms by U.S.

corporations was increasing, totalling over 1,000 in the 1960‘5.13
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The situation in Quebec is but a microcosm of Canada's
plight. The tremendous growth in Quebec's economy after World
War II -- GNP rose from $3 billion to $19 billion between
1946 and 71968 -~ is largely attributable to the influx of U.S.
direct investmént, which increased from $850 million to over

14

$3 billion during this period. Foreign ownership of Quebec's

economy is essentially in resources and heavy industry. The

output of these firms is designed for foreign markets..l5

English Canadian capital controls much of the commercial and
financial sector as well as a good percentage of manufacturing
in Quebec. By contrast Quebec-based industries have typically
been small or medium-sized light industries, located in

the least productive and profitable sectors, and under continued

16

threat of absorption or bankruptcy. A study by André

Raynauld, for the Royal Commission on Bilingualism and Biculturalism

showed that in 1961, U.S. corporations controlled 41.8% of
“all value added in manufacturing production in Quebec, compared
to 42.8% for Anglo-Canadian and 15.4% for French-Canadian

17

enterprises. Using the number of employees as an indication

of control over various manufacturing sectors of Quebec,

Arnauld Sales found 1ittle change 13 years later, with control
roughly evenly retained by English Canadian and American industries!E
The underdeveloped condition of Quebec's economy can

be shown by breaking it into primary, secondary and tertiary

sectors.19 The primary sector in Quebec employs a diminishing
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percentage of Quebec's labour force. Yet, these resources

continue to account for d high percentage of Quebec's expor'ts.21
As well, this sector has become increasingly capital intensive
over time. Thus, while there is greater productivity per
worker, there are fewer jobs available over time. Of Quebec's
major natural resources -- asbestos, iron, pulp, copper, zinc,
wood and hydro-electricity -- only the latter two are not controlled
by foreign capital (although the Quebec government has recently
taken over Asbestos Corporation, thereby lessening the control
by U.S. firms). These resources are extracted primarily to
supply heavy industry in the U.S. and Ontario. Asbestos,
iron and zinc are almost entirely exported abroad for processing.
Although wood pulp, newspaper, and copper are processed, to
some degree, in Quebec, this is done by U.S. and Canadian
corporations, and products are exported outside Quebec for
consumption. Clearly resource extraction is set up according
A 22

About 30.3% of Quebec's labour force was employed in
the secondary sector in 1967. This figure is revealing when
compared to Ontario's secondary sector which employed 36.6% of

Ontario's 1abour.23

In terms of production value the contrast
is even more striking as Ontario's heavy manufacturing
industries more than tripled Quebec‘s.24 As well, manufacturing
industries in Ontario have been growing at a faster rate than

25

those in Quebec. Also typifying Quebec's underdeveloped

manufacturing sector is the fact that its 1ight sector



64

predominates over its heavy sector.26

The remaining 61% of Quebec's work force was employed
in the tertiary sector in 1967. Although American ownership
is present (sdch as hotel chains and car rental agencies)
most of this sector is owned by medium-sized English-Canadian
and French-Canadian firms, as well as by the Quebec state.
The increasing proportion of Quebec's labour force employed
in this sector in the past 20 years has resulted from the
greater bureaucratization of both state and private corporations
in Quebec.

Another increasingly important aspect of the Quebec
economy is the state(public) sector. Set up largely since
1960 this network of public corporations includes enterprises

27 28

in the industrial sector, commercial sector,

29

and banking
sector. Similarly, the cooperative sector is a growing
phenomenon in Quebec. It also includes enterprises in the
?ndu%fffaqgg’aﬂd*tﬁmmETCfﬁ431’Sétfﬁfig'bﬁt clearly the most
1mportanf segment of the cooperative movement is in the banking
sector.32 These two, along with the small and medium-sized
private manufacturing firms owned by French Canadians, constitute
Quebec's potential for indigenous development. Though still
not on a scale comparable to Canadian or U.S. ownership in
Quebec, this source of Quebec capital is closing the gap somewhat.
There is a high degree of concentration of ownership 1in

the Quebec economy as well. Louis Reboud estimated in 1966

that 3.5% of the total number of Quebec companies (those with
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200 or more employees) accounted for 60% of all industrial

production.33

The pulp and paper industry, which employs
over 60,000 workers directly and another 100,000 indirectly,
and accounts for 18% of Quebec's total exports, is a case in
point. No more than seven corporations controlled 90% of
production and employed over two-thirds of workers in that
sector.34 The existence of major holding companies reinforces
this tendency. Through the holding company, Power Corporation,
Paul Desmarais controls a complex network of financial,
industrial and media interests with assets exceeding §6 bi]]ion.35
Externally controlled development contributes to
unequal and scattered growth and development, and regional
inequalities. Regional income and unemployment statistics
which compare Montreal, the commercial, financial and industrial
metropolis of Quebec, with outlying regions such as Bas St.

36

Laurent-Gaspé and Outaouais, show this clearly. Other analyses

more specific aspects of the relations between and

foeus on
within Quebec and Canada. Porter found that while nearly
one-third of Canada's population were French Canadian in 1951,
only 6.7% of Canada's economic elite were French Canadian.37
Using a simf1ar methodology, Clement found that French
Canadians were only 8.4% of Canada's economic elite in 1972,38
and that most of these were lawyers and ex-politicians rather
than owners of corporations. Clement and Olsen found French
Canadians better but still under-represented in the bureaucratic

(23.2%) and political elite (24.7%) between 1961 and 1973.°°
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André d'Allemagne found in 1966 that Quebec's standard of

living was 25% lower than the Canadian average, and 50% lower

than the U.S. average.40 " Quebecers, comprising one-fourth of '

Canada's labour force in 1971, accounted for 40% of its unemp]oyed.4]

Quebec's unemployment levels are typically 20-50% higher than

the Canadian average, and 50% higher than Ontarl’o.42
Inequality between French and English Canadians living

in Quebec were also shown by statistics which focused on

income distribution by ethnic group in 1961. These found that

people of British origin earned over 50% higher income ($4,940

to 3,185) than French Canadians in Queb.ec.43

Milner attempted
to account for this inequality and concluded in 1973 that as
much as 40% of this disparity in income results from direct

44 Health care

discrimination in the Anglo-controlled economy.
services, mortality rates, disease rates, welfare statistics,
availability of housing, social mobility, access to education,
- occupation, and numerous other sociological indices further
illustrate this inequality. Lysiane Gagnon, looking at the
personnel of large corporations located outside Montreal,

found that Francophones made up 82% of the lowest (5,000 to
6,499) salary group and only 23% of the highest (over $15,000);
whereas Anglos constituted respectively 18% and 77%.45 This

is especially significant because most Anglophones living

in Quebec reside in Montreal.

Thus, all of these studies showing high unemployment,
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regional inequalities, underdeyelopment in secondary manufacturing,
overdevelopment of tertiary and primary sectors, high concentration
of foreign ownérship, the drain of profits to the metropolis,

the lack of indigenous capitalist development (and an indigenous
capitalist class), lower standard of living, etc., are effects

of Quebec's underdevelopment and subordination to Canadian

and U.S. metropoles. Although many of these statistics are

dated and some of the worst of these conditions have been
a]]eviated,46 they are nevertheless indicative of the larger
picture of relations between and within Quebec and Canada,

and to a great extent form the foundation of the current crisis

in relations. In summary, to quote Milner, "Quebec's economy

is deeply trapped within the framework of international

capitalist control and development and, while it does not

suffer the worst ravages of that system, it is colonized

nh7 The relationship between classes and class

nonetheless.
fractions, and the state, in Quebec and Canada will reveal

more clearly the present conjuncture of relations.
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(ii) Class Analysis of Quebec

(a) The Bourgeoisie

From the previous section we can see the extent of
foreign control of Quebec's economy and the degree to which
it is integrated into the international and, especially, the
continental economic systems. Thus the first major fraction
of the bourgeoisie that has a direct impact on re]ationé in
Quebec is the U.S. based (though internationally operative)

bourgeoisie.48

In Quebec this industrial fraction dominates
manufacturing (especially heavy) and resource extraction
industries. Though its head offices are located elsewhere
this class operates through branch plants located in Canada
and Quebec. Since entering Quebec this class has exercised
political clout through its close relationship with the Quebec
the executive levels and boards of its branch plants. Its
success also lies in its ability to integrate various inter-
mediate strata into its corporate bureaucracies and satisfy
Quebec workers with reasonably high wages.

The second major fraction which has an impact on
relations in Quebec is the Canadian-based (though internationally
operative) bourgeoisie. Although this Canadian bourgeoisie
is divided into several fractions, its most important, according

to Clement, are these:
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(1) a dominant indigenous bourgeoisie in finance,
transportation and utilities, with smaller
representation in manufacturing and resources
(primarily food and beverages and pulp and paper),
which is both national and international in scope:
(2) a middle range indigenous national bourgeoisie
mainly in some manufacturing sectors and, (3) a
dominant comprador bourgeoisie in manufacturing
and resources, which is both national and inter-
national, and located in branch plants of foreign-
controlled multinationa1s.49

Each of these fractions operates in Quebec, though in varying
degrees. Historically Montreal has been the location for

most of Canada's largest financial institutions. Also medium

and large-sized English Canadian firms still control a significant
share of Quebec's secondary manufacturing production. Finally,

the intermediary role of the Canadian comprador in U.S. manufacturing
and resource firms is still operative.

50

The exact nature of the Quebec bourgeoisie is the

subject of current debate among students of Quebec po]itics.51
This class, which emerged during the 19th century, has historically
been very weak in relation to the U.S. and Canadian bourgeoisies,
constantly facing extinction through bankruptcy and absorption.
Prior to 1960, the Quebec state rarely promoted the development

of an indigenous Quebec bourgeoisie. Since then, however, due
primarily to the efforts of the Quebec state, the Quebec bourgeoisie
has emerged as a force in Quebec politics and some fractions

even see their interests as somewhat distinct from the Canadian

and U.S. bourgeoisies. But generally, as Niosi says, the

Quebec bourgeoisie is "nothing other than the French Canadian
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section of the Canadian capitalist class. Its markets, its

w52

investments, its aims, all are trans-Canadian. This

bourgeoisie, though weak and truncated, has improved its

position since 1960.53

It is located primarily in small and
medium-sized manufacturing and commercial enterprises but

there are a few large Quebec based companies in industry
(Bombardier Inc., York-Lambton, Quebecor Inc., Rolland Paper),
banking (National Bank of Canada) and commerce (Provigo).

In his study of the French-Canadian bourgeoisie Niosi found

46 companies with over $10 million in assets, and 16 with

over $100 mi1110n.54 There is a distinction between the smaller
and larger fractions of this class. 1Its largest fractions

are either involved in or are interested in expansion into
Canadian and international markets. Its-orientation is therefore

generally federalist, and though it welcomes aid from the

Quebec state, it fears that, as Niosi says, "the separation of

Quebec would truncate its prinecipal market, forece it-to

reorganize its companies and weaken its position on the Canadian

and international scene."55 On the other hand, smaller companies

iare more dependent upon aid from the Quebec state and have a

. greater tendency to favour increased autonomy for the Quebec

government and, in some cases, independence. In Fournijer's
study of the Quebec Chamber of Commerce, a business association
made up mainly of Quebec-based businessmen and professionals,
he found that the main source of friction was between the

56

small and large companies. The Montreal branch of the
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Chamber is indicative of the attitude of this smaller and
somewhat more Quebec-oriented fraction. In a formal statement,
the Montreal branch indicated its goal was to promote

"the economic and social advancement of a nation, the French-

w57

Canadian nation. Though this Chamber could never be called

a hotbed of Quebec nationalism.

(b) The New Petite Bourgeoisie

One of the major results of the post-war intensification
of capitalist relations of production in Quebec was that it
conditioned the emergence and rapid expansion of a new
intermediate stratum, variously called the ‘'new middle class'
or 'new petite bourgeoisie.' This class, initially an effect
of the societal transformation taking place, eventually
contributed to the further transformation through its
participation in the bureaucracies of the state and private
corpéréf%bns. fts appearénce,rsays'Boﬁrdue éhdrkrénétté,
"reveals the existence of new functions in the capitalist

production process. These new functions correspond to different

~ kinds of needs in the management, administration, organization,

and planning of the production and consumption of material

58 Employed as professionals, semi-prof-

and symbolic goods."
essionals, managers, supervisors, legal and technical advisors,
intellectuals, etc., this stratum includes what has become

known as the technocracy. Clearly the most important fraction

emerged in the post-war period to challenge the ideologies
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and values (as well as those who articulated them) long-

dominant in Quebec. The ideological positions of these new
petite bourgeoisie elements differed somewhat from fraction
to fraction. On one hand, there was Pierre El11iot Trudeau,

and his colleagues at Cite Libre, who attacked the conservative

ideology and argued that French Canadians should overcome

their anti-statism and begin participating wholeheartedly in
lTiberal democratic institutions. Others, centered around

trade unions and universities such as Laval, agreed and qdded
that the state should be used more vigorously in the economy

to ease the strains of development. Others, such as University
of Montreal historians Michel Brunet, Guy Fregault and Maurice
Seguin, were somewhat more nationalistic, arguing that
Quebecers could only ensure that their interests were being
protected by usiné the Quebec state. They argued for the

increased use of the state to aid the development of Quebec.

The characteristics of this class are that it is predominantly
young, well-educated, francophone, Tiberal, nationalist and

situated primarily in the Quebec state (after 1960).59 This

yi class rather abruptly replaced the traditional petite bourgeoisie

as the intellectually and culturally dominant stratum within
Quebec and in the early 1960's became politically potent as it
orchestrated and carried out the reforms of the Quiet Revolution.
Through the Liberal Party it articulated a nationalist-social
democratic ideology dedicated to bringing about the economic

Tiberation of Quebec from foreign domination. It was to do this
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through the greater involvement of the state in the economy
and the creation of an indigenous economic base for Quebec --
in both public and private sectors. It was temporarily success-
ful but as time went on its attempts to press for greater
reforms were frustrated by elements within the Lfbera1 Party.60
This fraction, though not politically idle for ten years(1966-
1976), did lose its political and ideological strength. It
has, however, resurfaced in the last few years; this time
mobilized around the Parti Québécois.

Other fractions of the intermediate strata which were
identifiable, but clearly of declining significance, were the
traditional petite bourgeoisie which articulated its ideology

through the Union Nationale Party effectively until 1960?1

and, the new petite bourgeoisie of anglophone heritage located

f .in Canadian and U.S. private corporations, whose political

import has been slipping since 1960 as well.

(¢) The Working Class

Quebec's working class emerged primarily in the post-
Confederation period and grew rapidly around the turn of the
century with the increased penetration of capitalist development.
Located predominantly in the timber, shipbuilding, and light
manufacturing industries (clothing, tobacco, pulp and paper,
textiles, furniture, footwear), the Quebec working class provided

& = | T

the dominant anglophone business class with cheap, docile and
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trustworthy labour. Though unionization began in the 1800's,
and by the early 1900's Quebec workers had won numerous
improvements in working conditions, goals of militant reform
were transformed with the emergence of Catholic unionism.

The creation of the Confgaé?ation des Travailleurs Catholiques
du Canada (CTCC, now CNTU) in 1921, formed out of 88 existing
unions with a membership of 26,000, put a substantial portion
of Quebec's organized labour in the hands of the Church.62
The CTCC's view of industrial relations was based on the
"inequality of social classes (and) the harmony of capital

and 1abour."63

Even though the CTCC represented 75% of Quebec's
organized labour in 1935, its unions were responsible for only

9 of 507 strikes in Quebec between 1915 and 1936.64 When the
CTCC failed to keep Quebec's working class in line, the state,
during the Taschereau, Duplessis and Godbout regimes, would

step in and ensure labour's cooperation. Between 1917 and

1950 the state intervened frequently in labour-disputes and--
interpreted its role as "simply the protector of employers'

w65 Canadian unions (CCL and TLC), and their

interests.
American affiliates, (CIO and AFL) began to make some headway
in Quebec in the 1930's by counteracting the ultra-conservatism

66 This resulted in

of the CTCC and other Quebec unions.
numerous violent confrontations between trade unions, splitting
the working class almost irreparably.

The increased and intensified interventions by the

Quebec state, legitimized by the enactment of a new Labour
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Relations Act in 1944,%7

encouraged a more militant posture
by Quebec's labour unions. Soon even Catholic unions were
mobilized, along with those affiliated to Canadian and American
centrals, to struggle against the state's repressive tactics,
and the poor wages and working conditions offered by the
Canadian and American bourgeoisie. Under Duplessis (between
1944 and 1959) most strikes (such as at Asbestos, Louiseville,
Murdochville, Vallyfield and Noranda) were transformed into
major confrontations between workers and the state-bourgeoisie
alliance, because of the state's partisan interventions. Herbert
Quinn described the tactics of the Union Nationale under Duplessis,
which were to,

send a large number of provincial police into

any town or area as soon as a strike broke out.

On many occasions this action was taken, not at

the request of the local municipal authorities,

the only ones who legally had the right to ask

for such assistance, but at the request of the

company involved in the industrial dispute.

More often than not, however, the police were

used for the purpose of intimidating strikers,

arresting their leaders, carrying strike breakers

through picket lines, and doing everything

possible to break the stm‘ke.68
Greater collaboration between unions began and several 'common
fronts' were established to put forth a unified working class
voice. This was one of the first instances of a major class
confrontation involving the working class in Quebec. Though,
obviously, it did not lead to a full-scale class struggle, and
was not entirely successful from the vantage point of the Quebec

worker, it nevertheless represents a key moment in the development
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of the ideology of .the Quebec working class.

The post-war transformation of Quebec began to have
its effect on the Quebec working class. In 1947, primary
sector workers made up 24.2% of Quebec's work force. By 1965
this figure had dropped to 9.2%.. Correspondingly, the number
of tertiary sector workers increased from 44.5% to 58.1%.
Secondary sector workiers remained at around 30% over this

period.69

These figures reflect the growing numbers of white
collar (finance and commerce) and service sector employees,

and the declining number of rural-agricultural workers. Through
the 1960's this trend continued as the expansion of the public
sector required workers in great quantities. This had a
tremendous impact on the nature of organized labour in Quebec.
Between 1960 and 1970, 175,000 new workers from public and

para public sectors became unionized. By 1970, one'third of

organized labour were state employees.70

The Confederation of National Trade Unions (ENTU)71
absorbed the greatest portion of these new public sector workers.
Its membership increased from about 80,000 in 1960 to over

200,000 in 1970, of which 106,000 were employed by the state,

72 In 1960 three-fourths

30,000 of those as civil servants.
of i{ts members were primary and secondary sector employees,
whereas, in 1970 over 50% were employed by the state. The
Quebec Teachers Corporation (CEQ) also benefited greatly

from the superstructural modernization and expansion of public

education. It emerged as one of the three major unions in
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contemporary Quebec, hoasting a membership of 60,000 in
1969 (up from 12,000 just ten years earlier).
The newly created Quebec Federation of Labour (QFL)'Z3
composed almost exclusively of blue collar (productive) workers,
was least affected by the expansion of the state sector. Though
its membership did increase to more than 200,000 by the 1970's
it remained predominantly composed of francophone workers from
the monopolistic anglo-owned primary and secondary sectors.
Thus, the unionized section of Quebec's working class
became transformed during the 1960's. The most important
element undoubtedly became public sector employees, rather
than productive labourers. Ideologically this fraction
transformed and radicalized Quebec's working class, and brought
it into conflict with the Quebec state on numerous occasions.
The unionized fraction of Quebec labour has grown steadily during
the 20th century: increasing from 10% in 1931 to over 39%
in ’196’8.74 The percentage of unionized workers varies from
sector to sector. In the capital intensive and U.S. dominated
primary sector, 44% of employees were unionized in 1968. In
the same year 47% of secondary sector workers and 35.3% of
tertiary sector workers were unionized.75 A further breakdown
by industry shows unionization highest in education (96.8%),
tobacco (78.2%), and forestry (78.5%),and lowest in agriculture

76

(0.8%), commerce (0.5%) and finance (2.4%). More than half

of unionized secondary sector workers in Quebec were affiliated
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with the QFL while more than one-third of unionized tertiary

sector workers belonged to the CNTU in 1968.77

In 1976, the
' QFL was Quebec's Tlargest union with over 285,000 members.
After the defection of 60,000 of its members in 1972-1973 the
CNTU's membership totalled 175,000.’°
Throughout the 1960's and early 1970's Quebec's
three major unions gradually grew more united and radical.
Discussions between labour leaders for the purposes of creating
a united front began as early as 1968 and culminated in the
creation of the'Common Front' in 1972 for the purposes of
negotiating a common contract for 210,000 Quebec public sector
workers affiliated to the three major centrals. However, since
this high-water mark in 1972 labour unity has broken down
somewhat and since 1976, the major unions have adopted an
uncertain attitude in their dealings with one.another and

the state, and an inconsistent attitude in the relations with

"the Parti Quebecois.



(iii) State-Class Relations (1960-1976)

As we said earlier, the intensification of capitalist
relations of production resulted in externally controlled
development, which perpetuated uneven economic growth in Canada.
Qut of this emerged several regionally-based economies. The
local bourgeoisie as well as the foreign bourgeoisie, which
was interested in provincially controlled resources, began
to look more and more to the provincial state to promote
their interests. Eventually, during an era which demanded
greater state involvement in the economy, the provincial
states began to challenge the authority of the Canadian federal
state. The resultant decentralization of the Canadian federal
system is evidence of this tendency.79

The Quebec state was no exception. Its active involvement
in the development of the Quebec economy began after 1945
but was accelerated after the election of the Liberal Party
in 1960. The period between 1945 and 1960 was one of upheaval
and transition in Quebec. Sevyeral new intellectual currents
emerged to challenge the once sacrosanct values of Quebec
séciety. The most vocal and, ultimately, the most successful
current in Quebec was articulated by the young, educated middle
classes. Its dynamic liberal nationalism increasingly came
into conflict with the old defensive reactionary ideology of

Duplessis. The latter was finally put to rest in 1960 with the
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election of the Liberal Party. The Liberals rode the wave of
this new sentiment to power, weaying nationalist rhetoric into
its program of economic-social reform. During the early years
of its term the Liberals successfully mobilized large segments
of the Quebec population behind its nation-building project.
Its first major move was the creation of the Quebec Economic
Orientation Council (COEQ). With this body thevgovernment
proceeded to unfold its strategy for economic reform which

was to include the creation of a scientific research council,
a centre for industrial research, and a series of regional
economic councils (CER's) to unite and integrate various groups

into participating in its project.so

Then it began to set up
a network of state corporations that were designed to either
aid private accumulation or to participate directly in the
production process. The most important projects undertaken
at this time were the creation of the Caisse de dép@t, the
société Générale de Financement, Sidbec and Hydro Quebec.-
The Société Généra1e de Financement (General Investment
Corporation) was set up in 1962 to aid, reorganize or buy-out
financially troubled Quebec companies. Eventually its role
was expanded to include participating in the management and
financing of medium and Jarge-sized Quebec firms, creating
industrial complexes, and promoting the amalgamation and merger
of small and medium-sized firms. The Caisse de dgwet (Quebec

Deposit and Investment Fund) was established in 1965 to manage

funds collected by the Quebec pension plan and to provide
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~financial assistance to medium and large-sized Quebec firms

in order to lessen their financial dependence on Canadian
banks. It was also designed to make efforts to consolidate
and reorganize Quebec capital (such as the creation of Provigo
from three medium-sized Quebec companies). Hydro-Quebec was
created in 1963 when the Quebec Liberal government nationalized
the province's Canadian-owned hydro plants. Sidbec was
established in 1964 (though it did not fully become a public
corporation until 1968) to become involved in all aspects of
steel production. In all over 20 public and para public
institutions were set up by the Liberals during this period.
Lesage, constantly in conflict with Ottawa over legislative
jurisdiction and the administration of various programs, mahaged
to expand the size of the Quebec state bureaucracy immensely.
As a result, between 1961 and 1970 Quebec government revenues
increased from $758 million to over $3.3 billion dollars.
Expenditures over the same period increased by a similar
amount to greater than $4 billion, surpassing the federal
government's expenditure of $3 billion in Quebec. By 1970

the public sector accounted for 45.9% of all expenditures

(up from 33% in 1961) and 43.4% (up from 30%) of all revenues

in the province.81

Although the program aided all sections

of the bourgeoisie to some extent, its orientation was in
favour of aiding the growth of Quebec's indigenous development.
As Fournier remarked, "the main avowed intention of the govern-

ment in setting up state enterprises was to contribute to the
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"economic liberation" of Quebec, in conformity with the

Liberal election slogan 'maitrés chez nous'. In effect, this
meant that the Quebec government wanted to play an active

role in creating an economic power base for the French Canadian
element. The Quebec government considered that it was only
through the use of the state that French Canadians could gain
some participation in economic decision-making, which had
heretofore been almost entirely in the hands of English

Canadians or foreigners."82

Brunelle take this one step
further, saying that the COEQ was in fact an organization
specifically created by the Lesage government to articulate

the demands of the francophone bourgeoisie.s3

Though not
immediately threatened, Canadian and U.S. bourgeoisies kept
a close watch on the proceedings at this time.

