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INTRODUCTION

In 1973, Alex MacLeod observed that the debate over the relation-
éhip between ¢lass and nationalism had raised issues so critical as to
create an "unresolved dilemma of the Quebec left" (A. MacLeod, 1973: p.3).
Despite apparent unity of the left provided by the Parti Quebecols,
MacLeod detailed various points of contention bétween neo~Marxists and
proponents of an ethnic consciousness view of nationalism. Whatever the
analytic persuasion, however, he maintained that

Nationalism is becoming a greater and greater instrument

of political mobilizmatiorn. and no one can afford to ignore

it.

(A. MacLeod, 1973: p. 3)

In 6utlining the debate on the Quebec left, MacLeod pinpointed
a split over subjective and cbjective definitions of 'mation'. ‘When
nation is defined subjectively, the tendency has been to perceive the
problem of nationalism in ethnic terms (see Chapter 1 for a thorough
discugsion). When, on the other hand, nation is defined objectively as
a reflection of a particular mode of economic production, and organiza-
tion, nationealism is reduced to a bourgeois phenomencn.

MacLeod critically examined both positions and found them
lacking, but offered no concrete resolutions to the problems he has iden~
tified. He coﬁcluéeﬂ that

The solution® are not readily at hand, and will not be

found until a wmore adequate analysis of the Quebec

gituation kecomes available or until one force of the

left overwhelmingly dominates the other. For the

moment the debate goes on.
(4. MacLeod, 1973: p. 14)

I



It is apparent from most recent accounts of nationalism that -
particular approaches to the problem recur and that particular anglytic
trends can be identified. Using_current treatments as a guide, the
problem of the relationship of class to nationalism emerges as a central
point of contention among various authors and perspectives. This point
of conflict is in fact based on fundamental differences found between
'subjective' and ‘objective’ definitions of nation. Wﬁen‘moving beyond
theory into analyses of concrete instances of nationalism, these fundawmen-
.tal differences result in both theoretical and pragmatic confusion.

This holds as true for nationalism in Quebec as for any other example.

As MacLeod noted, the debate over class in relation to nationalism
ig still ongoing. 1In 1975, Jean-Marc Piotte, a former writer for pParti
Pris who once advocated an ethnic consciousness approach to nationalism,
endorsed a more rigid Merxist apprecach, declaring that "there will not
be a specifically Quebecois soéialism“’(J.Ma'Piotte, 1975: p. 34). The
left in Quebec continues a confusing ideological debate as one side
attempts to dominate the other, much as MacLeod predicted. With a sing-
ular exception (see Leon Dion, 1975) there have been no attempts on the
left to create a new "more adequate analysis of the Quebec situation®
(A. MacLeod, 18973: p. 14).

This thesis is an attempt to respond to Macleod's plea for analyses
which refleclt the specificity of Quebec experience. As he points out,
the utility of current approaches is problematic, most importantly because
the wodels of nationalism which they construct deal inadequately with
specific realities. Consequently, in order to avoid thig same problem

5

it is imperative to deal with class in relation to nationalism, at least



for the t%me being, in an open-ended way, fitting the theory to the facts:

The central focus of this thesis will be an exploration of the
nature of the relationship between nationalism and class in Quebec over
the years 1360 to 1975. In an attempt to clearly delineate this relation-

-ship, the thesis emphasizes a variable of particular importance in the
case of Quebec: language. The isolated existence of French 1anguage on
the North American continent provides a focus for the discussion of
nationalism (although not at the ewpense of other factors, should they
prove relevant). Language, then, will serve as both a theoretical and
practical means of identifying, describing and analyzing the relation-
ship of class to nationalism in Quebec.

Current appreaches to Quebec nationalism have theoretical
antecedents stretching as far back as 1700. The first Chapter of the
thesis expicxes both congoing trends of thought and their theorxetical roots
in order to arrive at a sound understanding of dominant positions
regarding the relationship of class to nationalism.  Language is then
discussed in order to demonstrate the necesgity of employing the concept
‘nation' in a manner that recognizes both internal cohesion (nation) and
internal differentiation (social class). I will argue that curxent
approaches fail to take this into account. Hence, the thesis is divected
towards an investigation which recognizes and employs this duality.

Chapter Two develops more concretely this idea of duality ~
cohesion and differentiation. Ag dual forms of consciousness (national
and class) arve outlined, the role of language in the development of these
consciousnesses is also explored. National consciousgsness is treated as

a necegcary condition for nationalism, but, through a discussion of



particular examples, will be defined as qualitatively distinct from
nationalism. This is an absolutely critical distinction running through-
out the thesis. Fiﬁally, the problem (which permeates ongoing discussion)
of the relation of class to nationalism will be restated as a problem
which involves not two but five variables: class, class consciousness,
nation, national consciousness, and nationalism. Consequently, na-
tionalism is defined in such a way as to leave the nature of the relation-
ship between these variables open to investiggtion, That is, it is this
relationship which becomes the problem.

Chapter Three descriptively details the development of pationalism
in Quebec over the period 1960 to 1975 and establishes sound working
knowledge of the sccial and economic fabric of the time. Particular
attention will again be pald to language because of its relation to

class consciousness and national consciousness, its role as a focus

o1

of conflict over this period, and its accessibility as a wvariable
when considering Quebec.

The last Chapter will address and present a solution to the
problem, defined in Chapter 2 now with the advantage of the weight of
evidence. Relating the problem of the relaticnship of class, nation
and nationalism to the realities of the Quebec experience, the full
nature of this relationship can be detailed and defined. Once this has
been accomplished, issues directly related to this newly determined
relationship (in essence, a completed definition) may be explored.
Again, because of the tangible nature of language, these considerations

will largely, although not totally, centre on this variable.