To be successful the Liberals, however, had to integrate
other elements into its project. Behind its nationalist
jideology, the Liberals mobilized large sections of the industrial
proletariat and new state sector workers. The major union
centrals all moved to a position of informal collaboration
and cooperation with the province-building aspirations of
the Liberals, contributing to a relatively peaceful period of
class relations. The newly reformed CNTU, under the Teadership
of Jean Marchand, operated, said Lipsig-Mummg, “as if it were

the trade union arm of a one-party state."84

The CEQ also
increasingly cooperated in the Liberal project after education

was taken over and expanded by the state. The Liberal Party's
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Tabour code (1964), which reversed the 1944 policy and gave
public sector workers increased rights to strike, did much

to enlist the further trust and cooperation of this group.

As Lipsig-Mumm€ says, the new public sector workers became

fntegra11y involved as "state agents in the project of

societal moderm‘zation."85

But maybe most important was the
position of the new petite bourgeoisie. The ideology of the
Liberals was perfectly suited to the interests of this stratum.
The expansion of the bureaucracy provided increasing opportunities
for young, educated French Canadians, and the overtly nationalist
orientation of the program mobilized their full cooperation.

As time went on and the reforms of the Quiet Revolution
Tost momentum, the cooperation of these segments of Quebeé
society became tenuous. Bourque and Frenette argue that a
split in the Liberal Party, between the technocratic fraction
(behind Levesque), which wanted to accelerate the movement
towards state capitalism and economic independence, and the
"neo-capitalist" fraction (behind Lesage), which wanted to
put more emphasis on the development of the private sector,
beginning around 1964, caused irreparable damage and, inevitably,
the downfall of the Liberals and the Quiet Revolution reforms.
The technocratic fraction, which represented the new state
middle class, quickly became frustrated as its attempts to
push ahead with greater reform met with deaf ears. The public

sector workers also became dissillusioned with the reform and
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began to exercise their right to strike.86

The CNTU, pitted
against the Liberal Party in strike after strike, was "torn
between collaboration in the nationalist project and rejection

of its implications for 1abour."87

It proved much easier for
the Liberals to mobilize Targe segments of Quebec society behind
its project than to maintain the allegiance of these elements.
The loss of support of the working class, especially public
sector workers, no doubt contributed to the election defeat
of the Liberal Party in 1966. The expulsion of Reng Lévesque
and his cohorts from the Liberal Party after its defeat marked
the victory of the "neo-capitalist" fraction within the Liberal
Party. Lgvesque and other expelled members of the Liberal
technocratic-wing seized the opportunity to mobilize the
young nationalist petite bourgeoisie and created the Parti
Québéﬁois. The next few years proved to be a transition
period for this class as it gradually changed its allegiance
to thg new patty. 7 7

It also proved to be very much a transition for Quebec
society at large. The Union Nationale which inherited this
unstable equilibrium of class forces often did 1ittle more
than try to find a working balance. Elected Targely by protest
vote (anti-Liberal), the Union Nationale continually oscillated
from a position of radical independence to conservative federalism

88

in its attempt to create an equilibrium. As Bourque and

Frenette argued, it would be "false to say that the Union
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representative of a class or class faction; politically,

the Union Nationale reflected a balance between the conflicting

n89

forces. It did, however, transform class relations by

modifying the basic thrust of the Quiet Revolution reforms.

Much more emphasis was placed on the development of the private

Z

sector -- both Québécois and non-Québecois elements. As

Daniel Johnson, leader of the Union Nationale Party, wrote
in 1968, "The role of the state is not to substitute itself
for private enterprise, but to help it, sustain it, orient it,

surround it with a climate of confidence and stability,

n90

stimulate it The U.N.'s creation of the Quebec Planning

and Development Council (OPDQ) was an attempt to 1ntegrateA

s of society -- leaders from labour, business

[
v

various elemen
and government -- into its project. Yet, the potential dsefu1ness
of such a body seemed to be defeated quickly with the creation

of the General Council of Industry. This body, composed of
representatives from the major U.S. (Iron Ore, Texaco, Alcan,
etc.), Canadian (Royal Bank, Bank of Montreal, Domtar, etc.),

and Quebec (Bombardier, Rolland Paper, Dupuis Freres) corporations
operating in Quebec, was designed to create a formal Tink

between business and government. Its mandate, "to tighten

the bonds between the Industry and Commerce Ministry and the
Quebec business community with their colleagues from other
provinces and foreign countries; to inform the Ministry about

any changes in the opinions of business about Quebec and to
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suggest economic policies and if necessary help direct these

policies .“91

gives an indication of the economic orientation
of the UN at this time -- one that was clearly in favour of
large corporations whether of Canadian, American or Quebec
origin. A state corporation, Soquip (Quebec petroleum
Operation Company) was also created at this time. It was
designed to involve itself in all phases of the petroleum
industry, in association with private capital. 1Its role,
however, under the Union Nationale, was never more than that

of a "sophisticated subsidy system or incentive program“92 for
private industry, and its activities rarely went beyond
assisting in exploration. Other measures by the Union Nationale --

legislation such as the Quebec Industrial Credit Bureau Act,

(@]

Quebec Industrial Assistance Act, the setting up of a

Financial Assistance Program for High Technology Industries --
show that its intention was to assist all fractions of capital,
rbut"especia1}y its 1argest fractions. Thi; ppljcy frus;rated
the growth of the small and medium-sized Quebec bourgeoisie
which received the attention of the Liberal Party in the

early 1960's. The new petite bourgeoisie, which continued

to push for increased state involvement in the economy, was
also frustrated by the policies of the Union Nationale. However,
in terms of electoral success its coercive approach in dealing
with Tabour relations was disastrous as it quickly alienated

the support of Quebec's organized working class. Bill 25,
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the government's labour legislation, reversed the direction

of the 1964 Act, and abrogated many of the acquired rights

of the working class. For example, only one central was
allowed to bargain for workers in a particular industry,

even though in many cases an industrial sector was represented
by two or more centrals. This set centrals in competition
with each other for representation. Also, a standardized wage
policy was enforced, inhibiting the mechanism of collective
bargaining. The state, under the Union Nationale, once again
assumed the right of intervening directly in labour disputes.
Workers responded to this with one of the most intense periods
of striking in North American labour history. The new state
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for 60% of strikes between 1966 and 197
a period of intense grass-root organization and action,
ranging from radical socialist and anarchist groups (PSQ, FLQ)
to community action groups (MCM, FRAP), proving to be too much
for the U.N. to handle with its lack of popular base. Its
loss in the 1970 election, and its subsequent decline and

94 attests

virtual disappearance from Quebec politics by 1980,
to this lack of foundation.

The Liberal Party which replaced the Union Nationale
in 1970, inherited a similar disequilibrium of forces to that
which it left in 1966. The party itself, however, was vastly
different. As Milner said, "except for a small group of

uay and some of the

technocrats, including Claude Caston

Q)
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experts he recruited while Minister of Social Affairs such

as his successor Claude Forget, the 1link between the Liberals

| of the 1970's and the social groups most directly involved

d."95 Bereft

of its technocratic and nationalist elements, its ideology
was also changed. It no longer saw the strengthening of the
Quebec economy through the participation of the state but,
rather, through an intensification of ties with Canadian and
U.S. capital. Its committment was no longer to 'maitres chez
nous' but to 'profitable federalism', and the creation of
100,000 jobs through the stimulation of the private sector.
In this way its program was not much different from the Union

the
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Nationale Party which prece

it in power. In
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Liberals created the Sociétf de developpement Industriel du
Quebec (Quebec Industrial Development Corporation) as an
industrial bank oriented towards assisting high technology
medium and large-sized industry. Various legislations, such

as Bill 24 which gave a 30% tax credit on new investments of
more than $50,000, were passed with the intention of encouraging
investment from any-and all sources. A good example of the
orientation of the Liberal Party was shown when ITT-Rayonier

(a subsidiary of the U.S. owned giant ITT) was given 51,000
square miles of forest rights for a period of 40 years, and

was required to pay only fifty cents per cord (well below the

normal $2.50 to $3.00) in royalties. ITT-Rayonier was also
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provided with $57.3 million (including federal and provincial
government aid) to set up a new mill at Port-Cartier, Quebec,
which would create only 459 permanent and 1,330 seasonal jobs.96
In the field of labour relations the Liberal Party
proved to be quite similar to the Union Nationale (of both
pre-1960 and 1966-1970 periods) as well; using a coercive
approach to intervene frequently and directly in strikes.
Not happy with the way they were being treated the three major
union centrals -- QFL, CNTU, CEQ -- began discussing the
possibility of creating a common front to negotiate collective

agreements. When several strikes were broken up and union

leaders jailed or fined, the three major centrals began to

]

K} N 3 3 a . - - .
take an increasingly unified and radical stance vis-a-vis

the state, producing documents and manifestos which transcended
economism and brought capitalist relations of production into
question. In 1971, for example, a CNTU workpaper, 'Ne Comptons

97

Qqe Sur No;rPerres Moyens', presents a Teftist analysis

of the political and economic conditions in Quebec and advocates
the nationalization of industyry and workers' control of
production and distribution. The conflict between state

workers and the state reached a peak in 1972 when 210,000

public sector workers, affiliated to the three major unions,
formed a 'Common Front' to negotiate with the Quebec government.
Included among these workers were blue collar, white collar

as well as professional state employees. With their families

98 .y
i

mmmaT s mrma s 17 [N -~ - eI PPN
iedrty ovne ni i ne bt('lKE

~ N bo ;2 ta =
un yuevecers.



~m
. Lo

90

assumed great importance for all elements of Quebec society.
Much more was at stake than 210,000 public sector employees
fighting for wage concessions from the state. As Fournier
comments, "Business felt threatened because it knew that if
the government gave in to the demand of the unions for a
$100-a-week minimum, the result would be substantial union
pressure on the private sector to pay the same wages. Thus,
in many ways it was ... the overall wage structure and
distribution of income in Quebec (that was at stake)."99
After negotiations with government broke down and a strike
was called, the Liberals passed a back-to-work legislation
(Bi11 19) and within days several unionists, including the
‘leaders of the three centrals, were jailed. Inevitably,
the unprecedented radicalism and solidarity of the unions
was crushed by the state, as the Liberals showed very clearly
their class orientation.

Aniided1ogic§1 polarization within the CNTU occurred
shortly thereafter and resulted in the secession of 60,000

100

members and a number of leaders. About half of the

defectors founded the Confederation of Democratic Trade
Unions (CSD) and continued to collaborate with the Liberal
Party. The other half, members of the Civil Servants
Federation (SFPQ) simply disaffiliated. Relations between
the QFL and the CNTU were also worsened by the events at

this time. After 1973 the QFL moved to a position of closer
/‘é‘a
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the relationship between the CNTU and the Liberals of the
1960-1966 period.

Bourassa continued his coercive approach in dealing
with labour throughout the next few years. 1In 1976, his
last year in office, a short but intense period of labour
activity began again. Workers in the construction, asbestos,
metallurgical, hydro-electric and textile industries, as
well as teachers, academics, nurses, etc., again formed a
'"Common Front', and led widespread striking and civil dis-
obedience right up until the November election. The result
was the same as in 1972. Bourassa's approach to labour, as
well as allegations of corruption in his government, have to

ORI
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be considered major reasons for h eat in 1976. However,
it is Tikely that equally importantly was the fact that the
Liberals, after having alienated the new petite bourgeoisie,
which was the intellectual force behind the nation-building
reforms of the Quiet Revolution period, lost their claim to
building the Quebec nation. As Milner said, "The ideological
basis for nation-building thus fell essentially to the Parti

QuéBé%ois.“1O]
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9Fournier, op.cit., 1976, p. 156.

100The ideological split was between a radical element
which articulated the Marxist analysis of class relations
in Quebec, led by President Marcel Pepin, and a more conservative
element which rejected the radical overtones of the other and
wanted to affiliate more closely with the Liberal Party.

]Q1Mi1ner, in Saul and Heron, 1977, op.cit., p. 151.



APPENDIX ONE

Direct U.S. Investment
in Canada
Balance of the 1960's
(in million $)

New American ‘ Dividends and Fees and

Capital Brought Interest repatriated exclusive rights

into Canada to U.S. repatriated Balance
1960 451 ' 361 90 - 0
1961 302 464 102 - 264
1962 314 476 114 - 276
1963 365 455 134 - 224
1964 298 634 162 - 498
1965 962 703 185 + 74
1966 1153 756 211 + 186
1967 408 790 243 - 625
1968 625 851 261 - 487
1969 619 ‘ 762 268 - 511
Total $5,497 $6,252 $1,770 - $2,625
Scurce: Canadian Bimension, Vol. 7, Mo. &, April 1971, page 5. Cited in Bennett,

op.cit., page 155.

€0l
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APPENDIX TWO

Size of Manufacturing establishments owned by Francophone
Canadians, Anglophone Canadians, and foreign interests,
measured by value added --- Quebec, 1961

Percentage of total value added
in establishments owned by

francos anglos foreign Total
Food 30.9 32.0 38.1 100
Beverage 4.7 64.9 30.4
Tobacco products 0.9 31.2 67.9
Rubber 8.0 37.5 54,5
Leather 49 .4 46.3 4.3
Textile 2.1 68.3 29.6
Knitting mills 24.7 53.2 22.1
Clothing 8.2 88.6 3.2
Wood 84.0 13.2 2.8
Furniture 39.4 53.6 7.0
Paper 4.8 53.3 41.9
Paper Products 22.0 41.2 33.8
Printing 28.2 65.7 6.1
Iron and Steel 11.7 28.9 59.4
Non-ferrous metal 3.7 11.6 84.7
Metal fabrication 23.7 35.9 40.4
Machinery 18.3 17.0 64 .7
Transportation 6.4 14.4 79.2
Electrical 6.6 58.0 35.4
Non-metal mineral 14.8 51.2 34.0
Petroleum, coal 0.0 0.0 100.0
Chemical, medical 6.5 16.4 77.1
Precision instrum. 4.6 23.5 71.9
Miscellaneous 24 .5 41.3 34.2
A11 Industries 15.4 42.8 41.8 100

y . ’ . . :
Source: A. Raynauld, "La Propr15te des Enterprises au Quebec”,
from the Report of the Royal Commissicn on Bilinqualism and
Biculturalism, Yolume 3, pacge 57.
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APPENDIX THREE

BREAKDOWN OF THE PRODUCTION VALUE OF
MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES, 1964

($,000,000)

Quebec Ontario
1. Industries related to
natural resources. _ :
Wood paper and related ind. 1,202 1,171
Primary Metals 671 1,498
Non-metallic minerals 268 461
» 131 3,130
(24%) (20%)
2. Light industry
Food and Beverages 1,629 2,543
Textiles, Leather Clothing 1,652 959
Other 636 912
3,917 4,474
(45%) (28%)
3. Heavy Industry
Chemical products 491 1,084
Metal products 541 1,265
Petroleum derivatives 400 487
Transport industry 377 2,616
Electrical equipment 421 1,201
Machinery. 185 788
Other 296 857
. 2,716 8,296
(31%) (5200)
Source: The Parti Guéoécois, Souveraintd et gconomie, nns,
14-15, cited in Bennett, on.cit., page 167.




APPENDIX FOUR

GROWTH OF MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES IN
QUEBEC AND ONTARIO - (1949-1963) (in %)

901

Total Growth Avg. rate-growth Difference

Quebec Ontario Quebec Ontario (Que-0Ont.)
Food and Bevyerages 150.8 131.6 6.43 6.23 + 0.20
Tobacco and related 82.3 448 .1 4.52 12.86 - 8.34
Rubber products 134.4 72.5 6.18 3.65 + 2.54
Leather products 71.0 69.2 3.54 3.38 + 0.16
Textiles 74.6 70.5 4.02 4,31 - 0.29
Clothing, hosiery 63.6 26.7 3.61 1.78 + 1.83
Wood products 114.6 76.4 6.10 4.18 + 1.92
Paper products 90.2 109.9 4.39 5.31 - 0.92
Printing, publish. 180.0 158.8 7.26 6.82 + 0.44
Primary metal 111.0 142.0 5.17 6.48 - 1.31
Transport 92.3 158.8 5.22 7.50 2.28
Misc. electrical 162.4 192.7 6.16 7.23 - 1.07
Non-metal mineral 251.0 175.9 8.97 8.08 + 0.89
Chemicals, related 195.7 222.3 8.37 8.61 : - 0.24
TOTAL 117.2 141.4 5.76 6.75 - 0.99

Source: J.P. Chateau, "Croissance et structure des JIndustries Manufacturidres au
- . . - P " - s «
Québec et en Ontario”, cited in Actualité Lconomique, Bennett, op.cit.,
page 167. ‘
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APPENDIX FIVE

THE POWER CORPORATION GROUP

Gelco P. Desm 5
| Enterprises Ltd. - Lbesmarais
53%
Power Corp.
of Canada
100% 51.2% |- 1/57.9%
Canada Steamship Imperial Life Laurentide
Lines Assurance 1 Corporation
Investors Group Consolidated
Bathurst |
{d_,ﬁ,;«f—*””’;LL_
L‘-
Great West Life Montreal Trust Dominion
Insurance Co. Glass }
Source: J; Hiosi,r“The Hew French-Canadian Bourgeocisie",

STUdies in Political Economy: A Socialist Review,
("o. 1, Spring 1979, p. 127)
Year of Statistics: 1976.




APPENDIX SIX

QUEBEC'S REGIONAL UNEMPLOYMENT LEVELS

801

% of pop. on % of pop. on % of pop. level of

unemployment U.I.C. for in each unemployment

insurance over 12 months region 1955 - 1964
Lower St. Lawrence .
and Gaspesie 10.5 12.5 4.2 15.2
Saguenay and Lac St. Jean 3.5 6.7 4.9 13.7
Québec 19.1 28.4 15.5 9.0
Three Rivers 6.7 10.9 7.3 11.1
Eastern Townships 4.2 5.9 3.8 9.0
Montreal 45.0 26.1 55.8 7.5
Outaouais 6.8 3.8 3.8 9.1
North-West 2.2 4.1 2.8 -
North Shore 2.1 1.6 1.7 12.7
New Quebec - - 0.2 -
Québec 100.0 100.0 100.0 8.6

Source: Castonguay-Nepveu Report, Vol. 5, Book 1, "Revenue Security", Table II,
page 10, cited in Bennett, op.cit., page 174.




APPENDIX SEVEN

French-Canadian Companies
Assets and Control, Dec. 1975

1. Finance | Assets (Mills.) Control
Banks
Bank Canadian National 4,872 Internal
Provincial Bank of Canada 3,059 Mouvement Desjardins
Savings Bank 969 Internal

Trust Companies

Montreal Trust 757 Power Corp., via Investors
General Trust of Canada 411 J.L. Lévesque, Simard family
Savings and Investment Trust 68 Savings and Invest. Group
Sherbrooke Trust , 53 General Trust of Canada
National Trust 37 Private

North West Trust Co. 170 Allarco Fin. Corporation

Insurance Companies

Great West Life Ins. Co. 2,349 Power Corp.

Imperial Life Assurance Co. 714 Power Corp.

La Solidarité 39 Private

National Reinsurance Co. 29 Gerard and Robert Parizeau
United Provinces Assurance Co. 25 Private (Major family?)
Canadian Union ‘ 23 Private P

L'Unique 12 Private (B&langer family?)

Mutual Funds

Investors Group 636 Power Corp. '
Savings and Investment Mutual 25 Savings and Investment Group
Beabran Corp. 22 Beabien family?

Canagex Ltd. 15 Bank Canadian National

(cont'd)

60T
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1

1

5

.6

.7

Holding Companies

Power Corp.

" Corporation d' Expans1on Fin.

York Lambton Corp.
F-I-C Fund

Finance Companies

Laurentide Financial Corp.

Mortgage Companies

Imnat Ltd,.

Industry

Alfred Lambert Inc.
Bombardier Ltd.
Consolidated Bathurst
Melchers Distilleries
Dominion Glass

Fast Sullivan Mines
Normiﬁk Perron
Québecor

Ro]]and Paper Co.
1814 capitale

1€1€ Méiropo]e

Simard Beaudry Inc.
Vachon Inc.

Commerce

Cassidy's
Dupuis Freres
Provigo
U.A.P. Inc.

579

50
39

429

29

24
21
77
43

Paul Desmarais
York Lambton Corp.
Wellington Corp.
J-L Lévesque

~ Power Corp.

Bank Canadian National

F-1-C Fund
Bombardier family
Power Corp.

Paul Disruisseaux, S. Marchanl

Consolidated Bathurst Corp.
Beauchemin family

Normand, Michel, Jdean Perron
Pierre P&ladeau and family
L.G. Rolland and family

H. Baribeau, J. Pouliot

J.A. De Seve Heritage
Corporation d'Expansion Fin,
Mouvement Desj, Vachon family

Cont. Man., Brodeaur family
Marc Carriere
A.Turmel, J. Lamontagne, etc.

Prefontaine family
(cont'd)

OtlL



4, Transportation and Service
Canada Steamship Lines 394 Power Corp.
Le Vérendrye Management 21 Board of Directors
Logistec Corp. 21 P. Gourdeau, R. Paquin, etc.
5. Real-Estate Development
Allarco Development 101 Dr. Charles Allard
Campeau Corp. 402 Robert Campeau
Source: J. Niosi, The Hew French-Canadian Bourgecisie", in Studies in Political

Economy: A Socialist Review,

(llo.

1, Spring 1979, p. 152-154.
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CHAPTER FIVE:

THE PARTI QUEBECOIS:
FORMATION, COMPOSITION, HISTORY, PROGRAMME




(i) The Formation and Composition of the Parti Québécois

The period following the rapid social, cultural and
economic transformation of Quebec society (1945-1960) and
its political offshoot -- the Quiet Revolution (1960-1966) --
was marked by a tremendous upheaval of popular movements
motivated by nationalist and socialist sentiments. Though
diverse and often spontanebus and undirected, the various
movements -- including students' movements, citizens' movements,
community action groups, labour movements (Common Fronts,
wildcats), municipal coalitions (FRAP), women's groups,

tionalist groups (RN, RIN, FLP, FLQ, PSQ, MSA)

- Ad aTdad nnd -
SO0CTaiist an id

and journals (Parti Pris, Socialisme, Le Quartier Latin,
Le Carabin, Cogne), environmental groups -- emerged to
express their dissaffection with the existing conditions
in Quebec and anada. It was these conditions @hat gave
birth to the Parti Québé%ois.

Thé P.Q. was formed through the merger of several
of these groupings in 1968. The most important groupings
were the Rassemblement pour 1’Ind5pendence Nationale (RIN),
Ralliement Nationale (RN), and the Mouvement Souverainet?-
Association (MSA). The RIN was created in 1960 by some 30
Quebec separatists, including Marcel Chaput, a former federal

employee who was fired because of his separatist views, and

112
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college professor André D'Allemagne. Composed primarily of
the young, educated, nationalistic, urban middle-class French ”h}f
Canadians who were continually rejected by the Anglo-dominated
private sector, the party and its programme were typical of

the specific conditions faced by this group.] Initially the
party was ideologically diverse and dedicated to the complete
independence of Quebec from Canada, but after its right-wing
split-off in 1964, it moved towards the left of the political
spectrum, advocating soeialism for Quebec. The party gradually
gathered grass-roots support and in 1966 attracted 5.6% of the
vote in the 1966 Quebec provincial elections. The RN was

formed after the right-wing of the RIN, led by Dr. Ren€ Jutras,

1
i

3

Py

=

3 § 4 4 1
t Nationale

ﬂ)

eft the party to form the Regroupe
Merging with a group of Social Creditors in 1966 the party
became the RN and won 3.2% of the electoral votes the same
year. Composed primahi]y of traditional and new petit

bourgeois e]ements the party carried on a "neo-créditiste

discourse typical of those social strata threatened by proletar-

l|2

janization. However,gthe most important element and the

one most respons1b1e for the creat1on and subsequent direction

of the P Q was the MSA Th1s qroup was formed after Reng'

M-.N

Levesque 1eft the Liberal Party when h1s efforts to have

sovere1gnty assoc1at1on adopted as party policy were reJected

rLevesque along with the technocratic fact1on of the L1bera1

;Party which fo11owed h1m, and severa] members of the state

PN
e o e S i v a5 e
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3

bureaucracy, founded MSA 1n 1967 Once again the ideological

.position of this group, composed pr1mar11y of the technocratic
fraction of the new petite bourgeoisie which emerged as a

result of the expansion of the Quebec state in the early

1960's, corresponded quite closely to the conditions of its
existence. The driving force behind the MSA was clearly
Levesque. In 1967 Levesque unveiled his 1deas'fordenmjndependent
Quebec 1n AnNOpt1on For Quebec In it he perceived Quebec'ew“wmw

d1ff1cu1t1es 1arge1y 1n p011t1ca1 terms Quebec hee 1ong been

PSS S

straddled by the 1nherent *paralysis" of Canadian federa11sm

and w111 never be satisfied unt11 1t has ach1eved 1ndependence

Levesque proposed as a so]ut1on, sovere1gnty assoc1at1on The

t of th

first the plan, sovere

fo'
w
f p]
...1,

nod 14
H i

. SR
Y, WOu d i

o~ ~ -~ S AatsaAd A
pe gn be achieved only

when the Quebec state assumed "the complete mastery of every

last area of basic collective decision-making."4

Once achieved,
Quebec would be free to negotiate with Canada, on the basis
ofrequality, "whatever permanent consultation and flexible
adjustment would best serve our common economic interests."5

Though'the nature Qf’association was 1eft vague, Lgvesque

stated that h1s preference was for a monetary un1on, common
tar1ffs, postal union, (Jo1nt) adm1n1strat1on of the national

" debt, coordination of policies, etc.“6

Once Quebec achieved
the status of nationhopd,fthe'Quebec state would be the mechanism
mfhroughrwhich Quebec could ensure her cultural, social,

political and economic integrity. The programme was vaguely
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. social democratic in nature though it did not question the

under1y1ng structures of North American capitalism. Problems

arising in the capitalist economy were to be dealt with by
a competent and efficient technocratic administration.
At the 1n1t1at1ve of Lgvesque, the MSA RN, and RIN

e A F S5 N
——rcar
Sercsaz

began to negotiate a merger in 1967. The 1n1tLglwmerqer took

place in 1968 when the RN and MSA formed..the-R:+Qusy-but—-shortly.
il
thereafter, the RIN voted to dissolve and, at the advice of

its 1eadersh1p, some 14,000 members joined the P.Q. Though

1deo1og1ca11y d1verse, the common goal of independence united

=T

the membership.

e o T e

—" Y I : '
The Parti Quebecois was overwhelmingly composed of

middie-ciass (new and traditional petite—bourgeois) eTements.
A few years after its formation data was co11ected by the party

~which showed the occupat1ona1 background of its 87, 791 members

-

“iberal profess1ons (teachers and adm1n1strators) -- 37 2%

“white collar -- 22.1%, blue co]1ar -- 12 6%; students -- 14.6%;
Wﬁahd"housewives“liwéw97" Its Teadership was even more markedly

m1dd1e c]ass 1n or1entat1on ~ 0f the P.Q. members who ran
——

in the 1970 and 1973 Quebec e]ect1ons, 53.2% were, according

to Vera Murray, 'new middle class', while 39.0% were 'traditional

petite bourgeoisie' and 3.2% were workers.8 What is most crucial

about the origins of the P.Q. 1is the role played by Levesque

and other technocrats. By ousting the former leaders of the

RIN and RN -- Bourgault, Bertrand-Ferretti and Grédoire --
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Lgvesque assumed the dominant role in the party. By
successfully having sovereignty-association accepted as the
foundation of the P.Q.'s political programme the technocrats
hegemonized the party's direction. The socialism of the RIN

and the Créditisme of the RN, as well as the hard-line
independentism of both, were replaced by the softer sovereignty-
association strategy of the MSA. A central feature not only

of the origin of the P.Q., but also of its 13-year existence,
has been the continued dominance of the Léwesque faction,

and the subordination of other elements. Over time the right-
wing, whether by dissolution, defection (to the Union Nationale),

or by absorption into the Lévesque faction, has ceased to

or
14

7S f-AL-_ mm A e s -_-{“--- ~L Ll L o= -
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a majo
the internal division between left-wing and moderate elements.

Vera Murray, in her book, Le Parti Quebecois, analyzes

historically the structure and programme of the P.Q. and
emphasizés the ideological division between what she calls

the 'technocrats' and the 'participationists'. The technocrats,
of course, correspond closely to the Levesque faction which
founded the MSA. This group, according to Milner, is "cautious,
middle-class oriented, respectful of parliamentary traditions
and buteaucratic structures, and more interested in using the
Quebec state to make capitalism work smoothly and equitably

than in challenging or transforming it." The participationists

correspond closely to the left-wing whose origin was in the RIN.
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This groups seeks to "use the P.Q. to serve the needs of the
working people of Quebec by emphasizing the part to be

played by the rank and file in the party's structures, which .
complements their vision of a democratized and decentralized
administrative system as well as their leftist social poh‘cies.”9
The Tatter primarily reside in the lower and middle levels of

the party while the executive and leadership positions are
dominated by ﬁechnocrats. Murray argues that the participationists
have consistently challenged and occasionally modified the position
of the technocrats, but have failed to overcome the latter's
hegemony within the party. The internal dynamics in the

party between 1968 and 1976 illustrate this quite clearly.

(i) The Parti Québ&cois' Rise to Power (1968-1976)

The period between the formation of the P.Q. and its
election victory in 7976 is interesting in several ways.
First it il1lustrates the conflicting tendencies operating

within the party. The first six years (1968-1974) show an

ISR

1ncreas1ng 1nf1uence of left-wing e1ements w1th1n the rank

e

and f11e of the P.Q. and their cha11enge to the hegemony

P

of the technocrats, as well as the1r 1nf1uence on party 7

e

R e ——
T e e

programmes. However, the f1na1 two years before the party S

Ny T s e T T

election 1r 1976 show a easserb1on o. he hegenony of he

— e Lo et

technocrat1c fact1on The external manifestations of these

s s

1nterna1 dynam1cs is seen clearly in the shifting strategies
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and ideology of the party over these years. In the fjfif.

period the party adopted a 'radical posture' and its strategies
Pperiod tegies

werewgeared towards .mobilizing. the discontented mass of
-

Quebecers, though the des1res of the party s 1eft w1ng to

establlsh closer 11nks with Quebec S labour unions were

A

“jlﬁiiiﬁffﬁf It was the strategy of the technocrats to attract
diverse elements of Quebec society behind its project. It

saw the need to establish a coalition of all classes of
Quebecers in order to carry out its aims. It was their
perception that the struggle was a national one, not a class
one, and that its solution -- sovereignty-association -- was

sufficient to satisfy Quebecers of all classes.

By late 1968 the P.Q. had

ttracted an

R ad
§|.., 1macted.

1 [N
im

25 OOO members Gallup polls indicated, though, that only
some 11% of Quebecers supported separatism. Within the very
tense social climate of the time, the P.Q. embarked on a
campaign to channel the frustrations of Quebecers in the
direction of achieving the goals of sovereignty-association.
Almost immediately the youth of Quebec, frustrated by the

s e o A

econom1c and soc1a1 cond1t1ons of Quebec,rrelljeqwgebjnq ther

P Q s rad1ca1 posture " The ~addition of Jacques Parizeau,

former f1nanc1a1~adv1ser to.hoth._ L1bera1 .and UN Cabinets,

[N

no doubt gave the P.Q. increased.credibility in the eyes

e g T + pormerreT

of the middle classes, who were reluctant to support the party

.at first. The party conference of October 1969 was a chance
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for the'LéVesque-wing to consolidate its dominance in the
party. Lévesque managed to convince the more than 1,000
delegates not to elect the ex-RIN leader Pierre Bourgault

to the executive committee but rather to support Parizeau and
others of a more moderate pershasion. The resolutions dealing
with economic questions that were passed -- a state directed
economy which was to include a mixture of public and private
(inc]uding foreign) ownership -- reflect a victory of the
technocrats over the leftists who preferred complete nation-
alization and workers' control of the means of production.
With this support from party delegates LéVesque and his

group tried desperately to remove the pervasive fear in

-

y seiling the softened version --

=
o

Quebec about independence

sovereignty-association.
The dom1nance of the Levesque wing, however, was soon

cha11enged after the events of 1970 -- the April election

and the October Crisis. MWhile the left-wing of the party
\;;hted to mOVe>C1OSEP to the Quebec WOrking c1ess and the

—discontented, L&vesque wanted to maintain a neuthaT posture

“for the party, and(WaS_CdnéernedNthh desensitizing Quebecers

rto the idea of independence. He»constant]y‘assured them

“that themtdea would not lead to economic disaster. The campa1gn
was deswgned to drum into the heads of the electorate that

the dest1ny of Quebec and the P.Q. were one and the same by

enticing Quebecers’ national consciousness with nationalist
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slogans and rhetoric.10

e

This approach of the P.Q. was proving

to be very successful as Le Devoir publisher Claude Ryan
commented: "This party has channelled countless sources of
energy which would otherwise have been drawn into disgust,
indifference, complete abstainment (sic), or anarchy into
democratic involvement. The party has acted as a voice for
thousands of citizens drawn not solely from the ranks of those
who favour self-determination, but also from the even larger
bank of those who feel the need for fundamental political

1l

renewal. Though the Liberals swept back into power in

1970, the P.Q. showed remarkable success in attracting 23%

of the electorate and 28.7% of the French Canadian vote

(which translated into only 7 seats). However, shortly
thereafter, the P.Q. suffered a setback with the events of

October 1970. Enem1es of the P.Q. took special care to

mention the common separat1st obJect1ves of the P Q. and

the FLQ and w1th1n a year the party's membersh1p had fa1|en

“from 80,000 to 30,000. 12

R

the party

rmr

This led to further conflicts within

As Tlabour relations worsened.and.the unions radicalized,

the debates within the party over strategy raged. The left-

wing faction favoured an unequivocably pro-labour stand

(w1th organ1c ties to the var1ous 1abour un1ons), while

Levesque hesitated, fearing_ that he wou]d further alienate

middle class and moderate trade union support, not to mention
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the support.of.the Quebec bourgeoisie which he desired to

gqujrg. It was the technocrats' desire to maintain a
| distance from all of Quebec's pressure groups, and especially

the most powerful ones -- "business" and "labour". Only

in this way, it was reasoned, could the P.Q. be the true
representatives of "all Quebecers." The struggle reached a

head when the party executive voted 6 to 5 not to participate

in support of the workers in the La Presse demonstration.
Executive member Robert Burns was disgusted at the decision
because he chose not to vote, indicating that he would participate

regardless of the party's decision. One of the leaders of

the party's left-wing, Burns was to comment, "We must ask

es whether th

v

onv-ca'l
Ul o<1

«<
e

a
Qi

m

rti Québécois is not simply a slightly
more advanced wing of the Liberal Party or other comparable

w13 Dissention between the two factions continued

old parties.
as criticisms of the party executive and especially René
Lgvesque, began to appear frequently from the members.
Lévesque Tashed back at that "doctrinaire platoon of the far
left that never marches but to the fascism of that extreme“l4
during a meeting of the 150 member national council, and
urged moderation and gradualism in the approach of péquistes:
"The point is to make as few false steps as possible as we
advance along a road that is mined by the two extremisms,
that of the regime, and that, equally aggressive, of the

adventurers ... (We) have done our best since the beginning
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to maintain an image that is as much decency and perseverance

n1b

as it is daring and renewal. Re-emphasizing the electoralist

strategy Lgveque said, "We will only reach our goal, however,
if every time it seems possible that we might be forgetting

it, we go back to our commitment to develop and lead to victory

II]6

a popular party He continued, "We must try to reach

all our people in a11 classes and regions, avo1d1ng doctrinaire
— . 17
and art1f1c1a1 fact1ona11sm that w111 on1y weaken us N

. In Tate 1972 the party S 1eft-w1ng illustrated its

1ncreas1ng strength as a new platform was offered which advocated

the w1despread nationalization as well as workers' part1clggtjon

in the or1entat1on and mahegement of a new system 1n an

3 N " AanahaAd
1ndependent Quebec. Though the pG”?* on was rc ntrenched

ik

en

jf"

into the party s programme at that po1nt the 1973 party conference

e

was to be the test1ng ground for the 1eft w1ng 5 strength

I AT AR T s i e i e

This conference, however, featured a new recru1t, Claude Morin,
the long-time Quebec civil servant and expert on federal-
provincial and constitutional matters. This provided the party
and its technocratic faction with timely respectability. The
technocrats, appealing to gradualism and party unity, defeated
the radicals and several of the positions laid-out in the 1972
manifesto were removed and replaced in the new official
platform, “Un gouvernement du Parti Quéhgcois s'engage.“]8

The party was successfully rebounding from the 1970 events and

»its membership grew to over 60,000 by the spring of 1973.
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Its popu]ar1ty was reflected in the October 1973 e]ectwon as

it increased 1ts share of the popu]ar vote to over 30%. However,

B e

in only w1nn1ng s1x seats 1t seems that the P Q 's p051t1ons

on whether 1ndependence wou1d fo]]ow from e1ect1on, and on
r’f e tan 2 A g

the econom1c feas1b111ty of 1ndependence, were st111 amb1guous

e,
oo

in the eyes of the electorate. Of f _course, another maJor reason

why 30% of the vote translated into only 6 seats Ties 1n the

e1ectora1 system of Quebec The Liberal's programme, however,

whwch emphas1zed cu1tura1 sovere1gnty, prof1tab1e federa11sm
“and the d1sastrous consequences of separat1sm, was more -

successfu1, asvthey swept 102 of 110 seats

In the post-e1ection period the struggle between the

3 1 ] 3 2 A AL
major factions within the ism of

o]

Il oo o~ b la -
arty continued. Critic the

<3

leadership and calls for the resignation of Lgvesque were
heard from the party's paper, Le Jour, and radical-wing leader
Robert Burns. Lévesque once again struck-back at his critics
and warned that factionalism and inter-party squabb?ing would
result in the dec]jne of the P.Q. as well as the independence
movement -- a decline which Levesque indicated he would not

be part of. Lgvesque argued that the fear of 1ndependence

e e rem e R AR T

would have to be removed if 1t was ever to be rea11zed, and

that th1s wou]d require a unified party The November 1974

party congress reflected th1s as Levesque and Claude Morin
successfully pushed through a compromise position which provided

for independence in stages (étapism). The technocrats reasoned
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that by assuring Quebecers that the election of the P.Q. would
not result in a declaration of independence, and that the
electorate would be consulted in a referendum before any
change would take place, the P.Q. could build a larger base

of support for its aims. It was a1so reasoned that the prior

elections were 1ost because voters feared the unknown, and

that if the party wasmeJeoted 1t cou]d use the advantageous

1deo]og1ca1 pos1t1on ava11ab1e to a government to fam111ar1ze

T e

the populat1on w1th and mob111ze ]arge segments of 1t beh1nd

— resre s e e e

sovere1gnty assoc1at1on, which polls showed was still on]y

supported by about 28% of the popu1at1on ]9 The referendum
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motion carried (630-353) at the November congress and the
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a st strategy became dominant within the
party. To ex-RIN leader Pierre Bourgault, the party's paper

Le Jour, and others on the left, the "primacy of power over
principle" which reigned in the party was abhorrent.
Nevertheless, almost immediately, the party's support shot-up

as poll after poll indicated that the P.Q. was edging ahead

of the increasingly troubled Liberals. Throughout 1975 and 1976
the party's goal of sovereignty-association was rarely heard

as the technocrats' strategy concentrated primarily on discrediting
the provincial Liberals. The crowning glory for the technocrats
came when the P.Q. national counct] voted to withdraw support

for the increasingly critical and radical party paper Le Jdour.

Parizeau commented, “Infiltration, agitation and suicidal
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w20 No doubt the paper's

radicalism killed Le Jourr...
continual left-wing critique of the technocrats who dominated
- the P.Q., was the major reason for its demise. Only the
calling of an election for Ncvember 1976 prevented a major
break within the party. With the increasing revelations of

corruption in the Bourassa government and intensified labour

conflicts, among other things, the P.Q. was in a good position

to unseat the Liberals. Bourassa's appeal -- Stop Separatism!
Only Bourassa can do it -- was no longer convincing, while
Lévesque‘s message -- Get rid of Bourassa and the Liberals --

echoed all over the province. Although the P.Q. denounced
Bourassa's labour policy and promised a new labour code, and
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throughout the campaign, the major unions chose not to proclaim
formal support for the P.Q. Lé&esque also promised assistance
to farmers, small businesses, urban dwellers, and Quebecers

in general (medicare, auto insurance, minimum wage increases,
tax revisions, and a variety of local policies), but hardly

a word was uttered about independence. As Lgvesque said during
the campaign, "We have already accepted a solemn undertaking

to hold a referendum on the issue and that will be the time

w2l

to talk about independence. The strategy was overwhelmingly

successful, as the P.Q. swept into power with a majority
government (71 of 110 seats) and 41.4% of the popular vote,

yet only between 19 and 22% actually favored 1'ndependence.22
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The P.Q. also managed to poll more than 50% of the working
class vote, along with its traditional support from various

23 Though it could not be

middle class elements in Quebec.
interpreted as a victory for independence, it was nevertheless
a major psychological step in that direction. For the moment
at least, a rupture within the party was avoided, as the P.Q.

prepared to govern a Quebec within Canada.

(iii) The Parti Québfcois in Power (1976-1982)

The Part1 Quéoéco1s came to power in 1976 am1dst

an atmosphere polarized by r1s1ng popu]ar expectat1ons on the

one hand, and forecasts of doom on the other F1nd1ng a

workable equ111br1um became one of the party S most 1mmed1ate
/“‘"—“ . SN

and cruc1a1 tasks As the maJor1ty government of Quebec,

the P;g; was. f1na11y in a pos1t1on where it could concentrate

all its efforts on carrying out its prograx me and ac v ng tts
c-"""""'m‘ : = Y.

long-term objectives. Faced w1th the structura] rea11t1es
e - — T —

of a Quebec subord1nated po]1t1ca11y w1th1n the Canad1an

/ T
federa1ms¥stem, and econom1ca11y w1th1n the U S dom1nant

e

continenta1 economy, the P. Q could no. 1onqer re1y on rhetor1c
e
and d1scourse to carry the day Gradualism and moderat1on was

“to be the approach i1lustrating once again the hegemonic

T

pos1tlon of technocrats within the government w‘ynternal_

d1ssent was st111 present but this was now manifested in

e
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,,EﬁﬂfliEii between-the..government, which was dominated by the

technocratic fact1on,‘and the party, wh1ch st111 had strong

e e R

left- w1ng tendenc1es, especially at. the Tower and m1dd1e Tevels

e i b e T

of organization. As time went on, the left-wing wou]d _come to

et R . R

have Tess and Tess 1nf1uence over the government. In relation

to the myr1ad of economic, social and political difficulties
facing the government, internal party dissent became of

secondary importance. The most distinctive feature about the

e

P.Q.'s first term in off1ce was that 1t showed a marked

PEEISIPS s

_tendency to retreat (in full or in part) from long-stated
party po11c1es A pattern emerges early where a policy is
Mﬂ?:?:ddEEed and after a per1od of intense criticism frpm‘eertain
segments of soc1ety, 1t is w1thdrawn and reintroduced in a »
fash1on more closely in line with the interests of these

segments On other occasions projects are either not attempted

or abandoned in mid-stream, usually due to the technocrats
desire to reassure the most powerful elements in Quebec of
its.enthodoxy; On the other hand there was also a concerted
effort made by the party to mobilize diverse elements of Quebec
around its project of sovereignty-association by providing a
variety of social reforms. As time went on, however, popular
measures began to take a back-seat to the abstract notion of
national interest The f1rst three years of the P Q s term

111ustrate these tendenc1es c1ear1y, wh11e the fourth and fifth

e

years were spent most]y on preparat1ons for the referendum and

-

for the Apr11 13 1981 provincial election.
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e



128

The selection of the P.Q. cabinet illustrated early
the direction the new government would take. It was dominated,
especially in key positions, by moderate technocrats such
as Parizeau (Finance and Revenue), Rodrigue Tremblay (Industry
and Commerce), Bernard Landry (Economic Development), Claude
Morin (Intergovernmental Affairs), and Jacques-Yvan Morin

24 The radical was

(Vice-Premier and Minister of Education).
represented by Robert Burns, Claude Charron, Camille Laurin,
and Pierre Marois. Jean Garon and Marc Andre Bedard were the
only ex-RIN members chosen to the cabinet.

Upon taking office the P.Q. immediately reaffirmed

1ts fu11 1ntent1on to cooperate within Canada at least

N A 3 - E 4
um was ue1 . and howeu it was true

AT e o e .

) to 1ts word 1n December»(ié]é) by part1c1pat1nq in a F1rst

s s

Winisters’' Conference. At the same time several steps were
taken towards achieving sovereignty-association through a

referendum. Us1ng the advantageous pos1t1on ava11ab1e to a

i e s e i s T

governing party, the P Q. began to formu]ate a White Paper on

Referenda, approved a $1.2 million fund ra1s1ng dr1ve, set

e e AT A 54 A A i

up a referendum campa1gn comm1ttee, d1spatched 20 exper1enced
WM et e S J— e Ao e e eeeme et et e AT T AT N A3 e T A LN
campaigners to each Quebec r1d1ng to train and organ1ze grass-

W

roots representat1on, undertook mass med1a campa1gns as Léuesque
P «M/M“E o hakl N AL e T e e i

began monthly te1ev1s1on chats to "counter the campa1gn of

e s

fear" and conv1nce Quebecers of the de51rab111ty of sovere1gnty-
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association, h1red researchers (c1v11 servants, academ1cs, and

P g
:O

A ~ wing LH :L ~- -
(&} ltpdlc :Lu L~ i ly Lne lnequ reiges O

w
Y ]

the Canad1an federal system and,the”beneftts of indebendence.

26
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The opposition of federalist forces rose just as rapidly to
counter the "separatist threat", and by mid-1977 the national
unity debate was in full swing.27

The government's first important-legislati-on-was—an-

effort to settle the 1anguage feud which had been raging in

Quebec since the 1960's Prom1s1ng to make Quebec a_unilingual
/mem A e o 1 - : S

brovince, .Bill..1 was introduced on April 28. It recognized

French as the official 1anguage of the prov1nce,_of the

B W e T,
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1eg1s1ature, the courts, c1v11 serv1ce, work 1abour re]ations,

.

commerce and bus1ness, and educat1on Just as had been the
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case with the Bourassa government S B111 22, there was v1gorous
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opposition vqnced by the bus1ness commun1ty (French Canad1an,
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Amertcan and English Canadtan) an 11 h Canadian community

28
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Bil11 1 was soon withdrawn and replaced by Bill 101

(1ntroduced on Ju]y 12 and passed on August 26, 1977) wh1ch

e

et B

relaxed the str1ngent restr1ct1ons on the 1anguage of bus1ness,

e A i PSR g oot

mak1ng it more su1tab1e to the needs of the bourgeo1s1e

R

(especially U. S and_Canad1an fract1ons) Accord1ng to the

e B R AS B i ST e

oot

T;;; the 0ffice de l1a Langue Franga1se, under certain specified
conditions, could allow any company to overlook any of the act's
provisions. In its final form, once again parallelling Bill 22,
we can see that the act serves to legitimize the major

political and economic institutions of Quebec, by giving them

a more "French.Appearance“, yet it managed to avoid much of

the polarization and reaction which plagued Bill 22, by
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simultaneously satisfying the nationalist demands of the
Quebec working and middle classes, and by not intruding too
much upon the interests of the bourgeoisie. As Fournier
notes, "In the final analysis, the main objective of Bill 101,
at least as regards business, (was) to increase the upward
mobility of French-speaking managers giving foreign monopolies
a more French image, and not to modify the existing system
Over the following three years the restrictions
on the use of English (notably in head offices) were relaxed
30

on several occasions.