The virtue of the approach which has been outlined is that it
does not theoretically constrain the investigation to the point of
dictating the admissibility of evidence: this open-~ended approach
permits a better grounding of theory in reality. Reality, shapes more
.of the parameters of the discussion than does theory. And it is this,
rather than the reverse, which satisfies the first of MacLeod‘s»options:

thé discovery of "a more adequate analysis of the Quebeé situation”.



CHAPTER ONE

Nations: The Weaknesses of Current Analyses of Nationalism

1) Nation and Nationalism in Popular Theory

Any attempt at arriving at a sensible understanding of the
phenomenon nationaiism.must first establish a reasonable set of
definitional paramaters. Confused academic rhetoﬁic, interdisciplinary
interest in the phencmenon, and the popular use of relevant termino¥ogy
have all contributed to a lack of sustained consensus regarding tﬂe
meaning of words such as 'nation' and 'state'. However, this ig not a

proklem confined to today. Historically, analysts concerned about

n

nationalism have contributed to thiz confusion through both incongistency

in application of the termsl as well as disagreements as to their meanings.
Indeed, the most important differences in the way analysts relate class

to nationalism stem from these confusions. Having inherited this

problem, it is necessary teo trace back the meaning of such words and
situate the inconsistencies in meaning in thelr proper contextual roots.

Nationalism is generalliy conceded to hHe a modern phenomenon,

dating from the French Revolution and Rouseau’s tract on the nature

When Roussesu identified, for the first time, ths "naticn®

with the "pecple”, nationalism becawe en ideclogy of the

‘people’, that is, of the middle classes.:
{Svramons—-Symonolewicz, 1970: p. 2)

&



The extension of what Bendix (1974) would refer to as citizenship rights
to previously non-politically-involved segments of nation-state populations
firmly implanted in the corpus of western political philosophy the
identification of peolitical orgamization with the national collectivity.
"The credo of national will as the apex of individual wiil was transformed
into the political configuration of nation-state. While one can quéstion
vhether all thinkers tended to run the 'state' and 'nation‘ together,
the dominance of concern over Buropean exXperience generally led to an
emphasis ou “"great” nations such as France and later Gexmany {see A. Smith,
1973: p. 29 for a critique of Europocenﬁrism), The formulation and
popularity of this philosophy are both indicated by the strength and
frequency of intellectual debates regarding the nature of the ‘nation'
vhich characterized eighteenth and nineteenth century intellectual life,
This debate can ba simplistically reduced to two dominant strains
of thought. On the one hand, emerging from and modifying the Hegalian tradi-
tion, and characterized most strongly by Marx and Engels, is an inconsis-
tent and confused palitical reqognition‘of the '‘mation' and & vacillatioa

regarding its rights. On the other hand is a more rigid definition of

o}

the 'nation’® and increasing defence of its rights.,

i) The Hegelian School

Hegelian philosophy stresses the necessity of the formation of
a state in order that nations might fulfill their obligations to history.

That is,



...a people may exist merely as a nation but in that

condition, it is incapable of contributing to the

development of world history.

(4. Davis, 1967: p. 1)

Hegel employed an evolutionary perspective which saw dialectic move-
ment over history to ever 'higher' social forms. Thus, it demanded
positive national input into world historical development. This
contribution is conceived as possible only in a situation where a
state apparatus can intervene to create harmony among the conflicting

. Lo, .3 :
elements in a society . Thus:

...part of Hegél's idea was that peoples which have

proved themselves unable over a period of time to build

a state will never be able to build one.

(H, Davis, 1967 p: 2}
Nations wmust foxm states, or cease to be nations. This was, in essence,
the formulation of the concept "historylegs peoples" — communities of
peo?le who, because they could never create a state could never contrib-

. . ." . . 4 . . '

ute to an evolutionary historical dialectic-. Stateless nations, then,
by implication, did not necessarily have to be considered as viablée
entities nor were their rights perceived as inviolable.

The principal problem with the Hegelian position is the nature
of what constitutes a 'nation'. Ingistence on a positive historical
contribution means that, essentially, only nations which can be "world--
historical®”  (H. Davis, 1967 p: 2) are nations proper. Alwmost any other
community of peoples must be prefixed 'savage' or 'unimportant'. The
Hegelian perspective, then, is dependent to a large degree on previous
historical conditions shaping political realities, and, for all intents

n easily be consgidered co-terminous

with the concept 'nation-state'. BAnd, as later Hegelians would



demonstrate in support of various nationalist movements (such as German
unification), it is as easily appliéd to large populations striving to
establish or extend a state apparatus. Lacking a clear, non-historically
dependent understanding of 'nation', the Hegelian school tended to
‘vacillate over questions of particular minority rights in their insistence

on an evolutionaryv development of history.

The rewvolutionary socialist doctrine of Marx and Engels was
influenced by Hegelian philosophy, although Marx, in 1848, formally
broke from the Hegelian school. Perhaps due to an awareness of the
complexity of the problem, neither Marx nor Engels was to delineate a
clear theory on the 'nation'. Tom Naixn (1975) argues that Marx and
Engels were constrained by history.

If they could not put together a tolerable theory

about nationalism, nobody could, or did. Historical

development had not at that time produced certain

things necessary for such a theory.

(T. Nairm, 1975: p. 2)
Nevertheless, in speaking around the issue, certain consistencies emerge
in their work.