The P.Q.'s long-awaited labour legislation, which

- was to abo]tsh scabs, guarantee re1nstatement for strikers,

e

s R o

ey prm s T B R

pro vid‘ for manaatory dues check of f and simplify un1on—
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cert1f1cat1on,‘was tabled in ear]y 1977, much to the sat1sfact1on

of Quebec S un1ons However, the legislation met with a]mpst

[Nl

un1versa1 outrage from Quebec S bus1ness commun1ty, and.was
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qu1ck1y w1thdrawn After seyera] sect1ons of the b11] were
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amended to the sattsfact1on of bus1ness (one sect1on a]]owed

emp]oyers the right to h1re scabs dur1ng str1kes to maintain
essential services) it was reintroduced. The CNTU and CEQ
opposed the revised bill but it was passed quickly without
further revision (Bill1 45). ‘The government then proceeded to

pass a barrage of social reforms -- free medication for people

over 65 free denta1 care to children under 16, a ban on

e

advert1s1ng a1med at ch11dren guarantees of the r1ghts of

A 2 ey
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the handicapped, the establishment of a partially pub11c

System of auto insurance, income supplements for the working

poor, abolition of taxes on c1oth1ng, furn1ture and shoes,

1eg151§tlpn designed to aid farmers..by. protecting agr1cu1tura1
31‘

s

1and from speculation and 1ncreas1ng the ro]e of Soquia

kzte 1ndex1ng of m1n1mum wages on a sem1-annua1 bas1s, and

the abolition of ant1-1nf1at1on contro]s -- wh1ch were des1gned
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to attract a wide basis of support wh11e at the same tmm
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not challenging the Teading economic powers operating in the

-

province. The P.Q.'s strategy of integrating all segments of

R

Quebec society behind its project was seen further when it

organized a series of economic summits and invited leading
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Bernard Landry, the P.Q.'s Minister of State for Economic
Development, said that the summits were a "mechanism which
could prove essential to the future of our collectivity

I am speaking here of consensus and collaboration ... The
objective is to begin to shed ol1d ideas and eliminate old
struggles in order to establish a climate of social peace

w32 During the meetings Lévesque continually

in Quebec.
appealed to the spirit of cooperation which he said was
necessary to solve problems 'common to all Quebecers' -- as
if the problems of business.and labour were one and the same.

The Parti Québeco1s econom1crpo[lglg§l__h1£h_mnat

observers of Quebec po11t1csuwa1ted w1th eaqer ant1c1pat1on,
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fo11owed a simi]ar pattern . Party programmes had a1ways

ﬁemghas1zed that the state wou1d be used to emanc1pate the

Quebec economy frdm fore1gners and to 1mprove the co]lect1ve

Sramamee

condition of Quebecers ' As Jacques Parizeau had stated earlier,
"In Quebec, the state must intervene. It is inevitable. It

is what gives people the impression that we are more to the
left. If we had, in Quebec, 25 companies 1ike Bombardier, and
if we had important banks, the situation might be different.

We have no large institutions, so we must create them."33
Images of wedespread nationalization abounded after the P.Q.'s
election, yet an anlysis of the P.Q.'s first term in office
reveals little visible success in that direction.kﬁlh the

early period . the P.Q. announced several steps towards strength-

~ening the role of a number of state corporations. Sidbec was

w—‘/’“‘

given an add1t1ona] $126 m1111on to carry out 1ts m1n1nq

i e A st e L a2 A,

operat1ons at Fire Lake wh11e Soquem and Soqu1a had the1r

vt

shargmggplgglm1hggeasedwagps;aht1a11y. Soquem, Hydro Quebec

P s =

and other public corporations had their charter modified

(and subsequently their autonomy narrowed) to bring their
operations more in line with the P.Q.'s long-term objectives.34
In early 1977 the P.Q. announced its intention to buy Asbestos
Corporation from the U.S. giant General Dynamics, and created
a pub1ie corporation -- la Societé nationale de 1'amiante --
to handle the operation. It was an impressive start but when

the value of Quebec stocks and bonds began to drop, and

threats of capital flights were made, Lévesque put on the brakes.
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His first move was to rush to New York and address the
préstigious Economic Club (which has a membership of 1,700

of the most important businessmen in U.S.) and assure them

of the P.Q.'s economic orthodoxy. He told the U.S. capitalists
that the P.Q. desired only a political change with a minimum

of economic disruption, that they accepted the values, economic
structures and political institutions of the North American
environment, and that they would 1ikely go no further than

the Asbestos takeover.35

Speaking about the trip to New York,
Lgvesque said later, "I was able to give all the assurances

necessary to those who might have thought that Quebec was
n36

heading for, to some extent, a "Cuban" experience. In
. 7
the months following, Lévesque repe at d his government's

position on several occasions, and these assurances proved
successful as Quebec maintained its AA-rating on New York
money markets, enabling Sidbec to successfully float a $500
million bond issue.

\\,Lﬂ.iﬁg_gglyate sphere the P.Q.'s efforts were hardly

T ———

more extensive. The P.Q. v1n1t1a11y strengtheneﬁ “the operations
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of the-state institutions, whose pr1mary ro]es were to bolster
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e
the Quebec based pr1vate sector bourqeo1s1e -- CaﬂSe de depot
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the Soc1ete Génera1e de financement, and the Soc1et€ de
developpement industriel (SDI). The Societe de developpement
de 1'enterprise was created to provide financial aid to small
and medium-sized firms. A preferential buying scheme designed
t
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expansion of Quebec firms, and an "industrial recovery fund"
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to provide support to small and medium-sized Quebec firms were
also undertaken. However, the P.Q. also made it clear that
it was not hostile in the least to foreign investors, when
it awarded a $92 million contract for the construction of
buses to General Motors, the world's largest corporation, rather
than to the Quebec-based Bombardier-MLW. This new P.Q. approach
was rationalized by Lgvesque in a statement he made at this
time:

Even if it is a multinational, General Motors

nevertheless has an important establishment

at Saint-Therese, to which it has just added

$36 million in new investments. Especially

in this period of economic sluggishness, the

purchasing policy does not allow us therefore

to consider General Motors as an external

competitor, unless one establishes a criterion

of pure "cultural” preference, which would

soon lead us to the creation of a genuine
economic ghetto.38

Lévesque continued this policy of enticing foreign investment
and in his speech to open the 1979 National Assembly he made
it a high priority item of the government. 1In the field of
cooperétives, another éréé thch tﬁe P.Q. hés had a 1ong-stand1ng
commitment to develop, the government created the Sociétg
de dgve1oppement coopératif. But it gave the new organiza%ion
a yearly budget of only $1.4 million, hardly sufficient to
fulfill the body's charter.

Underscoring its orthodoxy, the government's first two
budgets, which reflected austerity, were well received by the
business community. Quebec Chamber of Commerce Vice-President

Jean-Paul Letourneau commented at this time, "We are very happy
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with the orthodoxy of the Parti Québécois’ spending estimates
especially because of the fact that the brakes have been put

."39 In fact, the rate of increase

on state expenditures
in public expenditure by 1978-1979 (11.1%) had actually fallen
below the level of increase in 1974-1975 (24%), under the

40

Bourassa regime. Furthermore, the expenditures of the

Ministry of Industry and Commerce actually declined in 1979-1980
by 2.6%.41 Although, in the final analysis, the P.Q. was
attempting to stimulate the growth of indigenous Quebec
development in cooperatives, as well as state and private
corporations, it was certainly not as vigorous an effort as
most had anticipated. In fact, it was no more vigorous than

1 - ~ - T & ol A b mesm 02 m
the efforts of previous governments. It should, howeve

r, be
offered in defence of the P.Q. that it was unable to carry out
its full economic project as it had not yet achieved its
political prerequisite -- sovereignty. However, an even

more convincing explanation for the timidity of the LéVesque
government in economic matters would be that the structural
realities of the_Quebec economy (dominance by Canadian and
U.S. capital) did not and would not allow the P.Q. to bring
about the 'economic emancipation and repatriation' it so
frequently refers to. During its first term the P.Q. was
often heard acknowledging the constraints of the North American
environment on bringing its programs into fruition. The

Asbestos Corporation takeover is an interesting case in point.
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After years of boardroom battles and legal wrangling, the

P.Q. is only now (1981) in a position to take the company

over. This illustrates the extreme difficulties that a
government, within an economy dominated by private capital,

and a legal system founded on the sanctity of private

property, has in carrying out a program of social democratic
reform. Lévesque comménted recently that, "It is inconceivable
that we can make reforms within a few months that others failed
to make in ten years of effort ... we can certainly not instantly
1ay'a veneer of foreign solutions on our society, which would

nb2

be to risk almost certain failure. On the other hand,

the P.Q.'s economic orthodoxy was not so reassuring to the
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integration of both the continental economy and the Canadian
political system. 1Its interests are protected by the Canadian
state and the separation of Quebec would be disastrous

both politically and economically, for this group. That is

why the Canadian bourgeoisie has been most virulent in its
condemnation of the Parti Qué%géois since its creation. Threats
of economic b]aékmai1, such as capital flights and the moving

of head offices out of Quebec, began in the late 1960's and

have continued throughout the P.Q.'s term in office. Even with
the relaxation of Bil1l 101's language restrictions, the constant
reassurances that the P.Q. will not act before holding a popular

referendum, the promises of continued economic integration,
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and the P.Q.'s economic and political orthodoxy, Sun Life

Assurance Company and several other large Canadian companies

(such as Bank of Montreal, Royal Trust announced their

intention to move their head offices from Montreal to Toronto.

Numerous others have threatened to move out if Quebec becomes

45

independent. It is clearly one of their intentions to

destabilize the Quebec economy, and thereby, destabilize the
P.Q. government, delegitimize the independence movement, and
ultimately, maintain the present integration of North American

capitalism and Canadian federalism. Through organizations

46

such as the Pro-Canada Foundation, and the Council for

47

Canadian Unity, the Canadian bourgeoisie fought directly
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fand independentists intensified as the highly influential
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objectives of the P.Q.

Throughout 1978-1980 the debate between federalists

5 ex-publisher of Le Devoir and newly appointed Liberal-leader
| Claude Ryan proved a formidable opponent for Lé@esque., The
Quebec-Canadian unity movement grew to over 100,000 members
and was being financed directly by the federal government,
as well as by private corporations. Countless studies were
released by the federal government's Canadian Unity Information
Office showing that sovereignty would be economically disastrous.48
Numerous polls were also released showing that the support
for sovereignty-association was on the increase, but no date

49

had as yet been set for the referendum. It seems that the



138

P.Q.'s strategy of desensitizing Quebecers to the idea of
sovereignty-association was working. But it remained for the
P.Q. to give sovereignty-association substance, as most
Quebecers were still unaware of what it meant. Individual
MNA's, Cabinet Ministers, and party members would give their
own interpretation of what this meant. Divisions were once
again manifesting themselves within the party, or, more
specifically, between the government and the party. As Saywell
comments, "The militant wing watched with dismay as the
government seemed continua11y>to dilute the sovereignty in
sovereignty-association, and led by a number of Montreal

riding associations, it demanded that the party be consulted

0
i 1wma A wmafAawram . u50 L niin amn [P
on the wording and nature of the referendum. Levesque spoke

openly of maintaining the 'Canadian economic space' through

a customs union and common monetary authority, yet, this had

not been agreed upon as party policy and many radicals looked
upon it as another retreqt by the technocrats. A meeting of

the executive council on November 10-11, 1978, produced a 67~
page document detailing the proposed association, which, as
Saywell writes, "was placed before the council and rammed through
by the leadership in the face of opposition from rank-and-file

u51

mi]itants. During this council meeting LéVesque had to take

the floor several times to silence the membership, saying,
"the government doesn't have the right to operate exclusively

as though it were an emanation of the party."52
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The P.Q.'s 'orthodoxy' became all the more clear
during the last years of its first term in office. The P.Q.
was facing an increasingly difficult situation as inflation,
unemplioyment and the government's deficit were becoming
unmanageable. The party had lost 7 -- and eventually 11 --
consecutive byelections and its popularity, for the first

time, had sT1ipped below that of the Libera]s.53

Two key
Cabinet Ministers -- Robert Burns and Rodrigue Tremblay,
both resigned and internal party dissent was again high.
Finally, when labour relations worsened and Quebec's unions
began to exercise their right-to-strike, the P.Q. resorted to
the tactics of its predecessors. During a five-month period
{(November 1979 to March 1980) the P.Q. government ended three
strikes by passing back-to-work legislation, destroyfng
forever the myth that it was a labour party.54
The P.Q. spent its final year in office preparing for
the impending referendum. First it released the long-awaijted

specifics of the sovereignty-association program by publishing

Québec-Canada: A New Deal (to be analyzed in the next section).

This program put into practise the most recent retreat by the
moderate faction and added a new one by providing for an extended
sequence of stages: First a referendum would ask Quebecers for

a mandate to negotiate sovereignty-association, and (if this
firét stage is successful), secondly, the P.Q. would enter into

negotiations with the federal government (at an expected length
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of two yeérs), and prepare agreements which, in a third
stage, would be ratified by Quebecers in a second referendum.
As the referendum (dated for May 20, 1980) approached, the
federalist (NON) and sovereigniste (OUI) campaigns were in
full swing and polls began to show that the support for
sovereignty-association was increasing. Quebec's major
unions (QFL and CNTU) took tactical positions in favour of
sovereignty-association. On the one hand they supported the
struggle against national oppression, but on the other, they
opposed the P.Q. as against the interests of the Quebec working
class. Nevertheless, the popular support was not enough to

carry the OUI forces to a victory in the referendum, as they

£
]

[ B

wn

e 5 | I > 2 . 3 = . .t N
ted 59.5 to 40.5%. 5 However, it is estimated that
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were
close to 50% of French Canadians voted in favour of giving
-the P.Q. a mandate to negotiate sovereignty-association.

In the aftermath of the referendum the P.Q. reaffirmed
its intentions to cooperate fully within the Canadian federation
and almost immediately participated in a series of federal-
provincial constitutional conferences. LéWesque quickly
established himself as a vigorous advocate of provincial
autonomy, and came to play a leading role in the creation of
a common front of six (and eventually eight) provincial premiers
to oppose the federal government's threat of patriating Canada's

56

constitution unilaterally. Ruptures once again appeared

within the P.Q., as 30 prominent P.Q. members (including



141

Marcel Chaput) met to discuss setting up a pressure group
to keep the government on a course towards independence. A
spokesman for the group said much of the membership was

"demoralized by what they perceived as a trend within the

w57

P.Q. to water down the concept of independence. Lgvesque

then had to delay the reconvening of the National Assembly

by a month‘due to "internal problems created by the referendum
defeat."58 On September 2, 1980, two additional P.Q. cabinet
ministers -- Guy Joron and Jacques Couture -- resigned from
the government. Early in 1981 Lévesque called a provincial
election for April 13, 1981. In his platform he promised to

continue to fight for provincial autonomy, to continue to
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have another referendum if elected to a second term. Once
again this strategy of ret rat proved successful as the P.Q.
swept to an even greater majority (80 of 120 seats and 49%
of the popular vote), while the Liberals won the remaining
seats, polarizing Quebec politics completely.

Several events during the early months of the P.Q.'s
second term in office marked a continuation of the trend set
in its first term. Lgvesque's 1981 Cabinet hinted at a slight

59 Lé@esque once again reiterated the

shift to the right.
objectives of the government and held true by continuing to

fight, along with the other seven premiers opposed to Trudeau's
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constitutional fnitiatives, against the threatened federal
unilateral batriation. Later on, under pressure from New York
financial markets, who were in the process of reassessing
Quebec's AA-rating, Parizeau passed a supplementary budget which
was the most clearly 'orthodox' action yet taken by the P.Q.
Instead of lowering income taxes, as was promised earlier, the
mini-budget added taxes on alcohol and gasoline (7¢ per litre)
to try and decrease the government's mounting deficit. Then
things went from bad to worse as Trudeau's compromise position
in the constitutional debate was accepted by nine premiers in
Canada -- isolating Quebec as the lone dissenter. At present
the constitutional package is being reviewed in Britain and
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These events -- the Toss of the referendum; the P.Q.'s
constant drift to the right; its continual retreat from
independence; the failure in the constitutional debate --
must be seen as preconditions for the events which took place
late in 1981. 'During the P.Q.'s 8th biennial party convention
in December, the party's radical-wing rose up, or so it appears,.
for the first time in the party's 13-year existence and took
control of the proceedings. This was reflected in the positions
adopted by the 2,100 party delegates, against’the advice of
LéVesque and other moderates. The resolutions were: that
sovereignty, and not sovereignty-association, would now be

the principal goal of the party; that the next Quebec election
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would be fought on the issue of sovereignty; and that a majority
of seats won would be considered a mandate for sovereignty.
Although the convention was to concern itself with questions
of economic and social policy as well, debate never went
beyond the above questions. These other questions were put
off until the convention is resumed in February, 1982.

The new policy direction has led several moderates to threaten
their resignation from the party and the government. Claude
Morin, the architect of the P.Q.'s strategies since 1974,
resigned in January, 1982, while LéVesque has vowed to quit

if these policies are not overturned by the convention after

conducting a referendum of the party's 300,000 members. Although

£ &l wal A immims 1
i Lil l

such a referendum is a violatio party's norma

[4Y)

0

procedure, it appears that it will be held to satisfy LéVesque
and other moderates within the party. Only in February will
we know what the implications of these recent events will be,
and what the nature ofﬁthis departure was. But there is every
indication that it could be the expression of the party’s
radical wing. The February convention is also interesting
because of the direction the government has taken in labour
relations. The back to work legislation in its first term was
vigorously opposed by the party's radical-wing but unity was
maintained because the referendum was approaching. But when
the government .ordered Montreal transit workers back to their
jobs in January, 1982, and threatened to decertify the union,
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250,000 public sector workers due in fall, 1982, the party's
left-wing will no doubt be vocal about the direction to be

taken.

(iv) The Parti Québécois' Programme (1979): A Synopsis

In 1979 the Parti Québé%ois released two important
documents which contained the long-awaited details of its

programme. The first -- Québec-Canada: A New Deal -- outlined

the specific nature of sovereignty-association. Sovereignty

was defined as the "power to make decisions autonomously,

without being subject in law to any superior or exterior power ..."60
This sovereignty was to reside "entirely in the State of Quebec,"61
and any powers exercise jointly would be delegated in a free

and recfprocaT fashion by both Quebec and Canada. Association,

which is contingent upon attaining sovereignty, was defined

as the "space formed by sovereign states within which goods,

people and capital can flow freely, this zone being linked to

the rest of the world by a single tariff and trade poh'cy."62
Although the P.Q. outlined a variety of associations possible
for Quebec/Canada, it stated its preference for the fullest
possible integration of the two nations (Common Market,

Customs Union, Monetary Union). In this way, the P.Q. claimed,

“Canada can be preserved intact as an economic entity, while

Quebec can assume all the powers it needs as a nation to ensure
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its full development. Replacing federalism by association
will, in effect, maintain economic exchange, but the nature
of political and legal relations between Quebec and Canada

d."63 The precise nature of association though,

will be cﬁange
of course, would have to be negotiated between Quebec and
Canada. The program also called for the creation of four
"common institutions” which would be necessary for the
administration of association: 1) A Community Council;

2) A Commission of Experts; 3) A Court of Justice; and,

4) A Monetary Authority. These would be administered jointly
by an equal number of representatives from both Quebec and
Canada. Once again, the specific nature of these institutions
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aspects of the P.Q.'s political and economic policies were
outlined within this document, but these were more clearly
and elaborately discussed in the party's second major 1979

publication: Chg]lepggsrfor Qqébgc. After analyzing the major

structural problems facing Quebec (economic -- foreign
ownership and control; po]itiéal -- the Canadian state) and
their effects (regionalism, underdevelopment of manufacturing,
lack of indigenous management, unemployment, disequilibrium
between imports and exports), this programme proceeds to offer
a 'new social contract' based on "integrated development" as

a solution. The Quebec state is seen as an "active agent for

deve]opment"64 whose role it must be to encourage the coordination
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of activities of Quebec's major economic agents (business,
government, workers and consumers). The state, through its
power tp produce, administer, provide services, employment
consumption, will attempt to "instill in our economic agents
a national awareness and a sustained desire to work towards

common goa’ls."65

This will be done by increasing contact and
discussion at the Quebec level (among different sectors --
financial, commercial, industrial -- among foreign and domestic
firms, among large and small businesses) and at the level of
the firm (among workers and management). Economic summits and
the creation of a Conseil éEonomique et social (CES) are to

be the primary mechanisms for this integrated approach to
development. Yet, since the "Quebec government béuieves.thaﬁ
responsibility for ensuring ample and sustained development
rests largely on the private sector as prime economic agent'F66
the primary role of the state is to "create and maintain
conditions favouring the development and vigour of private
initiative, without sacrificing its objectives of social justice
and its role as guardian of community 1nterests."67 Thus the
programme outlines the specific types of government aid it
intends to make available to the private sector -- including
investment assistance, technical and financial help, aid in
marketing, research, exporting, management, vocational training
and Tabour mobility, the setting up of infrastructures, the
provision of energy supplies, helping small and medium sized

~ e P

companies to grow (through merger) and become competitive, etc.
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Foreign ownership is accepted and will be encouraged in most
sectors where it currently resides, so the P.Q. plans to focus

on those sectors where Quebec already has a competitive

édvantage -- such as in protecting the agriculture and food
industries, expanding maritime fisheries, increasing processing
of, and modernizing the forestry and pulp and paper industry,
increasing Quebec's participation in the exploration and
processing of mineral resources (such as Asbestos Corporation),
expanding Quebec's role in electricity, encouraging tourism,

and developing Quebec's human, technical and cu]tura1'advantagest

Also, the programme plans to aid the development of industries

which are important but where Quebec has 1ittle comparative

vantage {such in ir
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chemicals, and service industries) as well as aiding Quebec's
lTess competitive and most vulnerable industries (clothing,

textiles, footwear, etc.).
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CHAPTER SIX:

¢ 7
THE PARTI QUEBECOIS:

A CLASS PERSPECTIVE




From the analysis of the formation and the composition
of the Parti QUéBéEois we can see that it is a party dominated
both at the lower levels and, especially, in the Teadership
positions by'the new petite bourgeoisie. This numerical
preponderance of the new petite bourgeoisie does not, in and
of itself, make the P.Q. a "petit bourgeois party", contrary
to what Niosi and Milner have c1aimed.] Bourque correctly
points out, "We must never confuse the interests defended by
a party in the final analysis with the class (determination)
of its average political executives, its elected members or
its favourite supporters."2 However, it is equally insufficient

to sa
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Fournier does, that the P.Q. is a "bourgeois party"
because the "essential goal of its program is the expansion
of the Quebec bourgeoisie at the expense of the Canadian

bourgeoisie."3

No doubt this is one aspect of the P.Q.'s
programme, but it is hard]yﬁthe only or "essential goal" of
its existence. Fournier's narrow conception of the P.Q.'s
class nature derives from his unwillingness to recognize the
new petite bourgeoisie as having any autonomous significance
of existence separate from the bourgeoisie. This is shown
when Fournier'ériticizes Niosi's claim that the P.Q. is a
petit bourgeois party: "Not content with claiming that it is

possible for a government of a capitalist country not to be

bourgeois, Niosi discovers in the "wordsmiths" (P.Q. leaders)
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a new social c]ass."4

Both arguments, as they are presented
are fundamentally reductionist in nature, and underscore the
very essence of the 'new petite bourgeoisie problematic' within
Marxist literature (This debate will be taken up more fully in
the Conclusion chapter below).

A theoretical understanding of the new petite bourgeoisie,
which is essential if one is to come to grips with the new petite
bourgeoisie in Quebec, the P.Q., and the role this class and
party play in the contemporary Quebec question, was presented
in Chapter two. Summarized briefly the argument is as follows:
In capitalist society, between the two principal classes there
lies a series of class fractions which roughly fall into two
categoriés: the traditional petite bourgeoisie and the new
petite bourgeoisie. Althouah the class place (relation to the
means of production) of these fractions is petit bourgeois,
their class position (involving their political and ideological
relationship to the two prinqipa1 c1asses), is usually polarized
either towards a wonking class or bourgeois class position.