Latter day Marxists are fond of quoting Marx and Engel's

assertion that the workers have no country (The Communigt Manifesto],

although there may be recognition of the fact that proletarian struggles
may assume a temporary national character by virtue of the struggle
being conducted against a national bourgeoisie (see G. Bourque and

N. Leurin-Frenette, 1973, p. 190, and T. Nairn's critigue, 1975, p. 21}).
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Popularized and vulgarized, this is commonly assumed to deny the
validity of 'nation' as a concept. 1In actuality, Marxx and Engels
responded to environmental conditions which saw tbe expansion of
bourgeois—-controlled capitalism occur with little reference to nation-
state boundaries. Inasmuch as capitalism had become internationalized,
Marx and Engels assumed that class conflict and the potential for tﬁe

~growth of a revolutionary proletariat had become internationalized as
well.,

Early Marx's thought demonstrates the need he saw for the
evolutionary development of capitalism within nation-states so that
truly revelutionary conflict between the bourgeoisie, their instrument
the state (see C. Wright Mills, 1970:-p° 92? and the proletariat might
emerge. Situating vevolutionary potential in the capitalist system
itself, Marx and Engels contend that

Though not in substanc;, yet in form, the struggle of the

proletariat with the bourgeoisie is at first a national

struggle. The proletariat of each country must, of course,

first of all settle matters with its own bourgeoisie.

(Marx and Engels, 1970: p. 43)

The evolution towards revolutionary action on the part of the proletariat
was, then, initially situated within the nation-state. In fact, early
in Marx's writing, the revolution is seen as inevitably to begin among
the most advanced capitalist nation-states in Europe. The unusually
sharp distinction of nation and state inherited from the Hegelian school
provided Marx and Engels with a clear analytic perspective on the:
relation between theAbourgeois state and ‘mation’ in a larger sense.

The nation, under capitalism, was characterized by bourgeois control

and incipient class conflict, and was the resuit of a long history of
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economic relationships culminating in bourgeois domination.

Marx argued that the nation-state was a necessary

condition of this capitalist stage of technological

and economic activity. The vast productivity of

capitalism could only be organized if large territories

were politically united and centralised with an efficient

network of communications. Nationalism therefore served

the economic interests of the capitalists, but for that

reason .the nation-state could only help to intensify the

oppression of the proletariat.

(A. Smith, 1973: p. 55)
The state, in this system, became the centre of class domination and
exploitation. Given the eventual demise of the state with revolutionary
proletarian action, the nation, theoretically, would no longer exhibit
these characteristics. It would be classless and therefore stateless
as class distinctions and need for coercion disappeared.

The internationalism envisaged by Marx and Engels is, in essence,
based on intercourse among nations without the exploitive aspects of
the state (see H. Davis, 1967: Chapter 1) In this particunlar sense;
then, Marx and Engels retained throughout their theoretical analyses
a strong sense of "nation'. However, theilr view of the 'nation' was
coloured by the Hegelian school, and thexefore there is a continued
confusion over just what constitutes a 'nation'.

Marx particularly held to the view of an historic evolution
of the nation-state based on a series of exploitive economic relation-
ships. The Hegelian influence was particularly strong with reference
to an evolutionary dialectic, and Engels himself was a strong proponent
of the view of ‘'historyless peoples' (he formulated some particularly

pithy diatribes against the pan—-Slav movement). An evolutionary

perspective made imperative an impatience with reactionary elements
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retarding positivistic capitalist growth. It is most probably this
reason which sustained, first, an analytic fascination and insistence
on the spread and introduction of capitalism to all nation-states in
order to bring about the eventual downfall of capitalism, and, second,
"an equation of the word 'mation' with nation-state. Current political
entities were nations, and only in exceptional cases were politically
unconstituted aggregates considered nations (such as Poiand).

Like Hegel, Marx and Engels were both influenced by the current
‘state of affairs': given nation-state arrangements appear to have
shaped their perceptions of what constituted a 'nation'. In their
analysis, says Rosdolsky (1965: pp. 330-337), the term 'nation' refers
to the people of a sovereign state, while ‘nationality'’ is used in
perjoratively categorizing Hegel's 'historyless peoples’. 'Nationality’,
then, is used by Marx and Engels to refer to aggregates with. similax
language and cultural backgrouhds, but who do not form political
communities. Moreover, notes Davis (1967: p. 24)

Marx and Engels approved of the "national"” struggle

of the workers in a certain sense, but disapproved

of the "nationality"...
seeing nationalities as "numerous local struggles" which would deflect
the class nature of the revolution.

...he (Marx) tended tc agree with Engels in thinking of

the many struggling nationalities of Fastern Europe as

so many 'ethnographic monuments’ doomed to slow

extinction. It followed then that only the nation=-

states of Western Furope...were worthy of consideration...

the issue of nationality could only serve to divert

attention from the real problems of humanity.
(A. Smith, 1973: p. 55)
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As capitalist expansion continued, however, Marx and Engels
came to approve of national liberation struggles. Imperialism did not
result in the export of revolution but rather in the extension of
capitalist exploitation (and of nationalism, argues Nairn (1975) , a -
gituation which Marx, Engels and later Marxists came to condemn morally.
Moral condemnation of exploitation (and Marx was not an jidealist) had
to play a secondary role to that of capitalist expansion. Despite any
immorality, capitalism, Marx argued, had to expand so as to spread the
pontradictions into as many areas as possible, facilitating class
polarization and eventual revolution. Insistence on this evolutionary
model made it difficult for Marx and Engels to do anything but vacillate
with regards to "nationality™ struggleé - occassionally feeling

gsympathetic, but more apt to denounce them as 'analytic wrenches in the’

progressive) and, at the same time react negatively to the pan-Slav
movement (seen as a strengthening of reactionary Russia). At all times,
the principle of self-determination was to remain secondary in importance
(despite the democratic humanitarianism of peers). All new political
developments were judged by Marx and Engels

...to be in the light of the contribution they made to

the dialectic development of society towards its goal,

which for them was communism.

(H. Davisg, 1967: p. 40)

Where nationality was problematic, it could be ignored, and stress-on
'nation' was always equated with class struggle. Internationalism was,

in fact, based on 'nation', but nation transformed in meaning and

content with the end of c¢lass and state domination.
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Althqugh theories of nation emanating from Hegel, Marx and
Engels are confusing and socio-historically dependent (if not at times
snatched out of the thin air by latter day commentators), they have
been interpreted aqd re-interpreted throughout the last century by
Marxist analysts attempting to come to grips with the forces of
nationalism in the twentieth century. Because Marx and Engels never
did develop a full theory of the nation, Marxist approaéhes to the
idéology of nationalism are based on interpretations of less than
adequate theory. The problems endemic to such analygis are in faithfully
representing this theorf and in advancing the analysis to correspond to
new socio-~historical conditions. Some of the difficulties will be
discussed below when current Maxxiét analyses are discussed with

reference to nationalism.

iii} Cultural Perspectives on the Naticn

In contrast to Hegel, Marx and Engels, beginning at the turn of
the nineteenth century, there emerged the start of a philoscphic trend
which sought to define the 'nation' in a less historically—contingent
manner. At times the defence of personal nationalist feelings,
‘nation' was to be understood as transcending political boundaries and
economic relationships. As such, it was to share with the Hegelian and
Marxist échools a divorce of the concepts "nation™ and "state", but
certainly not for the same reasons. Whereas Marx perceived the state
as a coercive element, this school was to see the state not necessarily

as a tool of oppression, but also as an instrument for sustaining cohesion.
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a) Johann Gottfried von Herder

Kenneth Minogue notes (1967: p. 57) that Herder "supplied
nationalism with its theory of the nation". Writing out of the
philosophic tradition emerging following the French Revolution with
its emphasis on community and general will, Herder strove to define the
nation within the parameters of community, and developed the concepfion
of VOIK.

The VOILK is not simply the people of a country, but a

metaphysical entity defined as THAT WHICH produces a

particular language, art, culture, set of great men,

religion and collection of customs.

(K. Minogue, 1967: p. 57)
The concept VOIK was to move philosophical discussion of national variations
out of the realm of local aberrations assumed by earlier rationalists,
and into the scope of man influenced, not only by wuniversals, but by
particulars. 1In so doing, Herder made an excellent case his historical
relativism.

At the core of Herder's analysis was a high regard for national
characteristics such as language and culture. Stressing unique culture
as a particular response to historical relationships between a people and
its social enviromment, he espoused the belief that the national purity
of language and culture should be retained as a buffer to the destruction
of national creativity.

The indispensability of maintaining purity follows from

Herder's belief that a VOLK that abandons its language

destroys its ‘self', that is to say, its people lose '

their main contact with reality, and become mere

imitations of foreign models, lost to all vitality,

gponaneity and identity.
(K. Minogue, 1967: p. 61}
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Herder constantly stressed this importance of language, positing it as

'e.. the organ of social activity and co-operation,

as the bond of social clasgsses and a means for their

integration...’

(J. Herder, quoted in X. Minogue, 1967: p. 60)

The implications of such an assertion are important in that it posits an
awareness of language as a variable at play in the relationship between
nations, and, furthermore, in the relationship between national social
classes.

Herder, particularly due to this aspect} was to strongly
influence an entire generation of German nationalists, setting up the
framework for an 'organic' concept of nation. (A. Smith, 1973: p. 12)
While he himself did not tender a deep political analysis; the concept
VOLK and the pre-eminent role of language were seized as rationalizations
foxr German unification and the idolatry of German culture.

Herder did make clear,’however, his view with regards to the
distinction between nation and state, saying

The most important State is a coamunity with its

own national character.

(J. Herder, quoted in K. Minogue, 1967: p. 62)
Multi-national states were perceived as artificial constructs, imposing
the destruction of national liveg on the nations involved. In essence,
then, Herder's cultural definition of the nation and demand for its
recognition and integrity was of great significance in arguing fof the
nation and state being coterminus - the control and influence of the
state extending only to national boundaries, allowing political

configurations expressive of the VOLX.
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b) Max Weber

Towards the end of the nineteenth century, the intellectual
environment of Germany was characterized by conflict between a conservative
‘tradition in the social sciences, liberals and socialists. Weber;
writing out of this background, and himself a cautious nationalist;
attempted the critical integration of these various sch@ols intc a new
sociology, variously being influenced by each one of them in turn. In
so doing, he arrived at a scheme which attempted to take into account
the interplay of causal factors in whatever phenomenon he examined,
always with an emphasis on the ever—increasing rationalization of life
over time.

He construes social dynamics in terms of pluralistic

analysis of factors, which may be isolated and guaged in

terms of thelr respective causal welghts.

(H. Gerth and C.W. Miils, 1965: p. 65)

It was natural, given the force of nationalism as a dynamic
ideology in the nineteenth century, that Weber should come to grips
with the guestion of the nature of ‘nation' and ‘'state’. But, like all
social commentators, he could not avoid the influence of drifts of
current thought, in this case, with the inherited perspective on 'nation'
passed down through German nationalists. Furthermore, finding in
Marxist analysis what he considered to be a too rigid defence of a
monolithic causal factor, his own inclination was to define 'nation' in
terms of a complexity of factors.