The political/ideological position of the fractions of the

petite bourgeoisie is a manifestation of the influence of
bourgeois and working class political and ideological positions,
which it adapts or defleats according to its own aspirations,

in combination with those elements peculiar to its own existence.
Therefore, the political/ideological position of the petite

bourgeoisie is diverse, different from fraction to fraction,
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and in correspondence with the specific conditions of their
existence. Poulantzas postulates several features characteristics
of the ideology of the new petite bourgeoisie which are
relevant to the Quebec case: 1) Status-quo anti-capitalism;
2) Statism; 3) Power Fetishism; and 4) Nationah’sm.5

Although the petite bourgeoisie does not have an "autonomous
class position“6 within the capitalist mode of production,

at specific conjunctures the petite bourgeoisie can intervene

at the political level as an authentic social force (i.e. the
formation of a petit bourgeois political party). If the new
petite bourgeoisie 'captures' state power through a political
party, its ideology can actually replace the dominant ideology,
yet because it is an ensemble of elements édaﬁted from both
working class and bourgeois class positions, it is unlikely to
work solely to the long-term advantage of the petite bourgeoisie.
In the final analysis, if the new petite bourgeousie does not
question the under1yiqg ecqnomic (capita]ist relations of
production) and political (the state) structures of capitalist
society, and instead chooses to defend these, it (often
unwittingly) defends and ensures the dominance of the bourgeoisie,
whose existence depends on these structures. As Poulantzas
notes, "Bourgeois ideology thus perpetuates its hold, but in
indirect or disguised form ... via the direct dominance of

7

"petit bourgeois ideology". It is from this perspective

that we shall analyze the Quebec case.
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First it is necessary to briefly review the specific
conditions of the new petite bourgeoisie's existence in Quebec.
This class emerged very gradually af;er World War II with the
intensification of capitdlist development. VYet its emergence
was constrained somewhat as it met with continual rejection in
the Ang]b-dominant corporate world of Quebec. Its frustrations
were expressed through the intellectual currents of the 1950's
and 1960's which increasingly questioned the dominance of the
Anglophone business world in Quebec and the clerical ideoloay
which had 1egitim§ted this dominance for two centuries. The
ideological positions were diverse in nature and resulted from
the heterogeneity of conditions the various fractions faced.

a4 @

But a common element in most positions was the ekpression of
Quebec nationalism. The expansion of the Quebec state, beginning
slowly in the 1950's, gave this new francophone petite bourgeoisie
a vehicle to express its own class interests. Its dominant
fractions argued th?t,th? only way Quebec could emancipate
itself from Anglo-dominance was through the use of the Quebec
state. Its more extreme elements were already calling for
Quebec independence from Canada. The 'Quiet Revo1ut16n' re forms
of the early 1960's, which resulted in the rapid expansion of
the Quebec state, and a proliferation of class places for the
new petite bourgeoisie, must be seen as an attempt by the Quebec

{Libera]s to satisfy the needs of the new francophone petite

Lbourgeoisie as well as the Quebec bourgeocisie, both of whom

desired an increased role for the Quebec state, but for Targely
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different reasons. As time went on a split arose in the
Liberal Party between those who favoured an increasing role
for the Quebec state but began to realize the impossibility
of this within the constfaints of Canadian federalism, and
those who desired a more traditional balance between state
and private sectors, and desired to remain within Canadian
federalism. The former faction grew increasingly nationalist
and when its attempt to have independence adopted into the
Liberal Party's programme failed, Levesque led this faction
away from the Liberals to form the MSA. At the same time other
nationalist fractions of the petite bourgeoisie which had

been espousing independence since the late 1950's through

such parti

1]

s as the RN, RIN, and PSQ, were becoming increasingly
popular, The crystallization of the new petite bourgeoisie

as an autonomous social force mobilized to intervene at-the
political level, came in 1968 when the major nationalist-
independentist parties ynited to form the P.Q. Its acquisition
of power in 1976 must be seen as a conjunctural intervention

by the new petite bourgeoisie at the political level. Thus,

i
[petite bourgeoisie in Quebec were its inability to enter the

lAnglo-dominant corporate world, and its inability to effect

(the specific conditions surrounding the existence of the new
!
E

changes that it felt were necessary for the fulfillment of
Quebec as a nation, because of the subordinate position of

Lthe Quebec state. In short, it reacted against the economic
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dominance of a 'foreign' bourgeoisie and the political dominance
of a 'foreign' state. The peculiar class interests that the

new petite bourgeoisiekexpressed through the P.Q. were varied
but its dominant faction, which desired sovereignty-association,
saw its class interests served in becoming the politically/
ideologically dominant class in a Quebec free of political
subordination to Ottawa. Not unsimilar to the depiction of

the Duplessis-led U.N. as a 'Partitocratie', this fraction

wants to become the technical and managerial stratum (or
'political ruling class') in a sovereign Quebec. But of

course this was not the sole ideological position expressed

by the new petite bourgeoisie through the P.Q. But because

of the

(2]

ommon 'independentist' goals of these fractions, their

ideological differences were and are, to some extent overlooked.

Hence, nationalism-independentism became both the rallying

point for several fractions of the new petite bourgeoisie, and

the dominant aspect of their po]iticq]/ideglogigél,positigng
Before continuing with the analysis of the P.Q. a

few preliminary remarks are in order. First, the P.Q. is the

major political instrument for several fractions of the petite

bourgeoisie in Quebec, but by no means, necessarily the only

instrument of this class and its fractions, nor is it the
instrument for all fractions of the petite bourgeoisie. The’
reasoning for this is simple. As we said earlier the elements

of the new petite bourgeoisie face a variety of often peculiar
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dgconditions. These conditions necessarily shape their under-
standing of the world and their role in it, and, subsequently,
their strategies and ideologies. Thus their political/
ideological positions are diverse. Many have mobilized around
the P.Q. because of common 'independentist' goals. Others,
however, though the number is much smaller, may view their

class interests as best served by participating in the provincial
or even federal Liberal parties. These differences cannot

be accounted for purely by a difference in class but, rather

are precisely distinguishable by the different political and
ideological positions taken by the various fractions. 1In the
case of the Quebec petite bourgeoisie, most elements rally
around the P.Q. and independence but others, because of their
different nationalist ideology, rally round other parties or
organizations. Secondly, analyzing the political and ideological
position of the petite bourgeoisie (expressed through the P.Q.)
is a very complex procedure because of the presence within the
P;Q. of two distinct political/ideological positions -- that

of the technocrats and that of the participationists or left-
wing. Thereforé, of course, the P.Q. does not always express

a unified, monolithic, or even consistent ideological position.
Its programme and discourse must be seen in terms of the
dynamics of these two elements, though as we showed earlier,

the tendency has been that the technocratic faction of the party

and its political/ideological position have remained dominant.
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To return to the prior discussion, the first and
major component of the ideological position of the new petiie
bourgeoisie expressed throuéh the P.Q. is nationalism. Since
its inception, the P.Q. has always expiained the "Quebec question"
in terms of "We vs. they", “Qué%éhois vs. les anglais", or
"Qu€bec vs. Canada." The Party's major pre-reférendum publication,

Québec-Canada: A New Deal, stated that in 1867, Confederation

"sanctioned, and favoured as well, the supremacy of English
Canada. It was natural that in such a regime the interests
and aspirations of Quebecers and Francophones in other provinces

n8 French Canadians were treated as

should take second place.
"at best an important linguistic minority with no collective
rights or particular powers, one that must sooner or Tater melt
into the Canadian whole, as English Canada long beHeved.”9
But in the post-war period Quebecers {(or so they were told
by the P.Q.) experienced a new sense of vitality and common
destiny which was cqntinqa1]y7frus;rated by the paralyzing
éentralish of the Canadian federation. Thus, realizing the
impossibility of preserving their "national existence" within
Canada, Quebecers_sought independentist solutions. Lévesque
often speaks as if the Parti Québécois was a direct outgrowth
or inevitable Emanatioh of the collective aspirations of the
Quebec nation: "Inevitably this metamorphosis owed itself

to create an instrument for its political expression and to

try to conduct it to its lodical conclusion. This instrument



e

165

is the Parti ngBéEois. We were just a few hundred, then a
few thousand, to bring it into being in 1967-68, with two

objectives which have remained coupled since then: sovereignty

w10 1,

and association. “A Call to the Quebec People", Lévesque

concludes,

The Quebec nation is a family that will soon
be four hundred years old ... History has
delayed our emancipation for a long time .

We Quebecers are a nation, the most firmly
anchored nation on this continent. Over the
vast expanses of our land, our deep rooted
memories and our vital presence are constant
reminders that the Quebec people is at home
here, in this - its ancestral home ... It is
now vitally important that from now on this
home be completely ours. The time has come
to be our own masters ... The new deal we are
offering means, first of all, an end to all
those shacklies. An end to those narrow roles
to which so many individuais--and our entire
people--have been confined. An end to manipu-
lation and exploitation from outside.11

Yet, the specific solution the P.Q. has in mind for the Quebec

nation -- sovereignty-association -- offers only emancipation

from one of Fhe two dqminatjons suffered by Quebecers. Although
within the party certain elements would prefer a more complete
independence (reflected in the decisions of the Dec. 1981

party convention), the P.Q. remains committed to only ending

the political dominance of the Canadian state. This reflects

the perception that the technocratic leadership of the Party

has of its own situation. Once again, it sees that by 'repatriating'
the main levers of decision-making from Ottawa, it can become the

technical and managerial stratum of a new Quebec nation.
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Nationalism as the dominant aspect in the ideology
of this class has several effects. The most important is
that it attempts to steer the class vision of society which
was becoming increasingly popular within the union movement
in the 1970's, towards a national vision by asking Quebecers
to pledge allegiance to this larger, more 'natural' and deeply-
rooted historical entity -- the Quebec nation -- and to abandon
their narrow class allegiances. Although as Bourque and
Frenette argue, "A nationalist ideology in and of itself,
cannot mask the class consciousness of dominated c1asses,"]2
it can obscure class consciousness in a specjfic way. No
doubt the class consciousness of the Quebec working class has
been shaped by the ideological hegemony exercised by the new
petite bourgeoisie over the national movement, but it cannot
be said, as Roussopoulos and others have, that the P.Q. has
had "disastrous" consequences on the ideology of the working
‘class in Quebec by "robbing" the national movement of its
"Teft-wing and autonomist potentia]"].3 There is evidence that
working class and socialist elements within the party are
still very strong, and that the major unions are aware of
the party's "class nature", as evidenced by the tactical
positions offered by the unions in support of the OUI forces
in the referendum. The use by the P.Q. of nationalism is
not so much the reéu]t of a conscious effort to obscure class

consciousness, but from a genuine belief in the nation as the

proper form of social organization and in the belief that
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class is an ancient allegiance which is no longer applicable
in "modern society." This denial of the relevance of class
results in part from the influence of bourgeois ideology
but also from the peculiar situation of the new petite bourgeoisie
(somewhat detached from the struggle between the working class
and the bourgeoisie) which inhibits it from an appreciation
of the reality of class domination.

The next major aspect of the ideology of the
new petite bourgeoisie as expressed through the Parti Québéhois
is Statism. The state is revered as the natural expression
of the nation's will. With its legal-juridical constitution
and its foundation based on democratic principles, the state
cannot be but the neutral expression of the will of the people.
Thus, the fundamental aspect of the P.Q.'s political project
is the creation of a sovereign state for the Quebec nation.
As Halary remarks, "The P.Q. attempt to set up an independent
State officially asserts that the State is neutral; there is
no "class struggle" in a Quebec on the road to independence.
For the P.Q. the problem is technical and thus the responsibility
of the technocracy, of social rationality, and thus of Reason."14
The P.Q. has always insisted upon its own neutrality. Its
efforts to maintain a distance from both the bourgeoisie and
the working class by avoiding financial contributions from and
direct links to either, can been seen as an attempt to maintain

a neutral appearance. -As Levesque wrote recently,
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We have (an) unprecedented advantage ... We

owe not a cent, not a dollar, to the employers,
or to the unions, nor to any of these pressure
groups which are legitimate, but too often
prone to exaggerate when they get a chance.

We have no organic ties, which means that we
can be the government of all the people without
being a puppet to any one sector.15

Thus, by equating the state with the nation, and by identifying
itself with both, the new petite bourgeoisie of the P.Q. writes
for itself an important historic role. In this way the
ideology of power fetishism becomes clearer. This new petite
bourgeoisie, due to conditions peculiar to its own existence
(its position in the state sector), desires to become the
political/ideological ruling class of the new Quebec, free of
intervention by a foreign state. The P.Q.'s strategies of
electoralism, etapism, gradualism, good government, etc., are
indications of the ultimate desires of the new petite bourgeoisie
to assume 'state control', but sovereignty is the ultimate
expression of this. As Bourque writes:

Under]yingifhe teﬁﬁofaTity of the P.Q. is a

curious paradox: there is a continual stalling

for time in the realization of a forever

postponed project. Forever towards independence,

forever towards social democracy, from stage

-to stage, until the final non-event. While

independence and social democracy are merely

profiled, the pequiste state is being built.

And this is the real function of the constant

temporization.

16

However, it is the economic and social aspects

of the P.Q.'s programme which are most illustrative of the

ideological position of the new petite bourgeoisie, and of

its likely significance as an autonomous social force in the
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long-term. It should be stated that some of the objectives

of the P.Q.'s programme, according to the Party, are contingent
upon~attaining sovereignty for the Quebec state, though it is
not always clear which objectives the P.Q. is referring to.
Nevertheless, the P.Q. project revolves around the use of the
state to carry out a very important role in economic and

social fields. As the 1977 O0fficial Program of the P.Q.bstates,
it is the "responsibility of the Quebec state to take charge

t."]7 But to what extent the state will

of economic developmen
actually "take charge" remained vague. P.Q. discourse, typical
of the new petite bourgeoisie, has always answered this question
in an ambiguous ("status quo anti-capitalism") fashion}8
reflecting both the internal contradictions in the party and

a desire to attract popu]ér support. On the one hand we have
Lévesque attacking the "wealthy, influential anglophones

ll.19

who don't want to let go of their privileges during a

press conference, and on t@e other hageréyesgue assuring
fbféfgnviﬁQesgors that they need not fear a "Cuban experience.“20
This ambiguity is cleared up somewhat in the 1979 programme
which sees the state'as an "active agent for development"
whose role it is to coordinate'the activities of Quebec's
major economic agents -- business, government, workers and
consumers. But in the end, the state desired by tHe P.Q. is

little different from the present one, except that Quebecers

(or rather the Quebec new petite bourgeoisie) will be in control.
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The P.Q.'s programme, due to the nationalist position of

the new petite bourgeoisie, has always made clear its desire

to strengthen, through the state, the Quebec economy's
indigenous potential in certain sectors but the experience

thus far has shown the P.Q. to be little different than preVious
governments in economic matters. The most important (and
essentially the only major economic) change suggested by
sovereignty-association is that Quebecers could be in a

position to take control of their financial sector. But

even this is a somewhat dubious possibility as a Quebec/

Canada association entailing a common currency and common
monetary authority would 1ikely preclude this possibility.
Nevertheless, sovereignty for Quebec has fearful impliications
for the Canadian financial bourgeoisie, accounting for the
leadership role this fraction has played in the anti-P.Q.
campaign going on in Quebec since 1969. The P.Q. has also
mentioned from time to time its desire to nationalize certain
sectors of Quebec's economy. But in actuality the P.Q. fears
a radical transformation of society and opts instead for a
reformist path: "Between the revolution for new soviets

and the "gradualism" of those who, deep down, want to change
nothing of importance, there is room for radicalism doubled

with rea]ism."21

In the final analysis the P.Q. backs down
from any challenge with the foreign bourgeoisie: "Foreign

companies need not fear that we will present them with an
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intransigent "nationalist" po1icy."22

By accepting the
dominance of the foreign bourgeoisie we can see the influence
that bourgeois ideology has on the political/ideological
position of the new petite bourgeoisie, in Quebec. Underscoring
the precise "conjunctural" nature of a petit bourgeois project
which does not challenge bourgeois dominance, Lévesque says,

“On a continent which is still the capitalist Mecca of the

world ... We cannot, whatever happens, break with the American

context and American thinking."23

Therefore, the P.Q. moves
"gradually" towards a "Scandinavian-type social democracy
(which is the maximum "progressivism" possible for a serious

left-wing group in the North American context)."24

Accepting

the constraints of the North American economic environment,

the P.Q.'s project for economic emancipation inevitably fails
before it begins, as its major result will be to perpetuate

the dominance of the bourgeoisie, though in a disguised

(maybe 'francized') fashion. The only implications it has

for the Tong-term autonomous significance of the petite bourgeoisie
is to give it the role of "state manager" of the capitalist
economy; a role which (give or take a 1ittle) is played by

every state in Western capitalist society. This becomes

very clear for the first time only in the 1979 economic

programme when the state is given a 'coordinating' role vis-a-vis

other economic¢ agents, but the primary responsibility for

economic deve1opment is given to the private sector, not the state.
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Once again, this desire to become the technical and managerial
stratum (political ruling class) reflects the class place

of most of the P.Q. leadership. The technocratic faction of
the P.Q. (and fraction of the new petite bourgeoisie) has

been involved in technical and managerial occupations in the
Quebec state since 1960 (though not in a controlling position
vis-a-vis society). Inevitably, devoid of comprehensive
economic reform, the P.Q.'s project of sovereignty-association
remains essentially political in nature. The major implication
of a successful sovereignty-association project is that Quebec
would no longer be tied politically to the Canadian state.
Though, of course, this alone is seen as a great achievement
by many Quebec nationalists.

However, while tacitly submitting to the dominance
of the bourgeoisie, the P.Q. reaffirms its neutrality and its
commitment to a variety of social reforms, which due to their
vagueness, amount often only to empty promises, ones that can.
be compromised at any given moment by the abstract notion of
national interest. Among its social objectives the P.Q.
desires "first and foremost, equality of opportunity for
everyone", “décentra]ization“, a "reduction in income disparities",
"a wider based democracy in the internal structure of.business",
and an increased "participation of the citizen ... which
implies in consequence the right of workers to participate in

decisions concerning their business Tife and their working
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25 On the latter, the Parti Québgcois encoufages

conditions."”
"democratic forms of management so that the workers exercise
partial or complete jurisdiction over the functioning of

I|26

their enterprise. This is to be done through "workers'

councils or enterprise committees, elected by the general

assembly of the workers."27

Yet, as Halary notes, "management
rights attached to private property are incompatible with
social democratisation supported by workers' councils. At
a certain point one must win over the other; a so-called
equilibrium can only be trénsitory, unstable and ephemera].“28
Although the desire to bring about social reform is commendable,
it is once again simply an expression of the new petite
hourgeoisie's denial of, or at least underestimation of, the
reality of class conflict. Not fully appreciating the fundaﬁenta11y -
irreconcilable nature of the interests of the two major
classes leads to efforts by the new petite bourgeoisie (consistent
with its own self-proclaimed neutrality) at establishing

7 csfporatist forms of organization. On the economic summits

organized by the
government, which involved leaders from private business, the
cooperatives and labour, P.Q. Minister Bernard Landry said,
"We are going to set up a mechanism which could prove essential
to the future of our collectivity ... I am speaking here of

consensus. and collaboration ... The objective is to begin to

shed old ideas and eliminate old struggles in order to establish
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w29 LéVesque similarly

a climate of social peace in Quebec.
commented, "We are searching for these basic common interests
and we will continue to search patiently, because these ditches
are old and deep and the habit of dialogue somewhat 1ost."30
Once again, the "state as neutral arbiter above social classes"
theme reappears. In denying the class divisions which are
omnipresent in Quebec, as elsewhere, the new petite bourgeoisie
of the P.Q. actually serves to perpetuate these class divisions.
Assuming classes can forget these 'ancfent struggles' and

work together for the benefit of the 'national collective' is
illusory. Yet, as Halary notes, "“the Parti Québécoi? programme
makes this illusion the very foundation of an independent
Quebec. As recent history demonstrates, the class solidarity
of a dominated bourgeoisie with foreign capitalist interests

w3l In its

is infinitely more binding than national solidarity.
effort to remain a neutral class and direct a neutral state
~above class divisions, the new petite bourgeoisie of the P.Q.
has taken a bourgeois class position and by doing so, assured
the dominance of the bourgeoisie and especially its most
powerful fractions, in an independent Quebec.

‘The P.Q.'s first term in office illustrates several
of the arguments made by Poulantzas on the new petite bourgeoisie
in power. In the initial period its attempt was clearly to

find this "equilibrium" between classes in Quebec through

the summits and several pieces of social legislation which were
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designed to aid all Quebecers and reinforce the party's image

of neutrality and its commitment to 'good government.' Although
these social measures were progressive, especially in comparison
to the policies of prior Quebec governments, they were not
designed tolhave any major long-term consequences favouring

the working class in its reiationship to the bourgeoisie.
Several other actions taken by the P.Q. illustrate 'its 'oscillating'’
class position, such as legislation designed to favour workers
(Bi11 45) and other legislation favouring the most important
economic interests in Quebec (various programs of aid to

private capital, cooperatives and state corporations). VYet
these programs were characterized by a marked tendency to
retreat from original objectives and in each case the reason
"was because of 'pressure' brought to bear-on the P.Q. from

the bourgeoisie in Quebec (Bill1 45, Bil1l 101, the Asbestos
nationalization, the various economic measures designed to

emancipate the Quebec economy from foreigners which were = .

anticipated but were never even tabled). In the final analysis
unable even to maintain its appearance of neutrality, the

~P.Q. forced strikers back to work on several occasions late

in its term. Stymied by the 'constraints of the North American
environment' the P.Q.'s resultant orthodexy was, in effect,

the new petite bourgeoisie taking an increasingly bourgeois
class position. Furthermore during the first months of its

second term, the party's "swing to the right" was uninterrupted
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until the events of the biennial convention in Dec. 1981,
As we said before, only time will tell whether the convention
witnessed the rise of the radical wing, and whether this
wing can become the ideologically dominant force within the
party. If so, the analysis of the P.Q. would then have to
focus on the political/ideological position of this radical
faction. |
Thus, to conclude, the P.Q. is at present a party

dominated by the technocratic fraction of the new francophone
bourgeoisie whose political/ideological position is generally
polarized in favour of the bourgeoisie. Its position, an
ensemble of elements adapted from bourgeois (most notably its
economic programme) and working class (especially its social
programs) positions, combined with elements peculiar to its
own situation and aspirations (which are essentially political
-~ j.,e. statism -- in nature), ensures only one thing -- the

continued dominance of the bourgeoisie in Quebec. As Bourque
Vﬁstates, "The objective goal of the P.Q. project is the
reproduction of the whole complex of the relations of capitalist

forces 1in Quebec."32

By not seeking to transform the very
structures which are the foundation of the bourgeoisie's
dominance (capitalist relations of production), the new

petite bourgeoisie's long-term ability to express its own
c]as; interest, as an autonomous social force at the political

Tevel, is seriously questioned. Only by seeking to transform
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these structures could the new petite bourgeoisie of the P.Q.
hope to have any long-term significance as a class autonomous
from others. Clearly if the P.Q. was led by a fraction of

the new petite bourgeoisie which called for complete independence
from Canada and immediate transformation of Quebec's economy
towards socialism, there would be tremendous obstacles standing
in its way. For one, economic sabotage by the U.S. and Canadian
bourgeoisies would set back Quebec's potential for economic
development and undermine the legitimacy of such a project.

But, even moreso, the project would not Tikely get to that

stage because economic and political threats would be brought

to bear on the P.Q. and armed insurrection and violent struggle
would be the likely consequence. The chance of victory for
Quebec's popular classes in such an eventuality, would be as
small as that of Poland's popular classes at present. Although
it is certainly presumptious to state unequivocably thaf a
long-term trend has been set, or even moreso, to predict long-
term events, the tendencies inherent in the current situation
tend to favour this interpretation. This would be avoided

if the party itself undergoes a transformation, and its Teft-
wing element, which favours a political/ideological position
much closer to the Quebec working class, either comes to the
fore or breaks-off to form another party. This is a possibility

which is not entirely unlikely given recent events.
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CHAPTER SEVEN:

CONCLUSION




To recapitulate, this thesis has attwmpted to show
that an understanding of the Quebec national question must
involve a thorough and systematic analysis of class relations
within Quebec (taking account the international setting) and
all of the resultant political, economic, culitural, ideological
and social manifestations of these relations. Chapter two
presented a theoretical framework for the analysis of class,
state, party, nation, and nationalism, and the relationship
between these phenomena. Chapter three attempted to show the
historical nature of the Quebec question by tracing and
analyzing the roots and development of the problem. The 1760-
1960 period was analyzed with particular emphasis placed on
economic, political and ideological relations between and within
Quebec and Canada. We outlined the various attempts by Canadian
political elites at 'managing' or 'accommodating' the 'French
fact' and the resh]ts of these efforts. Emphasis was p}g;ed
rdn'the”tréndéﬁéméréing fﬁ the pdét;HQQEWperiod -- such as the
intensification of capitalist relations of production in Quebec,
the correéponding rise of the new petite bourgeoisie, and its
challenge to the two-century old ideological dominance of
the Church -- which were to have such a tremendous impact on
the present conjuncture of relations. Chapter four examined
the specific nature of these trends and their effect on political,

social, economic and cultural happenings during the 1960-1976
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period. It began by analyzing the underdeveloped character

of the Quebec economy (vis-a-vis Ontario and the U.S. metropoles)
and the effect this has on Quebecers and the Quebec nation.