Webexr categorically delineated the terms 'nation' and ‘'state’

when he commented that
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... 'nation' is, first of all, not identified with the
'people of a state', that is, with the membership of

a given polity.
(M. Weber, 1965: p. 122)
Further, he suggested that 'nation' cannot be defined in terms of
empirical factors. Rather, he argues that "the concept belongs in the
sphere of values” (M. Weber, 1965: p. 172) because it demands a specific
"sentiment of solidarity".

He constructs a typology of variables which, in various combinations,
may lead to 'nation' -~ language, religion, ethnicity, common political
destiny, and common blood. He posits much of the reason for the
existénce of national sentiment in the cultivation of prestige and
status, and, in the end, resolves the dilemma of state in relation to
nation in this manner:

One might well define the concept of nation in the

following way: & 'nation' is a community of sentiment

which would adequately manifest itself in a state of

its own; hence, a nation is a community which tends to

produce a state of its own. ’

(M. Weber, 1965: p. 176)
Here, the demsrcation between 'nation' and ‘state' is clear: the 'nation®
exists independent of the state, although it may create a state. The
stress is on 'a community of sentiment'. This distinction between nation
and state 1z demonstrated by Weber's assertion that the state ig . an
instrument which acts on the behalf of the nation.

The state is valued as the agency which guarantees security,

and this is above all the case in times of external danger,
when gentiments of national solidarity flare up, at least:

intermittently.
(M. Weber, 1965: p. 177)

In- other words, the state is a means for protecting the integrity of

the nation. Furthermore, unlike Hegel or Marx, Weber doesgs not insist
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on the existencé of 'state' while defining 'nation'. The causal factors
listed above are all cited as contributing factors, but Weber clearly
states he does not consider 'nation' to be a cultural community, although
he is using-culture here in a limited sense, referring to art and
literature. When, however, language, religion and mores (implied in
Weber's use of the word ethnicity) are combined, he can be interpréted
as clearly advocating a sense of nation based, to a lafge extent, on
common cultural bonds (culture used in a ﬁore contemporary sociological
.way). In this sense, although much more complex in his recognition of
the play of factors, Weber emerges as the intellectual heir-apparent,
although with considerable modification, to Herder.

Unlike Herder, though, Weber fook a much deeper look into the
nature of the state.

...we have to say that a state is a human community that'

successfully claims the monopoly of the legitimate use of

physical force within a given territory.

(M. Weber, 1965: pp. 77-78)

He was aware of coercive authority, and cognizant of the rationalizing

capabilities

Q
[

f ideologies. He maintained that the state could,

although not necessarily, advocate the interests of particular segments

of the population (see M. Weber, 1965: p. 212); although he was more

prone to see the state apparatus as a means of control and co-ordination.
Weber represents one of the first attempts to logically and

coherently work out the problem of nation as a non-geopolitical formulation.

While he did not advance this analysis to consider nationalism, as a

dominant thinker in the sarly social scienées, ﬁis cultural perspective

on the nation and its separation from the state (although the two can
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co-exist in mnation-states) was to have considerable impact.

¢) Weber Re-Visited

Weber *s cultural perspective on the nation has .been popularly
received among a large proportion of present-day commentators,;-although
the acceptance seems to have occurred with individual modifications.:

H. Deutsch lists the following people as, at one time or’

.another, holding to this value-derived perspective, noting that
...we have...found a good deal of structural correspondence
between these isolated pieces of knowledge or insight.
Qualitative rather than guantitative, unsuited thus far.to
measurement, they seem yet to .add up to a pattern.
(K. Deutsch, 1966: p. 27)
He cites John Stuart Mill, Otto Bauer, Professor K.C. Wheare, Edmund
Burke, Benjamin Digraeli, Sir Ernest Barker, and J.V. Stalin, to name
but a few. While certainly not all these individuals have directly
followed from Weber, many have been influenced by this conception of
the nation which Weber helped to popularize.
Kenneth Minogue, finding the complexity of the issue to.be! tied
too tightly to nationalist advocacy, merely states:
shall not now nor later attempt anything as exact as
definition of 'nation'. But what one can say with
confidence is that most nationalists have demanded that

the nation should have some kind of pre-political unity.
(K. Minogue, 1967: p. 11) o

I
a

The cultural position, despite Minogue's uncertainty, is best:
sumed up in A. Smith's work (1973: pp:. 16-~191. He argues against a

STATIST definition of nation betause, for nationalists
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The State may provide a protective shell for the nation,
it may be a sine qua non for realising the destiny of
the nation, but in their eyes it is not to be confused
with the nation. What interests a nationalist...is the
regeneration of a community...

" (A. Smith, 1973: p. 18)

 Smith suggests the adoption of an ETHNICIST position which defines the
nation as P

...a special type of ethnic group, one in which the

population is economically and politically homogeneous

and territorially fixed.

(A. Smith. 1973: p. 18)

Implicit in this definition is the notion of a community of wvalues
~generated culturally. It is here that tﬁe'differences'between approaches
to 'nation’' are most evident. From Marx and his later interpreters
come definitions of 'mation’ as one consequence of the objective
economic relations of capitalist production. From the Weberian school
emerge approaches which emphasize a subjective sharing of culture which
leads to a community of values. Moreover, there is a clear rejection of
the notion of nation as being rooted in the economic relations of
production. Weber states that the "emotional fexrvour" surrounding
national sentiment “does not, in the main, have an economic origin"
(M. Weber, 1965: p. 171)

The intellectual split in the nineteenth century between
socialists and liberals continues to dominate thinking on the nature
of ‘nation' to this day. The only point of agreement seems to be a
recognition of a division betwéen nation and state, although arguments
continue ag to the nature of the concepts individually.

Essentially, the disagreement cewntres on whether the nation can

properly be considered a structural phenomenon dependent on aconomic
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and political configuration (the Marxist school) or whether, indeed, it
stems from the realm of culture (the Weberian school). Moreover, because
each position contains important implications regarding the relation of
class to mnation, there are important consequences for the treatment of
mnationalism. What are the relations between nationalist ideology,
national integration and national cohesion, and national class structures
which follow from each view of nation?

These questions can be more readily explored through an examination
of the theories of nationalism which are derived from the two dominant
approaches to nation. Modern approachesAcan, therefore; be txaced back
to their sntecedents so that problems arising cut of definitional
disagreements (which were found to be so confusing initially) might be

resolved.

2) Theories of Nationalism

i) Cultural Approaches

The cultural view of nation operates on the premise that the
national population shares particular values and culture leading to a
consensus regarding the existence and meintemance of the *nation’
(hereafter referred to as national integrity). Implicit in this %iew‘
is the consideration that national values supercede more sgpecific values
shared mexely by segments of the population, such as class .consciousness,

sexuzlly-based values; et cetera. National values may be interpreted

as a particular configuration of wvarious other values, that is, a
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national 'way of doing things' (for example, family patterns, education
or political configuration) or as values pertaining more clearly to the
nation alone (for example, language loyalty). The existence of pre-
eminently important national values implies a solidarity of .sentiment
and a recognition of the nation as a collectivity.
Kenneth Minogue recognizes this fact when he notes that
The nationalist grievance must be collective. And the
collectivity must be the nation. Irish peasants and gentry
felt all manner of grievances against English rule forxr
centuries, but they felt these grievances as an oppressed
class, or religious community, or locality.
(K. Minogue, 1967: p. 25%
Qualifications are added which indicate that nations may .be internally
differentiated.
Nationalism is a set of ideas...a foxrm of self-expression
by which a certain kind of political excitement can be
communicated from an elite to the masses.
(X, Minogue, 1967: pp. 153-154)
But this qualification does not contradict his view of nationalism as
embracing all units of a nation: Minogue merely sees the impetus cowming
from ideas transmitted to intellectuals who pass them on to the rest of
Symmons-Symonolewicz adds to this by suggesting that
It is paradoxical, however, to argue that a nationalism
represented largely by the middle classes and not .vet
enbraced by the peasantry is not a genuine one. All
nationalisms, like all other ideological movements, are
led by economic elites.
{K. Symmons-Symonolewicz, 1970: p. 3)
He suggests, here, that given time; nationalism is likely to filter down
and embrace all social classes in a society. This is emphasized by

his 'social movements' approach to nationalism which stresses the actual

‘extension of nationalist ideclogy and grievances to all segments of a
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society.
. . 6 s -
Minogue and Symmons-Symonolewicz are representative of a large
school of writers who view nationalism as a collective phenomenon-—-— as
an ideology which transcends internal national differentiations. (That
is, national sentiment can be mobilized so that nationalism becomes a
shared mass ideology. The problem of this position will be discussed
below.} Therefore, since internal divisions are not viewed as problematic,
a prime focus of their discussion ig the external relationships the
nation must negotiate and respond to as nationalism takes hold.
This view necessitates an analysis of nationalism as a reaction
to these external conditions. ' .
Nationalism, they argue, may be
...justly considered a "positive and creative response'
to the shattering impact of culture contact and conflict,
to the threat of cultural annibilation.
(K. symmons-—Symonolewicz, 1970: p. 18)
...it is a political movement depending on a feeling of’

collective grievance against foreigners.:
(X. Minogue, 1967: p. 25)

The jump from national values and culture to the defence and/ox
promotion of culture and values implicit in such a perspective is
situated in Weber's work on the prestige value of national sentiment.
In the face of some sort of external jnterference, there is a response
characterized by collective mobilization of a belief in national worth:
the nation, because it is both subjectively real and valued, must be
defended. Wationalism, then, is wmost often perceived as a reaction or

response to external relations by this school of writers.

Many typological variants have emerged from this school, but they
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almost all impute to nationalism this reactive characteristic based on
the defence of national integrity.

A further broad similarity can be seen when these particular
theorists point to varieties of nationalism ranging from the American
revolution to fascist Germany. There is an awareness that nationalism,
as a response, may be conditioned by local events and 50010whistoriéal
realities into experentially different phenomena, which, nevertheless,
all fall into the category nationalism. Nationalism, then, is conceived
of as being shaped by other ideologies. Symmons-Symonolewicz puts it
guite succinctly. Nationalism, he says}

...consigtg only of some constitutive ideas and

beliefs centring around the idea of the nation

and its rights in relation teo other nations.:

(.. Symmons-Symonolewicz, 1970: p. 40)
Esgentially, then, it can combine into a potentially-unlimited nunber of
ideological combinations, each of which can be termed nationalism.

These, then, have, in very general terms, been the outcome of
treatments of nationalism stemming from the value-derived definiticn of
the nation. First, that nationalism is a collective response, second,
that it is a‘£§actioﬁ to external conditions and; thikd; that it may
vary in expression given particular socio-historical conditions.

There ig an important weékness to be noté& (briefly at this
point, but later in greater detail) with regards to this perspective.
The light treatment of internal differentiation (class} of nations by
thig sort of analysis forces a consistently monolithic view of the
nationalist movement concerned which often is at odds with reality (as

the Quebec experience proves). Consequently, elements in this analysis
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must be employed with caution, particularly the transcending quality
of national sentiment (cultural values) or the insignificance of internal
differentiation.