The implication is that certainly to some degree these economic
factors must be seen as pre-conditions for the rise of a

Quebec nationalist and independence movement. The chapter

then analyzed the various classes and class fractions operating
in contemporary Quebec and, specifically, their relationship

to the Quebec state during the post-1960 period. The purpose
was to illustrate the development of the new petite bourgeoisie,
as well as its politicization and assertion as a class. As
well, we traced the growth of the Quebec bourgeoisie and working
class, and their political and ideological development. We

also described the approaches used by the various Quebec
governments to deal with the dynamic and occasionally explosive
interplay of class forces during that period. Chapter five
outlined the social and political climate in Quebec in the
1960's that led to the creation of the Parti Québé%ois. Then

it analyzed the class composition of the various elements

which formed the party -- the RIN, the RN, and MSA -- to
illustrate their common 'new petit bourgeois' background and
independentist goals, but also to show the diversity of

political and ideological positions taken by these elements.

The chapter went on to emphasize the MSA's control of the
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party's political/ideological direction and of the Quebec
nationalist/independentist movement. It analyzed the party's
rise to power (1968-1976), focusing on the internal struggle
between moderates and radicals to make clear that the Quebec
national movement isrnot unified by a single monolithic
ideology, and that the evolution of the party's programme and
strategy is a result of the dynamic interaction of these
elements. This period marked a gradual consolidation of the
dominance of the moderates within the party. Part two of

this chapter looked at the P.Q. in power (1976-1982) to show
how the party attempted to implement its programme and achieve
its objectives. It showed the extensive efforts by the party
to build a wide base from which it could carry out its long-
term goals of sovereignty and association. We emphasized the
cautious and gradualist approach of the party -- reflected in
the party's continual retreat from long-standing commitments
and goals -- to show the continued dominance of the moderates
within the party, as well as the nature of that dominance. The
implication was that the party's 'orthodoxy' resulted both
from the dominance of the moderate faction and from structural
constraints imposed by the North American political and economic
environment - manifested in threats or pressure from the
most powerful elements operating in Québec. We showed that
towards the end of the P.Q.'s first term in office, and in

the early part of its second, its orthodoxy became all the
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more clear -- jllustrated in successive back-to-work laws,
austerity budgets, cut-backs in state social expenditure,

and by placing the burden of the province's deficit on the
shoulders of the Quebec consumer. Once again the implication
is that the North American economic and political environment
brought about this response. We also showéd that during the
P.Q.'s 8th biennial congress its radical wing apparently rose
up, for the first time in the 13-year existence of the party,
and took control of the proceedings. We indicated that it is
not yet certain what the implications of this will be but

it could indicate a radical departure in the future for the
party. The finé] section of chapter five examined the official
programme of the P.Q. (as of 1981) as it appeared in the

party's two major policy documents -- Québec-Canada: A New Deal,

which outlines the specific nature of the desired sovereignty-

association; and, Challenges for Qué%ec: A Statement on Economic

Policy, which presents the party's long-term social, political,.

economic and cultural objectives, and calls for corporatism-

cum-social démocracy. Chapter six took the theorizations

of class and party developed in Chapter two and applied them

to the P.Q. It began by looking briefly at the debate on the

class specificity pf the P.Q. We argued that the P.Q. is a

party of the new petite bourgeoisie in Quebec, but is split

into two factions -- the moderates, who have a fundamentally

bourgeois class position, and the radicals, who have a fundamentally
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working class positfon. Because the party has long been
dominated by the former, its programme tends to favour the
_bourgeoisie. It is so because this faction's political/
ideological position assumes the state is a neutral arbiter
between competing groups and that through the state it (the P.Q.)
can achieve harmony between these groups. This denial of or
at least underestimation of the significance of class struggle
and its irreconcilability, guarantees the perpetuation of
bourgeois dominance, but in a disguised form, through the
dominance of petit bourgeois ideology. The implication is
that such a solution can only be conjunctural. Sovereignty-
association, if successfully achieved, would bring about an
ephemeral, symbolic independence for the Quebec nation; at
best an incomplete solution to the historical Quebec national
question. And that, in reality, the technocratic faction of

the P.Q. articulates such an ideology centered around nationalism,

because it is primarily designed to serve its own class interests, -

rather than the interests of the Quebec collectivity. Once
again, it is pointed out that it is not yet known what the
significance of recent events will be in the long-term.

| This, however, leaves several important questions
unanswered. Among those that we are concerned with: 1Is the
PQ. a progressive party? Should sovereignty-association be
supported or rejected? 1Is a partial solution to the Quebec

national question better than no solution? What position
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Should socialists and popular classes take in relation to
the nationalist project of the Parti Québécois? Such questions
have invited vitriolic debate from all sectors of Quebec
society. Within leftist academic circles the debate is no
less virulent. It began shortly after the events of October
1970 when Pierre Vallidres terminated his relationship with
the FLQ and adopted a pro-P.Q. position, expressed in Le Devoir.
Long-time FLQ comrade Charles {agnon then responded with a
séathing critique of both Vallieres and the P.Q., also on
the pages of Le Devoir. Since then, of course, Va11iéres
has re-adopted an anti-P.Q. (but not pro-fLQ) stance, but the
debate goes on. On one hand we have those who support the
P.Q. -- such as Milner, Ryerson, Rioux, Le Centre de Formation
Populaire (CFP) -- and argue that the P.Q.'s project will
solve the national question and bring the class question more
clearly into focus. On the other hand we have those who
dismiss this as naive and undialectical -- such as Bourque,
Fournier, Valliéres, and Roussopoulos -- and argue that
supporting the P.Q. is supporting an alliance of Quebec's
bourgeoisie and petite bourgeoisie. This latter analysis
is dismissed as "sterile dogmatism" by those who find the P.Q.
supportable.

Qur own analysis of the P.Q. is somewhat critical of
the party because: it is led by the moderate faction of the
new petite bourgeoisie whose class position i; generally bourgeois;

project is designed primarily to aid Quebecers of all

—
o
(7]
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classes but its result would, if successful, merely lead to
a new role for the new petite bourgeoisie (political ruling
class in a quasi-independent Quebec) and perpetuate the
dominance of the bourgeoisie; its project would only achieve
a partial or symbolic independence -- i.e. it would remove
Quebec from the political dominance of the Canadian federal
state but would not question the dominance on the economic
level of the bourgeoisie (U.S., Canadian and Quebec). To take
a final position on whether the P.Q. is supportable or not,
it is necessary to examine in greater detail the various
positions of Quebec Marxist academics. First we will Took
at the anti-P.Q. arguments. Thgse fall largely within two
camps which we shall call the "Determinist-Marxist" position
and the "Anarchist" position.

The clearest enunciation of the "Determinist-Marxist”
critique comes from Pierre Fournier. He argues that the
sovereignty-association project "is ‘essentially an attempt
by the local bourgeoisie to give itself an even stronger state
to improve its relative position, largely at the expense of
the Canadian bourgeoisie ... (It) is the logical culmination

wl This stems from

of (their) economic and political ambitions.
his class analysis of the P.Q. which states, "The P.Q. is,
in facﬁ, a bourgeois party ... the essential goal of its

program is the expansion of the Quebec bourgeocisie .“2

While acknow]edging the involvement of the new petite bourgeoisie.
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in the P.Q., Gilles Bourque offers essentially the same

argument. Bourque sees the P.Q. as led by the state fraction
of the Quebec bourgeoisie who desire to strengthen themselves
vis-a-vis the Canadian bourgeoisie by the use of state 1ntervention.A

The P.Q.'s essential goal, says Bourque, is "to make the

3 He adds:

Quebec bourgeoisie a hegemonic political fraction."
the P.Q. is a multi-class party (petite
bourgeoisie and regional bourgeoisie). It
is placed under the hegemony of individuals
who seek to reinforce Quebec capitalism.

Their political project, hegemonic within

the national movement, is to create the
maximum of conditions favourable to the devel-
opment of Quebec regional capitalism

In the process ... the P.Q. project seeks

to reserve the largest possible economic-
social space for regional Quebec capitalism
and, secondarily, for the new petite bourgeoisie.
Change in the relations among the elements of
this complex is envisaged in a significant

way only between the Canadian bourgeoisie and
the Quebec bourgeoisie.4

But because of its weakness, adds Bourque, the Quebec bourgeoisie
promotes an "ambiguous project which can only lead to the
reproducfioﬁ of thé Canédian ;tdte .o (theréfore) the national
question will remain unsolved. In the same way, independence

will not be achieved."®

A somewhat more vulgar and yet Tess
obscured expression of this same argument is made by the
various Marxist-Leninist sects in Quebec. The Workers
Communist Party (Marxist-Leninist) is the clearest example.
Once again, the Quebec bourgeoisie is placed at the center of

the P.Q. independence project: "(The P.Q.) wants the Quebecois
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bourgeoisie to have its own sovereign state (with or without
an association) to confro] the territory, the taxes, the
market and the people of Quebec.“6> Because it is a bourgeois
movement, the P.Q. project will lead to the development of
“bourgeois nationalist ideas among Quebec workers, rather

7 This will

than working class, internationalist ideas.
slow down the development of class consciousness of the Quebec
working class and leave the leadership of the national liberation
struggle in the hands of the Quebec bourgeoisie. Furthermore,
it will split the Canadian working class along national lines
and "hinder rather than serve its revolutionary strategy."8
0f course, the Quebec nation's quest for sovereignty should be
rejected on these grounds.

There are numerous problems with tﬁis approach.
Yet mosit problems result from the 'economic determinism'
inherent in such ana]yses.9 From this perspective, material-

economic relations are seen as determinant in all cases.

The significance of ideological and political factors is
generally underestimated. Thus, the state is seen as a
reflection of or a mere manifestation of relations at the
economic level. The class analysis which stems from this
approach focuses almost exclusively on the bourgeoisie and
the working class. Little or no significance is given to

the petite bourgeoisie (new or traditional) in the short

or long-term. Thus, this leads to a narrow and generally



190

faulty analysis of class relations in Quebec. These analyses
insist on placing the Quebec bourgeoisie behind the Quebec
independence movement, and behind the P.Q. itself, because
fhey cannot admit to any autonomous existence (political,
ideological or otherwise) for the Quebec petite bourgeoisie,
or for the Quebec state. Not being able to argue convincingly
that the Quebec private sector bourgeoisie has the strength

to carry out such a proje;t (because it fs so weak), Fournier,
Bourque and others, extend the definition of the Quebec
bourgeoisie to include the leaders of state corporations and
cooperatives, to "prove" that the Quebec bourgeoisie is

10 This obscures the analytical distinction

behind the project.
between the bourgeoisie and petite bourgeoisie as well as

the relationship between state and class. It is felt here

tﬁat Niosi's argument that the heads of state corporations

and cooperatives are separate and autonomous from the Quebec
bourgeoisie, and that they must be considered. petit bourgeois,-

1 The only real fraction of the Quebec

is more accurate.
capitalist class, the private sector bourgeoisie, is not

only too weak to be 'behind' the P.Q.'s independence project,

but it does not, by and large even support Quebec 1‘ndependence.12
As Niosi says, the Quebec bourgeoisie is a small and weak

group and "the separation of Quebec would truncate its principal
market, force it to reorganize its companies and weaken its

position on the Canadian and international scene ... In reality
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this francophone bourgeoisie is nothing other than the French-
Canadian section section of the Canadian capitalist class.
Its markets, its investments, its aims, all are trans-Canadian.
It may lean on the Quebec state (which it has helped to build),
but it has no interest in the separation of Quebec."]3

This "determinist" position sees the P.Q. as a
mere manifestation of the level of economic relations. Thus,
it sees that the bourgeoisie's dominance at the economic level
necessarily entails its political dominance. Since the P.Q.
is, at present, the politically/ideologically dominant force
in Quebec politics, it is, of necessity, an expression of
bourgeois dominance at the economic level. As Fournier remarked,
the P.Q.'s election is a "manifestation of political divisions
within the Francophone bourgeoisie in Quebec."]4 Thus, from
this position, the conflict between the Canadian and Quebec

states is seen as a mere reflection or expression of the conflict

~ between the Canadian and Quebec bourgeoisies. As it was
mentioned earlier, the state must be seen as somewhat autonomous
from the dominant class and potentially determinant, especially
in the short-run. Similarly, the petite bourgeoisie must be
seén as somewhat autonomous f rom the bourgeoisie and working
class, and potentially determinant especially in the short-term.
Only when analyses of class are devoid of such determinism can
they offer a contribution to the sociology of knowledge, as well

as insight into specific case studies.
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But, even if we assumed that the Quebec bourgeoisie
was strong enough on its own to lead the national movement,
one must ask, "Why would it choose sovereignty-association as
the means to this end?" Would it not be more likely to support
a more complete independence which would enable it to take
complete control of the Quebec economy? Or is it rather,
as Niosi claims, that its existence depends on the continued
integration of Quebec and Canada, which the P.Q.'s project
threatens? Thus, although it is possible the Quebec bourgeoisie
would support the P.Q.'s economic (association) plans, it would
not likely support its political (sovereignty) plans.
Furthermore, if sovereignty-association was a project of the
Quebec state boufgeoisie, as Bourque says, why would it desire
to strengthen the private sector? Rather, it would seem, they
would simply want to strengthen the state. And why during the
P.Q.'s first term in office would the party make little or
no headway in strengthening either the Quebec-based private or.
public sector corporations? This determinist position simply
does not conform to the reality of the situation. Thus, it might
be said that the P.Q. is attempting to rally the Quebec bourgeoisie.
But it is also attempting to rally the working class and the
fractions of the petite bourgeoisie. After all it is this
approach of attracting Quebecers of all "groups" to support
its project which convinces the new petite bourgeoisie of the
P.Q. that it and 'its state' are truly neutral. Thus, the

Marxist determinist position is fundamentally reductionist
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.in nature and offers 1ittle insight into an analysis of the
P.Q. in Quebec politics.

The second anti-P.Q. position is that of the
"Anarchists." The ana1ysis of the P.Q., by anarchists such
as Dimitrios Roussopoulos and Pierre Va]]iéres, is essentially
the same as the one contained in Chapter six below -- namely,
that the P.Q. is led by a fraction of the new petite bourgeoisie
which desires to become the political ruling class in an
independent Quebec that is fully integrated into North American
capitalism. But Roussopoulos argues that the P.Q.'s project
is seriously flawed by class collaboration and a "statistv

wlb

fixation. He sees the P.Q. as having transformed the

iational movement and “robbed it of its Teft-wing and autonomist

16

potential." The P.Q. project envisages a society "little

wl7

different from the one we already know. In fact, it will

simply "strengthen capitalism at the expense of the working
class ... What we are being asked to support is the building

nl18

of a full-blown modern nation-state. This, says Roussopoulos,

is "antithetical to the self-determination of people, to the
repossession of social selfhood and éu]tura] identity.“]g
Vallidres rejects sovereignty-association as "in no way
contribut(ing) to the emancipation of the Québécois."zo

He adds: "“In that it refuses to contest the North American
economic §ystem, refuses to extricate itself from the

"standard of living" and consumption which that system engendered,
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the P.Q. is leading the project of independence to its doom."21

Sovereignty-association is, for Va]]iéres, a "pseudo objective"

because it cannot achieve that which it is striving towards:

"There is no "middle road" between satellization and independence.

By rejecting a revolution requiring a Tong and hard struggle

from all, the Lévesque government has rejected 1'ndependence."22
There are several problems with this approach as

well. Although the analysis of the P.Q. is consistent with

the one contained in this thesis, the outright rejection of

the sovereignty-association project as a "do-nothing" or

diversionary scheme must be Tooked af more closely. It has

long been a tendency of leftists and particularly anarchists

to reject everything short of a total revolutionary transformation

of society. Short-term and incremental gains by the werking

class are viewéd as either irrelevant, or as a bourgeois

p]oy to obscure class consciousness. As Roussopoulos says,

in criticism of leftists who support the P.Q.: "This view

is reformist. It is reformist because it argues that people

should take seriously minor adjustments in the system as it

is ... this sustains the idea that fundamental changes'are

simply an accumulation of trivial ones, and that all expenditures

of energy are equally va'|1'd."23

Since the P.Q.'s sovereignty-
association project does not call for a working class revolution,
it is asserted, it must be rejected. This approach is totally

unacceptable. It is, of course, true that the P.Q. project does
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not call for the revolutionary transformation of Quebec
society. Nor does it call into question the dominance of the
Canadian or U.S. bourgeoisie in Quebec. But sovereignty-
association does entail freeing the Quebec state from the
dominance (or at least legal-juridical dominance) of the
Canadian state. This alone must be seen as progressive and,
therefore, worth supporting. Solving political subordination
will not solve enfire]y the national question, which also
entails economic subordination, but it does advance the

Quebec nation's struggle for emancipation. A Quebec free of
the political dominance of Ottawa would then be able to

address other aspects of its national subord}nation. As

well, and maybe more importantly, it would focus the class
question in an independent Quebec. Historically Quebecers have
been led by the various ideologically and politically dominant
forces in Quebec to believe that their enemy has been "les
anglais", and. their representatives in Ottawa. Thus, Quebecers
developed a strong sense of national consciousness (or an anti-
anglo consciousness) which obscured, or at least shaped the
nature of, class consciousness somewhat. In a legally sovereign
Quebec, "les anglais" could no longer be so easily scapegoated,
and Ottawa couid no longer be blamed for all of Quebéc’s

problems. As Marcel Rioux argues in .Quebec in Question:

When this burden of subordination is lifted,
the workers of Quebec will find it all the
easier to conquer the State, given the rickety
character of our national bourgeoisie
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Class relationships become more nakedly
obvious as the veil concealing the nation's
domination is torn away ... We cannot
transform our political and economic life
as long as it is controlled by foreigners,
nor can we develop new values and a new
culture if they collide with the political
and economic values of the surrounding
imperialistic powers “eiop

In a Tegally independent Quebec, which Roussopoulos correctly

said would be "1ittle different from the one we already

know", Quebecers could then focus on the deeper causes of

their national subordination. Only then could Quebecers see

that the root of their national subordination lies not in

"les anglais" as such, but, rather, primarily in capitalist
relations of production (which imposes class inequalities

and disparate conditions on many Quebecers) and the political
structures (the state) which perpetuate them. It is also

possible that the unity forged by the national consciousness
articu]afed by the new petite bourgeoisie of the P.Q., could

be used as a foundation for the development of socialist
consciousness. On one level, the grosser aspects of class
inequality would be laid bare, and on the other, the new petite
bourgeoisie's "neutral state" thesis and the P.Q.'s seif-proclaimed
"neutrality" would both be de-mystified, thus advancing the
consciousness and ideological position of Quebec's popular

classes. -The Working class's appearance as an effective autonomous
force struggling on the political level against class subordination

precisely depends (and this cannot be emphasized enough here)
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upon it achieving such a level of consciousness. Most
certainly, sitting back detached from day to day struggles,
engaging in endless polemical and ideological diatribe which
criticizes and rejects everything that does not immediately

call for the total transformation of society, and theorizing
(often seemingly in another language) about the spontaneous
revolution of a suddenly class conscious proletariat and the
blissful and mystical unfolding of a new classless society,

does not aid the development of socialist consciousness among
popular classes. In fact discouraging short-term gains, as

the Anarchists do, actually impedes progress towards that

which the popular classes are striving. VYet the Anarchists
reject as "reformist" the raising of working class consciousness
and the advancement of their political and ideological position,
inherent in the P.Q.'s project. They assume rather that this
will come about spontaneously within the confines of the
Canadian federal system. But this consciousness can only

come about through the day to day ideological and political
struggles or, to use Gramsci's notion, by fighting "the war

n25

of position. Only then can the working class challenge the

dominant forces in society, and hope to win the "war of manoevre."26
The P.Q. project must be seen as advancing the political/
ideo]ogica1‘strugg]e of Quebecers against foreign domination.
Only when they have achieved the level of consciousness

required to challenge the dominant forces operating in Quebec
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society, can Quebec truly achieve national sovereignty and

solve the historical "Quebec question.” Furthermore, at the
present conjuncture, the P.Q. is the only vehicle which can
seriously advance the Quebec nation towards its sovereignty.

On a less theoretical level, rejecting as reformist
everything that falls short of revolutionary transformation, is
a seemingly foolish contention to make whether by Marxists or
Anarchists. It denies the substantial gains the popular
classes have made through struggle in the last century, such
as: increased unionization; socia].we1fare legislation; certain
freedoms of expression, thought and action which, though
limited, are nevertheless substantial.

Furthermore, though the P.Q. has always been
dominated by its technocratic faction, there is evidence that
the radical-wing would, if it took control of the party, bring
the interests of Quebec workers into the political realm in
Quebec. And recent events give rise to greater optimism for
Quebec's popular classes. If the radical-wing manages to
influence the social and economic'programme of the P.Q. as it
has apparently done to the political program (sovereignty) then
the working c]ass could use a new radical P.Q. as its vehicle
in the po]itica] sphere. There is evidence that the radical-

wing of the P.Q. (which, briefly stated, was defined below
as the fraction of the new petite bourgeoisie in Quebec with

a fundamenta]]y working class political/ideological position,
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combined with working class elements within the party) would
forge organic ties with Quebec's unions. Although in the
long-term the Quebec working class no doubt may decide a radical
P.Q. is not in their interests, in the short-term such
eventualities would advance the expression of the working
class's interests and aid in the development of their consciousness.
Another possibility lies in a similar set of
circumstances. If the P.Q. (led by its moderate faction)
successfully achieves sovereignty-association (or sovereignty),
the radical-wing of the party would have little desire to
stay within the party. For this wing, which is ideologically
opposed to the modérates but has always maintained an allegiance
to the party because of a common commitment to independence,
the party's raison d'etre would no longer exist. Thus, it
would quite likely break-off and form a party which would
articulate the interests of the working class in an independent
Quebec. Within this scenario it would seem likely that the
federalist Quebec Liberal Party would cease to be a major
factor and that politics in an independent Quebec would be
polarized between the "establishment" P.Q. and a workers' party
formed of ex-Pequistes. This, once again, would advance the
"war of position" in Quebec and, thus, advance the ideological
and political position of the Quebec working class. This
same scenario would of course also hold true if a P.Q. dominated

by radicals achieved sovereignty and its moderate faction
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27 But of course we are

split-off in an independent Quebec.
a few steps removed from either scenario, nevertheless both
are within the realm of possibility.

It should also be mentioned that during the
referendum campaign in 1980 the major Quebec unions (QFL,
CNTU, CEQ) all adopted positions pledging qualified support
for sovereignty-association. The reasoning was that sovereignty-
association is a step in the right direction towards the
establishment of an independent Quebec nation, but that the
P.Q. as a party is not in the interests of Quebec workers.
Thus in doing so it would seem that on the ideological level
the Quebec working class has an understanding of the class
dimeﬁsiéﬁ of the P.Q. and its sovereignty-association project.28
This shows that the P.Q. has not "seduced" the Quebec working
class and that, contrary to Roussopoulos' claim, it has not
"robbed the national movement entirely of its left-wing or
autonomist potential." Furthermore, it shows that the Quebec
working class's support for the P.Q. may be tenuous; and that
in an independent_Quebec its support would certainly not be
guaranteed. 'This, tp repeat, would open the way for the creation
of a workers' party and a chance to shift the spectrum of
political/ideological discourse in Quebec society to the left.

It is therefore felt that the best position the |

working and socialists in Quebec could take in the present

conjuncture of relations, is a "tactical support" of the P.Q.'s
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sovereignty-association project. This is similar to the
position recommended by the CFP, except that it has been arrived
at through a different set of premises. The CFP position begins
with an analysis of the P.Q. which is similar to the one used

by Bourque and Fournier: the P.Q. is an alliance of bourgeois
and petit bourgeois fractions who desire to "increase their
influence on and involvement in North American capitalism while
harmonizing the 1n¢erests of the North American bourgeoisie
(Americaﬁ, Canadian and Quebec) within a stabilized political

-system.“29

But the CFP concludes: "The best strategy for
labour seems to be asserting its political autonomy in the
présent situation, specifying its fundamental objectives
(socialism) and its political strategy (independence), and
affirming its tactical support for the (P.Q.) so as to continue
the Canadian political crisis while increasing pressure on
the P.Q.'s constituency."30 Although our reasoning for
favouring "tactical support" of the P.Q. is to advance the
political ideological position of Quebec's popular classes,
rather than to "deepen the inter-bourgeois political crisisﬁ31
the conclusions are Fuhdamenta]iy compatible.