A particularly significant analysis of Quebec nationalism recently
addressed itself to these questions. The work of Jacques Dofny, Marcel
Rioux and Fernand Dumont has initiated in Quebec an intellectual deBate
on the nature of the relation of class to nation.

" 'Unlike many cultural approaches, the Rioux/Dofny . school admits
the existence of a strong internal differentiation. They argue that
class and nation may respectively serve as the source for the growth
of class and national consciousness. However, they see in Quebec a lack
of class consciousness. This becomes Ehe problematic in their analysis:
why has there been little, if any, development of class consciocusness?

Their answer is that there has been a continual transcending
(and, consequently, inhibiting) of class consciousness by national
consciousness in Quebec's history; This, they further argue; is due to
the tendency of "les Quebecois” to perceive themselves as collectively
disadvantaged visJEmvig_English Canadians (a fact which is more than
adequately documented — see Chapter Three). This collective disadvantage
is termed "ethnic class® and is the source of a national (ethnic)
consciousness which supercedes internal, class-based consciousness.
Rioux and Dofny explain it this way.

On the one hand this socio—cultural entity considers
itself and is considered to be a total society or a
nation, and in this sense the problem of social classes
regssembles that in any other society in the process o
industrialization and urbanization; on the cther hand
French Canadians also regard themselves and are
considered to be a recognizable ethnic minority which

~
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plays the same role within Canada...as a social class
plays within a total society.
(M. Rioux and J. Dofny, 1964: p. 309)

On peut dire que c'est 1'interaction entre ces deux

situations de fait et laAprgdominance de l'une ou

1'autre conscience 3 un moment donné qui explique la

physionomie de chaque époque, les alliances et les

luttes id€ologiques qui apparaissent au Québec. En

gsomme, Dofny et moi avions tendance & dire que la

conscience ethnique avait prévalu au cours de

1'histoire, empé’chant la conscience de classe de

.§e former et la masquant quand elle avait tendance

a appara?tre.

(M. Rioux, 1965: p. 101)

The "ethnic class" explanation rests on the assuption that
nation is a culturally determined construct. That is, 'nation' is the
result of shared, subjectively apprehended cultural values and a community
of sentiment, which may embody, but is not determined, by objective
relationships.

The Rioux/Dofny position treats class consciocusness and
national consciocusness as functionally distinct phenomena. When one is
strong, the other is weak. It is at this point that problems with this
approach can be seen. Rioux's arguments are inadvertently weakened by
his own research. While attempting to demonstrate the importance of
national consciousness, he suggests the emergence of a consciousness
with & class-specific base.

Aprgs avoir interviewé une centaine de ces Jjeunes,

je constate que la conscience nationale est beaucoup

plus vive que la conscience de classe...qu'elle est

beaucoup plus un phghom%ne de classe moyenne que de classe

ouvridre ou paysanne. ..

(M. Rious, 1965: p. 107)

Certainly a national consciousness transcending class consciousness

would not be “un ph&homéne de classe moyenne"!  This contradiction is
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reinforced by recent events in Quebec which suggest the existence of
both national and class consciousness together (see Chapter 3, and
Chapter 4 for a possible explanation). In fact, class consciousness and
national consciousness nmay coexist. Rioux and Dofny's contention that
one supercedes the other can, at least, be brought into seriocus questicn.

As Macleod points ocut (1973: p. 4} the Rioux/Dofny approacﬁ,is
interpretive only, for they "deplore"” the situation they have identified
whicﬁ inhibits the growth of class consciousness. There is a tactical
commitment stemming from the Rioux/Dofny position - support for
egolution of national igsues so that national consciousness will no
longer impede the development of class consciousness.

This analysis, and its political strategy helped to initiate

the oagoing debate on the Quebec left. The analysis provides a unigue

reworking of a coltural approach tc the nation. This reworking, claim

*

Marxzists, tends to obscure the real issues, and much of what Marzi

\.Q

are writing about nationalisw and class in Duebec ig in response to

the Ricuz/Dofay school.

N

'
[
et

The root of Marxisi: approaches to nationalism is the recegnition

that the ideciogy, as historically manifested, is intyrinsically tied to
class interest, particulaxrly that of the bourgeoisise. However, the
leng-accepted tenet that nationslism and socizlisa are antithetical is

adm stionzhle. MNote two modern Marxict comentators writing

b

ttedly que

in regard to Quebcc:
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The national territory, the national state, the national
language, the national heritage can be national 'in the
bourgeois sense of the term', serving the interests of the
dominated classes only if bourgeois domination has been
abolished.

We are now in a position to state that a 'non-bourgeois'

nationalism...can exist. -7

{(G. Bourgue and N. Laurin-Frenette, 1972: p. 190}
This assertion must be seen in the light of the historical development of
Marxist thought on nationalism.

In Marx's early writings (H. Davis, 1967: pp. 8-9] there is an
underlying assumption that free trade would continue, thus creating the’
maximm potential for the impoverishment of the proletariat and,
consequently, for conflict as the degree of exploitiveness in the
productive relationship increased. As.sn assumption, it is key to
appreciating Marx's contention that capitalism would flourish, expanding
with such speed as to make conflict between the bourgeoisie and the
proletariat inevitable on a world wide basis. History, however,
indicates that protectionism won out, and wages did not deteriorate as
Mary had predicted. Instead, neo-mervcantilism, or economic nationalism
as Davis calls it, became the doctrine of the late nineteenth and early
twentieth century. Wages improved and conflict, while still a factor
in class relations, never reached the revolutionary proportions Marx
had indicated.