In short, whether the ultimate solution of the
Quebec question lies in a revolutionary struggle led by a
vanguard parﬁy, or in the establishment of a workers' party

which struggles through parliamentary means, the Quebec question

cannot be solved from within the Canadian political context.
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The P.Q.'s sovereignty-association project is not the ultimate
answer. It is but a stage in the st rggle of Quebecers to
control their own destiny. And is this not what national

liberation is all about?

The major objective for adopting the approach used

in this thesis was to provide a theoretical framework that
could be used for the analysis and understanding of historical
and contemporary events ré]ating to the "Quebec question." Since
it was felt that this would require an understanding of several
aspects of the problem -- political, social, economic, cultural,
ideological -- a class perspectivé was chosen. Because, as

indicated in Chapter one, it is felt the Weberian or pluralist
perspective -- which sees classes as categories {upper, middle
and lower) definable by income or other empirical data, and
sees the state as a neutral arbiter between groups in society --
is of lTittle analytical utility, a Marxist perspective was
chosen. But there were several problems acknowledged in using
such an approach. To repeat briefly, one problem is that of
rigia economic‘determinism. The economic level (or base,
or "civil society") is seen as determinant in all cases. Thus
the political and ideological level (superstructure, "the state")
is seen as a mirror image of the economic level, i.e. the
bourgeoisie’'s dominance at the economic level necessarily

entajils its political and ideological dominance. Other factors,



including culture, are seen as effects or epiphenomena.
Another major problem in Marxist class analysis has been
called the 'new petite bourgeoisie problematic.' Society is
often viewed in a purely dialectical fashion. From this
perspective only two classes fit into the formula. Therefore,
the petite bourgeoisie (or middle class or intermediate strata)
is not seen as having an autonomous existence, therefore, of
1ittle or no long-term significance. Also, Marxism has
typically been aff]icted'by sterile dogmatism. Society,

once again, is viewed dialectically from a historical materialist
perspective. From this persﬁective, the working class will
inevitably rise up in revolution and overthrow its oﬁpressor,
~ the bourgeoisie, and establish a classiess society -- "the
final denouement." Thus the question becomes, "What means
will best serve these ends?" Some Marxist schools insist on
the spontaneous uprising of the working class. Others insist
on the use of a vanguard party. These are valid means, but
cannot be accepted as universal truths. If socialism is the
desiréd end, and it is from this author's perspective, it cah
come about through any number of means. Each situation has
its own peculiar circumstances and idiosyncracies and must

be understood in its own specificity. As history has taught
us, dogma has led to the creation of degenerate and highly
bureaucratfzed state socialist systems in the U.S.S.R. and

Eastern Europe -- systems where the all-powerful and omnipresent
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Communist Party (supposedly the vanguard of the working
class) rejects the genuine demands of Poland's working class
for democratic reforms and a share in decision-making, and
imposes martial law to suppress these demands. On the other
hand, we have seen successful progress towards socialism
through parliamentary means, such as the current experiments
in France and Greece. Clearly a systematic analysis of the
relative merits and demerits of the various methods of bringing
about socialism cannot be undertaken here, but it should be
pointed out that dogma can only lead to the narrowing of
alternatives, not their expansion.

Another problem with Marxist analysis is that
theory often replaces the reality of that which it ié trying
to depict. Theoretical statements that can neither be proven
true nor false are offered as universal truths. This is, of
course, also an inherent weakness of theory in the social
sciences. It can never achieve a high level of abstraction, -
it is unable to consistently make cross-cultural generalizations
and it is unéb]e to offer absolute predictions, as in the
case of theory'in the physical sciences -- chemistry, physics,
biology. Marxist categories have shown to be of Tittle value
in understanding certain phenomena (such as religion or nationalism)
in certain areas of the world (such as in Asia). Thus, theory
must be constructed and applied in each case study according

to its own specificity. Events should not selectively be
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chosen and squeezed into theoretical categories to prove

their validity. Of course this is also a problem of theory,

and its application. But theory should follow from the study

of situations rather than the reverse. This is never entirely

possible because one always begins with theoretical preconceptions,

even if these are simply in the form of subconscious values

that manifest themselves in the way in which we perceive the

world. But the problems resulting from this can be minimized

by keeping an open and flexible approach to the study of phenomena.
To overcome these problems this thesis has from the

outset insisted on a rejection of dogma and on using a flexible

approach in dealing with the Quebec question. But because

it is the objective of theses to offer insight into a.particuTar

case by providing theoretically derived generalizations, this

thesis, in its own way becomes somewhat dogmatic by providing

its author's own interpretation of the events in Quebec. This,

of course, is Qnavoidap]g. ~To overcome the problems of determinism

and the 'new pe;ite bourgeoisie problematic' this thesis

briefly explored the insights of Antonio Gramsci and several

recent neo—Mérxists such as Nico Poulantzas, all of whom were

concerned with these very theoretical problems. Thus the

class analysis used here includes an understanding of ideological

and political relations, as well as economic and social relations.

The state is seen as somewhat autonomous and potentially

detefminant‘in capitalist society. The petite bourgeoisie is

also seen as a somewhat autonomous social category which is
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also potentially determinant, especially in short-term and
conjunctural periods. Most importantly, ideological, political,
and cultural phenomena are not seen as simply effects of
the level of economic relations.

As to the success of this thesis in achieving
its objectives, one can view it on several levels. On one
hand, this flexible approach enabled us to go beyond determinism
and view ideological, political and cultural factors in
Quebec as autonomous and important in their own way. Thus
the P.Q. was not analyzed with the preconceived notion that
it is a "bourgeois party." And we did not have to alter the
basic Marxist definition of the bourgeoisie to prove that
this class is behind the project and independence. Instead,
by viewing the new petite bourgeoiéie as a distinct social
category which emerged in the postWWII period and is today
somewhat autonomous from the bourgeoisie in Quebec, we were
able to understand‘it as the driving force behind the P.Q. and.
the nationalist movement. By viewing the state as autonomous
we were able to brovide evidence, rather than make abstract
theoretical statements, to show that it is not simply dominated
by the Quebec bourgeoisie. Not seeing the state as a static
entity enabled us to see that its orientation can change, albeit
“usually marginally, according to which party is in power.

This allowed us to see more clearly the role the P.Q. plays

in the cdntemporary Quebec.



207

By including political and ideological factors
in the definition of class, we were able to see that the petite
bourgeoisie is not unified by a monolithic ideology, and that
its fractions are precisely distinguishable by the various

ideological positions they take.32

Thus, we can account for
why some fractions can take a position closer to the bourgeoisie,
while others are closer to the working class. Translating

this ana]ysi; to the P.Q. we were able to explain the existence
of ideological differences among factions within the party.

As well, by seeing nationalism as an ideological force we were
able to link it to the class which interpolates it, thus
understanding better the nature of that class and its ideology.
In Tight of this we were able to see nationalism as the
dominant aspect of the new petite bourgeoisie's ideology as
expressed through the P.Q., and thereby better understand

the nature of'the party.

Furthermore, the non-dogmatic, non-sectarian approach
enabled us to suggest "tactical support” for the P.Q. and
sovereignty;association, because 1t would increase the
po]iticé]/ideo]ogical understanding of the popular classes in
Quebec and advance the Quebec nation towards its emancipation.

But the thesis and the approach used also contain
several weaknésses that should also be pointed out. First,
including political and ideological relations in the definition

of class makeé'the operationalization of class difficult.
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Ideology and consciousness are subjective phenomena and
cannot be readily measured empirically. Thus, to define a
class or class fraction's political/ideological position is
extremely difficult. This thesis often relied on statements
made by spokespersons for the various classes and class
fractions in Quebec as evidence of their class position.
Chapter six, which was a class analysis of the P.Q., occasionally
used statements made by P.Q. officials such as Levesque and
Landry, to show the political/ideological position of the
technocratic faction within the P.Q. On other occasions
official statements by union leaders -- such as the CNTU's
1971 manifesto or the unions' formal statements during the

ers -- such as the declaratio
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rendum ~-- and business lea
of business association leaders or Pro-Canada groups -- were

used to show the consciousness of the working class and
bourgeoisie. Furthermore, the existence of two factions --
radicals and mpderatés -- within the P.Q. is not easily provable
on an empirical level as it is based on subjective and ideological
differences. Thus, while it was indicated earlier that these
categOriés were not meant to be taken as rigid and well defined
groups within the P.Q., their existence remains somewhat
hypothetical. Since exhaustive empirical studies have not,

as yet, been done, to the best of our knowledge, and it was

beyond the scope of this thesis .to do so, we were unable to

demonstrate some of our conclusions with empirical data.
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Therefore, of course we are not claiming that they are truths.
Furthermore, while the approach was eclectic and flexible,
designed to suit the specificity of the Quebec case, it
remains simplistic in its basic categories of analysis. The
relationship between classes, class fractions and the state,
is an immensely complex one; therefore, the study of this
should attempt to take into account all the idiosyncracies
and nuances of the situation. With the limited time available
to this author (a lifetime would no doubt not fully suffice)
and the somewhat vast parameters defined by this thesis,
this was not possible.

Finally, the weakness that, in the final analysis,

he major one, is this author's strictly 1imited

o
o

stands as
ability to read or converse in French. The laborious process

of consulting a dictionary for the translation of all but

the most basic words, prevented this author from reading all

but the most crucial French sources. This weakness is alleviated
somewhat by the fortunate availability of translations of
important French works in progressive English journals such

as Studies in Political Economy: A Socialist Review and

Qur Generation. Black Rose Books has also made translations

available of several important French books such as Quebec Labour

(introduction by Bennett) and The Quebec Establishment (Fournier).
But this weakness still stands as the thesis' most crucial

shortcoming.



REFERENCES

]Fournier, "The Parti Québébois and the Power of
Business", in Qur Generation, Vol. 12, No. 3., 1978, pps 3, 13.

2Fournier, “The New Parameters of the Quebec Bourgeoisie",
in Studies in Political Economy: A Socialist Review, No. 3, 1980,
p. 88.

3Bourque, "Le Parti Québ&cois dans les rapports de
classe", Politique Aujourd'hui, No. 7-8, 1978, p. 87, cited
in Fournier, op.cit., 1980, p. 88.

4Bourque, "La nouvelle trahison des clercs", Le Devoir,
Jan. 9, 1979, cited in McRoberts and Postgate, Quebec: Social
Change and Politijcal Crisis, (Toronto: 1980), p. 243. '

ss, Nation and the Parti Québécois",

SBaurque, “Cla
al Economy: A Socialist Review, No. 2, 1979,

Studjes in Politic
pps. 153, 155.

Syorkers Communist Party (Marxist-Leninist), October,
(Montreal: 1980), p. 97.

’1bid., p. 83.
81bid., p. 79.
9For a. more detailed discussion of this see Chapter two.

]OFournier says the state corporations are "an integral
part of the local bourgeoisie, identify with its interests, and
participate in its financial circuits.” (page 74) He also sees
that the "cooperative sector is an integral part of the Quebec
bourgeoisie ... (some are) not only capitalist, but also
monopolistic." (page 72) He sees the Quebec private sector
bourgeoisie as the "weak link in the chain for the Quebec
bourgeoisie".(page 84), Fournier, op.cit., 1980.

210



211

]TThere are several similarities in the behaviour
of those fractions which Fournier distinguishes as the Quebec
state bourgeoisie and the Quebec private sector bourgeoisie.
But, it is felt here that the differences are so significant
that the former cannot even be called "bourgeois”, rather, only
the latter can. For one, the bourgeoisie holds legal ownership
of corporations (in the form of private property) through the
investment of their own capital, and derives personal gain
in the form of profits. Though as we stated in Chapter two,
this role has changed somewhat over the last several years,
the heads of state corporations, alternatively, never hold
direct ownership of these corporations, nor do they (legally)
derive personal gain from profits. By virtue of their position
in the top levels of state and private corporations, these
people must be considered new petit bourgeois with a bourgeois
class position. Another difference which supports this
interpretation is that private corporations operate purely
on the search for profit. There is only one concern when
deciding whether to invest or not, and that is profitability.
Alternatively, state corporations invest within the geographical
boundaries of the nation in order to aid economic development
within. Qualitatively the behaviour of the state executives
and the private sector bourgeoisie is therefore different
because profitability is not the only concern of state corporations.
Areas where economic development is very slow will often
receive public investment to ease the problems of regional
underdevelopment. Private corporations have never been known
to express such good will.

]ZThere are exceptions such as Pierre P&ladeau, head
of Québ&cor, Raymond Boisvert, Fernand Paré, head of La Solidarit€
Insurance Co., Michel B&langer, head of the Quebec businessmen's
association - Conseil des Gens d'Affaires du Québec (CGAQ),
Marcel Brulotte, co-owner and vice-president of Marquis-M&tivier
rubber products, and Gilles Roy, co-owner of Atlas Van Lines.
Some have even pointed to the private holdings of P.Q. minister
Jacques Parizeau and ex-minister Guy Joron, as proof that
the  P.Q.-is a bourgeois party. See October, op.cit., pps. 129-147.

]BNiosi, "The New French Canadian Bourgeoisie", in
Studies in Political Economy: A Socialist Review, No. 1,
1979, pps. 144, 148.

,'14Fournier, op.cit., 1978, p. 8.

‘ ]SThe "statist fixation" simply means that the project
plans to maintain a strong state within a new order, rather
than to transcend the state or diffuse its powers. This is

ik v

of course objectionable to all anarchists.



212

16D. Roussopoulos, "Editorial: A Radical Analysis and
its Conclusion", Qur Generation, Vol. 14, No. 1, 1980, pps. 6-7.

V1pid., p. 10.

81bhid., pps. 10, 11.

Ybid., p. 12.

20Va1]iéres, "The Referendum: Why I Shall Abstain",
in Our Generation, Vol. 14, No. 1, 1980, p. 15.

21

Ibid., p. 16.

221h4d., p. 18.

23Roussopou]os, op.cit., 1980, p. 14.

24Rioux, Quebec in Question, (Toronto: 1978), pps. 134,
136, 196.

25Car1 Boggs, Gramsci's Marxism, (London: 1976), p. 53.

Ibid., p. 114.

27Mi]ner offers a similar analysis for an independent
Quebec: "Quebec politics would enter a new state with on one
side, the technocratic wing of the P.Q. working more closely
-with some Liberals and other establishment elements oriented
toward the newly attained status quo, and, on the other,
"participationist" elements within the P.Q. joining forces with
various (non M-L) left groups in the trade unions, at the
~municipal level, in citizens' groups, and the like. This Tatter
formation would take the form of an electoral alliance or perhaps
some other form of association to carry the struggle to the next
stage - a stage that will more directly pose the social question:
who is to control the material existence of the working people
of Quebec, they themselves, or a small dominant class ... The
very notion of stages of political developments offends many
socialists in Canada and Quebec who prefer to merely allude to
a far-off revolution and in the meantime simply to denounce
the reformist tendencies around them, thus effectively side-
stepping the hard strategic question of just what is possible
in the present context ... The long term cost of building a
strategy .upon distortion can only be negative." Milner,
Politics in the New Quebec, (Toronto: 1978), pps. 252-3.




213

281t is of course problematic to refer to the statements
of the major unions in Quebec as an expression of the political/
ideological position of the Quebec working class. These
statements were formulated by the leadership of the unions
and were merely ratified by the membership. Nevertheless,
there are few other ways one can gauge the ideological position
of the working class without employing systematic and laborious
empirical study methods (which would be preferable but impossible
under the conditions faced here).

29Le Centre de Formation Populaire, "The Political
Stakes for the Labour Movement", in Qur Generation, Vol. 14,
No. 1, 1980, p. 21.

301bid., p. 27.

Ibid., p. 27,

32This means that the fractions of the new petite
bourgeoisie are not entirely distinguishable or definable

by their relationship to the means of production, but that
the critical divisions (i.e. between the moderate and radical

wings of the P.Q.) are definable by their ideological and
political positions.



BIBLIOGRAPHY

Books

Aitken, H.6G.J.. American Capital and Canadian Resources.
Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1961.

Almond, Gabriel, Sidney Verba. The Civic Culture: Political
Attitudes and Democracy in Five Nations. Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 1963.

Althusser, Louis. For Marx. New York: Pantheon Books,
1969,

Bendix, Reinhard, and Seymour Martin Lipset. <Class, Status,
and Power. New York: Macmillan Publ. Co., 1966.

Bennett, Arnold (introduction by), Quebec Labour. Preface
by Marcel Pepin, 2nd Revised Edition, Montreal:
Black Rose Books, 1975.

Bergeron, LZandre. Why there must be a Revolution in Quebec.
Translated by Sheldon Lipsey, Toronto: NC Press Ltd.,
1974.

. The History of Quebec: A Patriote's
- Handbook. Toronto: NC Press, 1971.

Bernard, Andre. What does Quebec Want?. Toronto: James
Lorimer and Co., 1978.

Bilodeau, Rosario,'and Roger Leger. Classes Sociales et
Pouvoir Politique au Quebec: Perspective Historique.
Ottawa: Editiaens Lem&ac Inc., 1974,

Black, Edwin R. Divided Loyalties. Montreal: McGill-Queen's
. University Press, 1975.

Boggs, Carl. Gramsci's Marxism. London: Pluto Press Ltd.,
1976. '

Bottomore, T.B. Classes in Modern Society. New York:
Pantheon‘Books, 1966.

. Marxist Sociology. Britain: Anchor Press,

1975

214



215

Bourgault, Pierre. Innovation and the Structure of Canadian
Industry. Ottawa: Science Council of Canada, 1972.

Brunet, Michel. French Canada and the Early Decades of
British Rule (1760-1791). Ottawa: Love Printing, 1972.

Chodos, R., and Nick Auf der Maur. Quebec: A Chronicle
1968-1972. Toronto: James Lorimer, 1972.

Clement, Wallace. The Canadian Corporate Elite: An Analysis
of Economic Power. Toronto: McClelland and Stewart,
1975.

Continental Corporate Power: Economic
Elite Linkages Between Canada and United States.
Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1977.

Cook, Ramsay. Canada and the French-Canadian Question.
Toronto: Macmillan, 1966.

. (ed.), Confederation. Toronto: University
of Toronto Press, 1967.

. {(ed.), French-Canadian Nationalism: An
Anthology. Toronto: Macmillan of Canada, 1975.

Cornell, Paul, Jean Hamelin, Fernand Quellet, and Marcel
Trudel. Canada: Unity and Diversity. Toronto:
Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1967.

Creighton, D.G. The Road to Confederation. Toronto:
Macmillan of Canada, 1964.

. Canada's First Century, 1867-1967.
Toronto: Macmillan of Canada, 1970.

Dahrendorf, Ralf. Class and Class Conflict in Industrial
Society. Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1959.

Dawson, R. MacGregor. The Government of Canada. Toronto:
University of Toronto Press, 1970.

Deutsch, Karl. Political Community at the International
Level: Problems of Definition and Measurement.
Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1953.

Political Community and the North Atlantic
Area: International Organization in the Light of
Historical Experience. Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 1957.




216

. (ed.). Nation Building. New York: Atherton
Press, 1966. :

. Nationalism and Social Communications. Cambridge:
MIT Press, 1966.

Dion, Léon. Nationalismes et Politiques au Quebec. Montreal:
Hurtubise/HMH, 1975.

. Quebec: The Unfinished Revolution. Montreal:
McGi11-Queen's University Press, 1976.

Dofny, Jacques, and Nicole Arnaud. Nationalism and the
National Question. Montreal: Black Rose Books, 1977.

Drache, Daniel, (ed.). Quebec - Only the Beginning: The
Manifestos of the Common Front. Toronto: New Press,
1972.

, (ed.). Debates and Controversies from
This Magazine. Toronto: McClelland and Stewart Ltd.,
1979.

Dumas, Evelyn. The Bitter Thirties in Quebec. Montreal:
Black Rose Books, 1975.

Dupont, Pierre. How Lévesque Won. Translated by Sheila
Fischman. Toronto: James Lorimer, 1977.

Earle, Valerie. Federalism: Infinite Variety in Theory
and Practice. I11inois: Peacock Publishers Inc.,
1968.

Easterbrook, W.T., and Mel Watkins, (eds.). Approaches to
Canadian Economic History: A Selection of Essays.
Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1967.

Enloe, Cynthia. Ethnic Conflict and Political Development.
Boston: Little Brown Inc., 1973.

Etzioni, Amitai. Political Unification: A Comparative
Study of Leaders and Forces. New York: Holt, Rinehart,
and Winston, 1965.

Forcese, Dennis. The Canadian Class Structure., Toronto:
McGraw-Hill Ryerson, 1980.

Fournier, Pierre. The Quebec Establishment. Montreal:
Black Rose Books, 1976.




217

Frank, Andre Gunder. Capitalism and Underdevelopment in
Latin America. London: Monthly Review Press, 1969.

Friedrich, Carl J. Trends of Federalism in Theory and
Practice. New York: Praeger Publishers, 1968.

Glenday, D, A. Turowetz, and H. Guindon, (eds.). Modernization

and the Canadian State. Toronto: Macmillan, 1978.

Godfrey, Dave, and Mel Watkins, (eds.). Gordon to Watkins
to You: A Documentary: the Battle for Control of
Qur Economy. Toronto: New Press, 1970.

Granatstein, J.L., and J.M. Hitsman. Broken Promises:
A History of Conscription in Canada. Toronto: Oxford
University Press, 1977.

Grand'Maison, Jacques. La Privg et le Public. Ottawa:
Lemac, 1975.

. La Nouvelle Classe et L'Avenir du
Quebec. Montreal: Stanke Ltd., 1979.

Habermas, Jurgen. Legitimation Crisis. Boston: Beacon
Press, 1975.

Hoare, Quintin, and Geoffrey N. Smith, (eds. and trans.).
Selections from the Prison Notebooks of Antonio Gramsci.
London: Lawrence and Wishart, 1971.

Hook, Sidney. Marx and the Marxists. New York: D. Van
Nostrand Co., 1955.

Hughes, E.C. French Canada in Transition. Chicago: University
of Chicago Press, 1963.

Innis, Harold A. Essays in Canadian Economic History.
Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1957.

Jackson, Robert J., and Michael B. Stein, (eds.). Issues
in Comparative Politics: A Text with Readings.
New York: St. Martin's Press, 1977.

Johnson, Leo. Poverty and Wealth. Toronto: New Hogtown
Press, 1974.

Jordan, Z.A. Karl Marx: Economy, Class and Social Revolution.
New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1971.




218

Joy, Richard, Languages in Conflict: The Canadian Experience.
Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1972.

Jones, Richard, Community in Crisis: French-Canadian
Nationalism:in Perspective. Toronto: McClelland
and Stewart, 1972.

Kay, Geoffrey. The Economic Theory of the Working Class.
London: Macmillan, 1979,

Kwavnick, David, (ed.). The Tremblay Report: Report of
the Royal Commission of Inquiry on Constitutional Problems.

Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1973.

Lalonde, Gilles, Translated by Jo LaPierre. In Defence of
Federalism: A View from Quebec. Toronto: McClelland
and Stewart, 1978.

Latouche, Daniel. Une Socigké'de l'ambiguité. Montreal:
Boreal Express, 1979.

Laxer, Robert, (ed.). Canada Ltd: The Political Economy of
Dependency. Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1973,

Leach, Richard H., (ed.). Cos
Duke University Press,

Legaré, Anne. Les Classes Sociales au Quebec. Montreal:
Les Presses de L'Université du Qufbec, 1977.

LéVesque, René. An Option for Quebec. Toronto: McClelland
and Stewart, 1968.

My Quebec. Toronto: Methuen Publishers,

1979.

Levitt, Kari. Silent Surrender: The Multinational Corporation

in Canada, Toronto: Macmillan, 1970.

Lower, Arthur R;M. Colony to Nation: A History of Canada.
Don Mills: The Hunter Rose Co., 1971.

Lukacs, G. History of Class Consciousness. Cambridge:
MIT Press, 19771.

Lumsden, Ian, (ed.). Close the 49th Parallel, Etc: The
Americanization of Canada. Toronto: University of
Toronto Press, 1970.




219

Marsden, Lorna, and Edward B. Harvey. Fragile Federation:
Social Change in Canada. Toronto: McGraw-Hill Ryerson
Ltd., 1979.

Marx, Karl. Capital, Volume I. Moscow: Progress Publishers,

1954,

. Capital, Volume II. Moscow: Progress Publishers,
1959,

. Capital, Volume III. Moscow: Progress Publishers,
1959.

. Theories of Surplus Value. Moscow: Progress
Publishers, 1968.

: . The German Ideology. New York: International
Publishers, 1970.

. The Manifesto of the Communist Party. Moscow:
Progress Publishers, 1973.

McRae, Kenneth D. Switzerland: Example of Cultural Coexistence.
Toronto: Institute of International Affairs, 1968.

Consociational Democracy: Political
Accommodation in Segmented Societies. Ottawa:
McClelland and Stewart Ltd., 1974.

McRoberts, Kenneth, and Dale Postgate. Quebec: Social
Change and Political Crisis. Toronto: McClelland
and Stewart, Revised Edition, 1980.

McWhinney, Edward. Quebec and the Constitution, 1960-1978.
Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1980.

Meekison, Peter J., (ed.). Canadian Federalism: Myth or Reality.
Toronto: Methuen Publishers, 1977.

Miliband, Ralph. The State in Capitalist Society. London:
Quartet Books, 1973.

. Marxism and Politics. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1977.

Milner, Henry, and S.H. Milner. The Decolonization of Quebec.
Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1973.

Milner, Henry, Politics in the New Quebec. Toronto: McClelland
and Stewart, 1978. ‘



220

Moore, Steve, and Debi Wells, Imperialism and the National
Question in Canada. Toronto: The Marxist Institute, 1979.

Morin, Claude. Quebec versus Ottawa: The Struggle for
Self-Government, 1960-1972. Toronto: University of
Toronto Press, 1976.

Morris, Raymond, and Michael Lanphier. Three Scales of
Inequality: Perspectives on French-English Relations.
Toronto: Longmans, 1977.

Morton, W.L. The West and Confederation. Ottawa: University
of Toronto Press, 1965.

Murray, Vera. Le Parti Québébois. Montreal: Hurtubise/HMH,
1976.

Naylor, R.T. A History of Canadian Business, 1867-1914.
Toronto: James Lorimer, 1975.

Newman, Peter. The Canadian Establishment. Toronto:
McClelland and Stewart, 1978.

Niosi, Jorge. La Bourgeoisie Canadienne. Montreal:
Boreal Express, 1980..

0'Connor, James, The Fiscal Crisis of the State.
New York: St. Martin's Press, 1973.

011ing, R.D., and M.W. Westmacott, (eds.). The Confederation
Debate: The Constitution in Crisis. Toronto:
Kendall/Hunt Publishers, 1980.

Panitch, Leo, (ed.). The Canadian State: Political Economy
and Political Power. Toronto: University of Toronto
Press, 1977. -

Park, Frank, and Libbie Park. Anatomy of Big Business.
Toronto: James, Lewis, and Samuel, 1973.

Pe]]etief; Gerard. The October Crisis. Toronto:
McClelland and Stewart, 19771.

Porter, John. The Vertical Mosaic. Toronto: University
of Toronto Press, 1965.

Poulantzas, Nicos. Classes in Contemporary Capitalism.
London: Verso, 1978.

Fascism and Dictatorship. London:

Verso, 1977.



221

Quinn, Herbert F. The Union Nationale: Quebec Nationalism
from Duplessis to Lévesque. Toronto: University of
Toronto Press, 2nd Edition, revised, 1979.

Reid, M. The Shouting Signpainters: A Literary and Political
Account of Quebec Revolutionary Nationalism. Toronto:
McClelland and Stewart, 1968.

Riker, William. Federalism: Origin, Operation, Significance.
Boston: Little, Brown, and Co., 1964.

Rioux, Marcel, and Yves Martin, (eds.). French-Canadian Society.

Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1964.

Rioux, Marcel, R. Boily, A. Dubuc, and F.M. Gagnon.
Donnees sur le Quebec. Montreal: Les Presses de
L'Université de Montreal, 1974.

Rioux, Marcel. Quebec in Question. 2nd Edition, Toronto:
James Lorimer, 1978.

Rocker, Rudolf. Nationalism and Culture. New York:
Freedom Press, 1937.

Rotstein, A. (ed.). Power Corrupted: The QOctober Crisis
and the Repression of Quebec. Toronto: New Press, 1971.

Roussopou1os,‘Dimitrios, (ed.). Canada and Radical Social
Change. Montreal: Black Rose Books, 1973.

. The Political Economy of the
State: Quebec, Canada, and U.S.A. Montreal: Black
Rose Books, 1973.

. Quebec and Radical Social
Change. Montreal: Black Rose Books, 1974.

Russell, Peter. Leading Constitutional Decisions. Toronto:
McClelland and Stewart Ltd., 1973.

Ryan, W.F. The Clergy and Economic Growth in Quebec (1896-1914).

Quebec: Les Presses de L'Universite Laval, 1966.

Ryerson, Stanley B. French Canada. Toronto: Progress
Publishers, 1953.

. Unequal Union: Roots of Crisis in the
Canadas, 1815-1873. Toronto: Progress Books,. 1973.




222

Sales, Arnaud. La Bourgeoisie Industrielle au Quebec:
Montreal: P.U.M., 1979.

Saul, John, and Craig Heron, (eds.). Imperialism, Nationalism
and Canada. Toronto: New Hogtown Press, 1977.

Sawer, Geoffrey. Modern Federalism. London: C.A. Watts
and Co., 1969.

Saywell, John. The Rise of the Parti Québécois. Toronto:
University of Toronto Press, 1977.

Simeon, Richard, (ed.). Must Canada Fail? Montreal:
McGil1-Queen's University Press, 1977.

Smiley, Donald V. Canada in Question: Federalism in
the Seventies. Toronto: McGraw-Hil1l Ryerson, 1976.

Stein, Michael B. The Dynamics of Right-Wing Protest:
A Political Analysis of Social Credit in Quebec.
Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1973.

Stevenson, Garth. Unfulfilled Union. Toronto: Macmillan
Co. of Canada, 1979.

Teeple, Gary, (ed.), Capitalism and the National Question
in Canada. Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1972.

Therborn, Goran. Science, Class and Society. London:
New Left Books, 1976.

Thompson, Dale, (ed.). Quebec Society and Politics: Views
from the Inside, Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1973.

Trudeau, Pierre E., Federalism and the French Canadians.
Toronto:  Macmillan of Canada, 1968.

. The Asbestos Strike. Toronto: James,
Lewis and Samuel, 1974,

Tucker, Robert, (ed.). The Marx-Engels Reader, 2nd Edition.
New York: ‘W.W. Norton, 1978.

Underhill, F.H. Canadian Political Parties. Ottawa: Leclerc
Printers Ltd., 1968.

. The Image of Confederation. Toronto:
The Hunter Rose Company, 1973.




223

Va]]iéres, Pierre, Choose. Toronto: New Press, 1972.

. White Niggers of America. Toronto:
McClelland and Stewart Ltd., 1974.

. . The Impossible Quebec. Montreal:
Black Rose Books, 1980.

Wade, Mason, and Jean-Claude Falardeau. Canadian Dualism:
Studies of French-English Relations. Toronto:
University of Toronto Press, 1960.

Wade, Mason. The French-Canadian Outlook. Toronto:
McClelland and Stewart, 1964.

. The French-Canadians, 1760-1967.
Toronto: Macmillan and Co. Ltd., 1968.

Waite, P.B. The Life and Times of Confederation, 1864-1867.
Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1967.

. f(ed.). The Confederation Debates in the Province
of Canada, 1865. Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1969.

i . The Charlottetown Conference. Ottawa:
Leclerc Printers Ltd., 1970.

. Confederation, 1854-1867. Toronto: Holt,
Rinehart and Winston Ltd., 1972.

Whitelaw, W.M. The Quebec Conference. Ottawa: Love
Printing Service Ltd., 1972.

Workers Communist Party. October. Spring 1980.

Wright, E.0. Class, Crisis and the State. London:
New Left Books, 1978.




224

Articles

Armstrong, Robert. "“Nationalizing Asbestos: Takeover in
Perspective." Canadian Forum. Vol. LIX, No. 691,
(August 1979).

Baum, Gregory. "Quebec Bishops and Self-Determination.”
Canadian Forum. Vol. LIX, No. 695, (December 1979)

Bennett, Arnold. "Labour and the Quebec Election."
D. Roussopoulos, Quebec and Radical Social Change,
(Montreal: 1974), pps. 119-126.

Bernier, Bernard. "The Penetration of Capitalism in Quebec
Agriculture." Canadian Review of Sociology and Anthropology,
13: 4, (November 1976), pps. 422-434,

Bourque, Gilles. "The Parti Québé%ois: Another Look."
Canadian Dimension. Vol. 13, No. 1, 1978, pps. 28-30.

Bourque, Gilles, and Nicole Laurin-Frenette. "Social
Classes and Nationalist Ideologies in Quebec, 1760-1970."
in Gary Teeple, (ed.), Capitalism and the National
Question in Canada, (Toronto: 1972).

Bourque, Gilles. "Class, Nation and the Parti Québgcois.”
Studies in Political Economy: A Socialist Review.
No. 2, (Autumn 1979), pps. 129-158.

Cairns, Alan C., "Recent Federalist Constitutional Proposals:
A Review Essay." Canadian Public Policy. Volume 3,
(Summer 1979), pps. 343-365.

Canadian Dimension Editors. Y“Exploring the Possibilities:
A Conversation with Marcel Rioux." Canadian Forum.
Volume LVII, (February 1978).

Carchedi, Guglielmo. "The Economic Identification of the
State employees." Social Praxis. Volume 3, 1975,
pps. 93-120.

. "Reproduction of social classes at the
level of production relations." Economics and Socijety.
Volume 4, 1975, pps. 362-417.

"On the economic identification of the

new middle c]aés." Economics and Society. Volume 4, 1975.
pps. 1-86. )




225

Clement, Wallace. "The Canadian Bourgeoisie: Merely
Comprador?" Saul and Heron, (eds.), Imperialism,
Nationalism and Canada, (Toronto: 1977), pps. 71-84.

Coleman, William D. "The Class Bases of Language Policy
in Quebec, 1949-1975." Studies in Political Economy:
A Socialist Review. No. 3, (Spring 1980), pps. 93-117.

Committee on the National Question of Le Centre de Formation
Populaire, "The Political Stakes for the Labour Movement."
Qur Generation. Volume 14, Number 1,(1980), pps. 20-27.

Cousineau, Lea., "Les Quebecoises." Canadian Dimension.
Vol. 13, No. 1, (1978), pps. 31-34,

Cuneo, Carl J., and James Curtis. "Quebec Separatism: An
Analysis of Determinants within Social-Class Levels."
Canadian Review of Sociology and Anthropology. 11:1,
(February 1974), pp. 1-29,

Cuneo, Carl J. "A Class Perspective on Regionalism."
Glenday, et.al., (eds.). Modernization and the
Canadian State. (Toronto: 1978), pps. 139-147.

. "Class Contradictions in Canada's International
Setting." Canadian Review of Sociology and Anthropology.
16(1), 1979, pps. 1-20.

David, Hélene, and Louis Maheu. "“"Social Problems, Structural
Contradictions, and Government Policies." in D. Roussopoulos,
Quebec and Radical Social Change, (Montreal: 1974),
pps. 195-210.

Deaton, Rick. "The Fiscal Crisis of the State."” in. D.
Roussopoulos, The Political Economy of the State.
(Montreal: 1973).

Dion, Gérard. "The Trade Union Movement in Quebec."
University of Toronto Quarterly. 27, (April 1958)

Dofny, Jacques. "The Parti Québécois Government: Year One."
Qur Generation. Volume 12, Number 2, (1977), pps. 25-34.
Dumais, Mario. "Social Classas in Quebec." 1in Roussopoulos,
Quebec and Radical Social Change. (Montreal: 1974),
pps. 41-49,.
Dumas, Evelyn. "The New Labour Left in Quebec."™ 1in Roussopoulos,

Quebec and Radical Social Change. (Montreal 1974),
pps. 114-118.




226

Fournier, Pierre. "The New Parameters of the Quebec Bourgeoisie.
Studies in Political Economy: A Socjalist Review.
No. 3, (Spring 1980), pps. 67-91.

. "The Parti Québgcois and the Power of
Business." Our Generation. Volume 12, Number 3, (1978)
pps. 3-15.

Fraser, Graham, "The Urban Policies of the P.Q." City
Magazine. July 1978, Volume 3, Number 6, pps. 21-31.

Geertz, Clifford. "The Integrative Revolution: Primordial
Sentiments and Civil Politics in the New States."
Finkle, Jason, Gable, and Richards, (eds.), Political
Development and Social Change, (New York: 1971

Guindon, Hubert. "Two Cultures: An Essay on Nationalism,
Class and Ethnic Tension." Leach, (ed.), Contemporary
Canada. (Toronto: 1968), pps. 33-59.

Guindon, Hubert. "Social Unrest, Social Class and Quebec's
Bureaucratic Revolution." Queen's Quarterly. 71:2,_(1964).

. "Quebec Notes". This Magazine.
Reprinted in Drache, (ed.), Debates, (Toronto: 1979).

Halary, Charles. "The New Quebec State." OQur Generation.
Volume 12, Number 1, (1978), pps. 6-18.

Hoogers, Evert, "A Report From the Convention." Canadian
Dimension., Volume 3, Number 3, (August-September 1978),
pps. 16-23.

Hughes, E.C., and M.L. MacDonald. "French and English in
the Economic Structure of Montreal." Canadian Journal
of Economics and Political Science. 7:4, (November 1941)
pps. 493-505.

Jacobs, Jane. "The Question of Separatism - Part I - A Tale
of Two Cities." Canadian Forum. Volume LIX, Number 696,
February 1980, pps. 7-10.

. "The Question of Separatism - Part Il - From
Quebec to the White Paper." Canadian Forum. Volume LIX,
Number 697, March 1980, pps. 19-21.

. "The Question of Separatism - Part III -
Excellence in Diversity." Canadian Forum. Volume LX,
Number 698, April 1980, pps. 22-24.




227

Johnson, Leo A. "The Development of Class in Canada in the
Twentieth Century." Teeple, Capitalism and the National
Question in Canada. (Toronto: 1972).

Keyfitz, Nathan. "Population Problems." Rioux and Martin, (eds.),
French-Canadian Society. (Toronto: 1964).

Kierans, Eric. "The Kierans Report." Canadian Dimension.
9:5, (May 1973), pps. 36-41.

Laurin-Frenette, Nicole. "Quebec and the Theory of the Nation."
Qur Generation. Volume 14, Number 1, (1980), pps. 29-35.

Lauzon, Adele. "The CEGEP General Strike." Roussopoulos,
Quebec and Radical Social Change. (Montreal: 1974).

LeBlanc, Andre. "Bill 22 and the Future of Quebec."
Canadian Forum. November/December 1974, Volume LIX,
Number 646, pps. 9-10,.

Leclerc, Andre. “Quebec's "Radical" Unionists." Canadian
Dimension. Volume 13, Number 1, (1978), pps. 34-36.

Lemoine, B. Roy, Henry Milner, and D. Roussopoulos. "The
National Question in Canada." Roussopoulos, Canada
and Radical Social Change. (Montreal: 1973).

Lévesque, René. "Reng Lévesque for an Independent Quebec.
Foreign Affairs. Volume 54, (July 1976).

Levitt, Kari. "Towards Decolonization: Canada and Quebec.
Canadian Forum. Volume 51, (March 1972).

Lijphart, Arend. "Cultural Diversity and Theories of Political
Integration." Canadian Journal of Political Science.
March 1971, pps. 1-14.

. "Consociational Democracy." World Politics.
Volume XXI, Number 2, (January 1969), pps. 207-225.

McRoberts, Kenneth. "English Canada and the Quebec MNation."
Canadian Forum. Volume LIX, Number 696, (February 1980),
pps. 11-14.

McWhinney, Edward. "Quebec and the Constitution, 1960-1978."
(Toronto: University of Toronto Press), 1980.

Mealing, S.R. "The Concept of Social Class and the Interpretat1on
of Canadian History. Canadian Historical Review.
46:3, (September 1965), pps. 201-218.




228

Milner, Henry. "“The Decline and Fall of the Quebec Liberal
Regime: Contradictions in the Modern Quebec State."
Panitch, The Canadian State.(Toronto: 1977).

. "Canada and the Crisis of the Quebec State."
Saul and Heron, Imperialism, Nationalism and Canada.
(Toronto: 1977).

. "Quebec Sovereignty and the Canadian Interest."
Canadian Forum. May 1978, Volume LVIII, No. 681.

Mummé, Carla Lipsig, "Quebec Unions and the State: Conflict
and Dependence." Studies in Political Economy: A
Socialist Review. Number 3, Spring 1980, pps. 119-146.

Naylor, Robert. "“The Rise and Fall of the Third Commercial
Empire of the St. Lawrence." Teeple, (ed.), Capitalism
and the National Question in Canada. (Toronto: 1972).

Niosi, Jorge. "Who Controls Canadian Capitalism?" Qur Generation.

Volume 12, Number 1, 1978, pps. 19-35,

“The New French-Canadian Bourgeoisie." Studies

in Political Economy: A Socialist Review. Number 1,
Spring 1979, pps. 113-161.

Offe, Claus. "Political Authority and Class Structures - An
Analysis of Late Capitalist Societies.” International
Journal of Sociology. Volume 2, 1972-1973, pps. 73-108.

Our Generation Editors. "Editorial on Quebec." Roussopoulos,
Quebec and Radical Social Change, (Montreal: 1974).

Our Generation Editors, "“The November 15th Elections and
Quebec." Qur Generation. Volume 11, Number 4, 1977,
pps. 3-10.

"State Power and Po]1t1ca1 Parties,
or Why the P.Q. 1ost the by-elections. Qur Generation.
Volume 13, Number 4, 1979, pps. 3-4.

. "Editorial: A Radical Analysis and
its Conclusion." Our Generation. Volume 14, Number 1,
1980, pps. 3-14.

Panitch, Leo. "The Role and MNature of the Canadian State."
Panitch, (ed.), The Canadian State. (Toronto: 1977).




229

Pinard, Maurice. "Working Class Politics: An Interpretation
of the Quebec Case." Canadian Review of Sociology and
Anthropology. 7:2, (1970), pps. 87-100.

Piotte, J.M. "A Question of Strategy." Canadian Dimension.
Volume 10, Number 7, (March 1975).

Piotte, J.M, "The P.Q. in Question." Drache, Debates and
Controversies, (Toronto: 1979).

Poulantzas, Nicos. "“The Problem of the Capitalist State."
Ideology in Social Science. 1972, pps. 238-262.

Pritchard, James. "Commerce in New France.” Macmillan, (ed.),
Canadian Business History, Selected Studies, 1497-1971.
(Toronto: 1972).

Przeworski, Adam. "Proletariat into a class: the process
of class formation from Karl Kautsky's The Class Struggle
to recent controversies." Politics and Society,
7: 1977, PPs. 343-401.

Reid, Malcom, "Certain things that happened at Kresge's the
morning after Lévesque's speech in New York." Canadian
Forum. Volume LVII, Number 672, June-Jduly 1977, pps. 7-9.

Resnick, Philip. "A Question of Strategy." Canadian Forum.
Volume LX, Number 699, May 1980, pps. 19-20.

Rinehart, James W., and Okraku, I. "A Study in Class
Consciousness." Canadian Review of Sociology and
Anthropology. 11:3, August 1974, pps. 197-213.

Rosenbluth, G. "The Relation between Foreign Control and
Concentration in Canadian Industry." Canadian Economic
Review. Volume 3, Number 1, February 1970, pps. 14-38.

Roussopoulos, D. "Social Classes and Nationalism in Quebec."
Qur Generation. Volume 8, Number 2, Winter 1972, pps. 37-57.

Ryerson, Stanley. "Quebec: Concepts of Class and Nation."
Teeple, (ed.), Capitalism and the National Question in
Canada. (Toronto: 1972).

Ryerson, Stanley. "After the Quebec Referendum: A Comment."
Studies in Political Economy: A Socialist Review.
Number 4, Autumn 1980, pps. 139-146.




230

Scanlon, Joseph. "Canada sees the World through U.S. eyes:
One Case study in cultural domination."” Canadian Forum.
September 1974, pps. 34-39.

Shugarman, David. "Quebec Nationalism and Self-Determination.”
Canadian Forum. Volume LVIII, Number 686, February 1979,
pps. 4-5.

Shugarman, David, Norman Penner, Daniel Drache, et.al.,
"A Declaration of Quebec's Right to Self-Determination.”
Canadian Forum. Volume LIX, Number 696, P. 6.

Smiiey, D.V. "Quebec Independence and the Democratic Dilemma."
Canadian Forum. Volume LVIII, Number 686, pps. 11-12.

Smith, Ed. "Historical Background of Modern Quebec."
Roussopoulos, (ed.), Quebec and Radical Social Change.
(Montreal: 1974).

Stevenson, Garth. "Federalism and the Political Economy of the
Canadian State." Panitch, (ed.), The Canadian State.
(Toronto: 1977).

Surette, Ralph, Bob Davis, and Mark Zannis. "The International
Wolf Pack Moves in On the North." Last Post. 3:3,

(May 1973), pps. 24-30.

Taylor, Norman W., "French Canadians as Industrial Entrepreneurs."f

Journal of Political Economy. Number 68, February 1969.

This Magazine Editors, "The Quebec Election and the Failure
of Imagination in English Canada." This Magazine,
January-February 1977.

Vaillancourt, Frangois. "La Nouvelle entente Québec—Canada:
quelques reflexions." Canadian Forum. Volume LX,
Number 699, May 1980.

Vaillancourt, J-G and Pauline. "Contemporary Quebec
Nationalism and the Left." Australian and New Zealand
Journal of Sociology. Volume 14, Number 3, October 1978,

- pps. 329-339.

Vaillancourt, Pauline. "Quebec Labour and the P.Q.* Canadian
Dimension. Volume 12, Number 6, 1977.

Val]iéres, Pierre. "The Referendum: Why I Shall Abstain."
Qur Generation. Volume 14, Number 1, 1980, pps. 15-19.




231

Wallerstein, Immanuel. "The Rise and Future Demise of the
World Capitalist System: Concepts for Comparative
Analysis." Comparative Studies in Society and History.
Volume 16, 1974, pps. 387-415. '

Walsh, Sam. "The Crisis in Canadian Confederation."
World Marxist Review. Volume 22, Number 3, March 1979,
pps. 125-134.

Warnock, John W. "The Food Industry in Canada. O07ligopoly
and American Domination.” OQur Generation. Volume 11,
Number 4, 1977, pps. 52-72.

Whitaker, Reginald. "Competition for Power: Hobbes and
the Quebec Question." Canadian Forum. Volume LVIII,
Number 686, February 1979, pps. 6-10.

Government Documents

Quebec.

Gouvernement du Québec. Commission of Inquiry on the Position
of the French Language and on Language Rights in Quebec,

Report. 1972. R

. Legislative Assembly. O0Official
Language Act. (Bil11 22), 1974.

. Ministry for Cultural Development.
Quebec's Policy on the French Language, (White Paper
on the French Language -- Bil1 101), 1977.

: Ministry of State for Electoral
and Parliamentary Reform. Consulting the People of

Quebec. 1977.

. Ministry of State for Cultural
Development. Quebec's Policy on the French Language.
(White Paper on the French Language), 1977.

. Ministry for Cultural Development.
Charter of the French Language. (Bi11 101), 1977.

. Ministry of Intergovernmental Affairs,
Quebec's Traditional Stands on the Division of Powers,
1978,




232

Gouvernement du Quebec. Ministry of State gnd Economic
Development. Politiques Federales et Economie du Quebec.
1979.

. Ministry of State for Economic
Development. Challenges for Quebec: A Statement
on Economic Policy. Synopsis, Policy Objectives and
Measures. 1979,

, Quebec-Canada: A New Deal. The
Quebec Government Proposal for a New Partnership
between equals: sovereignty-association. (White
Paper on the Referendum), 1979.

Parti Qufb&cois. Official Program 1977, 1977.

Official Program 1978, 1978.

Canada

Government of Canada. Royal Commission on Bilingualism
and Biculturalism. Report. 1967-1970.

Department of National Revenue.
Foreign Direct Investment in Canada. (Gray Report),
1972.

Canadian Unity Information Office.
Sovereignty-Association; The Contradictions., 1978.

. The Constitutional Amendment Bill
Text and Explanatory Notes. 1978.

. The Task Force on Canadian Unity,
A Future Together. (Pepin-Robarts Report), 1979.

Serials

Cénadian Annual Review of Politics and Public Affairs, 1976-1979,

vCanadian News Facts, 1978-1981.

Canadian Newspaper Index, 1977-1980.

Canadian Periodical Index, 1976-1981.