For Marxist analysts, this turn of events became a crucial
variable in coping both intellectually and tactically with guestions
of nationalism. Capitalist expansion into under~developed countries
was no longer, as Marx had often characterized it, the best vehicle for

economic development. (Tom Nairn's work on this point ig instructive.
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See 1975: pp. 6-9). Modern analysts have moved even further in their
defence of national liberation movements than Marx might have ever done
himself Gﬂaxx; for example, had fully supported the American annexation
of California and subsequent aggression against Mexicolo).

Dominant Marxist thought on nationalism, however, must be seen
in light of the contributions made by Lenin who, with the advantages of
hindsight, tendered a.set of considerationS'whiCE_integrated; for the
first time; the principle of sélfedetermination into Marxist thought
(H. Davisg, 1867 (a): p. 164}.

Lenin, in the debate prior to the Russian Revolution over the
necessity of development towards socialism'zéé"staées’of'capitalism‘;
suggested; first, that antivimperiaiist battles"wauld'ééé;retard
capitalist development. In fact; they would cowpel "capitalism to use’
more civilized and technically developed methods™ (H. Davis, 1967 (al:
p. 166). At the same time "he deplored its fnationalism‘%_'growth.in
the " European proletariat as distracting the workers from the international
struggle” (H. Davis, 1967 (a): p. 167). He developed a ‘progression®
approach to nationalist development, expanding Marx's approach to capitalist
development. The first epoch was characterized by Lenin as the
ascendancy of the bourgeoisie and subseguent breakdown of'feudal sogiety
(nationalism proving a progressive force}; the second epbch% by bourgeois
domination and its transformation into a reactionary element and the’
coincident expansion of imperialism (nationalism as a negative forcel
(H. Davis; 1967 (a): pp. 171-1721.

The formation~ofinati§nal states under’ an emerging hoqréeoiSie,

Lenin contended, was progressive = "to achieve camplete victory Tox'
H : 45
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commodity production the bourgeoisie must capture the home market”

. 11 . . . .

(H. Davis, 1967 (a): p. 173} 7. As the bourgeoisie became consolidated,
however, "the bourgeois national framework of states had become a

_hindrance to the free development of the productive forces" (H. Davis,
1967 (a): p. 174). Imperialism, then, while progressive, became not
only the highest, but the last stage of capitalism.

Lenin supported self-determination when, and where, it was
progressive (that is, aiding the positive development of nations].. Thus,
an anti-imperialist movement which would Jead to the victory of a local
bourgeoisie over collaborating feudal forces was characterized as a
movement which should be supported by the proletariat in both the
imperialist and imperialized nations.

Lenin stated flatly, and repeated many times, that the

Social Democrats of the large countries have a bounden’

duty to right every form of national oppression, and to

support the right of every nationality to self-determination.

Marx and Engels had not gone this far.

(H. bavis, 1967 ( }: p. 177)
Thus, all nationalist movements, for ILenin, had to be judged in terms of
the individual circumstances.

Finally, Lenin subscribed to Marx's nation-based socialist
internationalism,

The overthrow of the bourgeoisie will tremendously accelerate

the collapse of every kind of national partition without

decreasing,; but on the contrary, increasing millioms of

times, the Ydifferentiation” of humanity, if we are to undexr-

stand by this the wealth and variety of spiritwal 1life, trends

of ideag, --tendencies, shading. -
(Lenin, quoted in H. Davis, 1967 (a): p. 184)

Lenin’s work is reminiscent of Marx particularly in his

confusion over the term 'nation'. This quotation above seéems to impute
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a cultural, or valueesderived, definition of nation, and Lenin did
. . ai . . 12
subscribe to Stalin's strongly cultural charcterization of the term,

A nation...ig a historically evolved, stable community

of language, territory, economic life, and psychological

makenp, manifested in a community of culture.

{Stalin, guoted in H. Davis, 1967 (a): p. 169)

Davis suggests this be read nationality to correspond to Hegel's
‘historyless peoples'. But, then again, at other times, Lenin seems
.to be unsure of this definition, and returns to a perception of nation
as a political configuration. He cannot see why, for example, under
socialism, nations would want to be separate entities. Thus, right
throughout all varieties of Marxist analysis, there is a definitional
paralysis. At least a few have tried to come to grips with the’

problem.

An excellent example of an updated Marxist approach is G. Bourque

Ideologies in Quebec, 1760-1970 (1973). Writing in response to M. Rioux

and J. Dofny, they use a classic analysis to arrive at the point where
they suggest the very real possibility of a true 'proletarian nationalism'.
The key to Bourque and Laurin-Frenette's work is their view of

the 'nation' as a consequence of capitalist relations of productiomn.

1

wplicit in this view is a class structure characterized by exploitation.

R

Hence, ideclogy is seen as serving the pramotion of particular class
interests. Nationalism is no exception;
For Bourgue and Laurin-Freunette, national consciousness has
) ,

alwavs been class congciousness {1973: p. 188). In fact, the Rioux/

Dofny position itself is described as class-based by these authors.
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The concept of ethnic class...merely serves as

ideological coating for the independent struggle led

by a new faction of the petite bourgeoisie.

(1973: p. 192}
Bourque and Laurin-Frenette detail these three forms of class-based
nationalisms: a conservative form, a dynamic/independentiste type, and
a socialist oriented nationalism based on the principle of national
liberation  (1973: p. 193). The conservative (elite}l and dynamic
(bourgeois) options are outlined and justified as theoretical models
with regards to Quebec history. The third option, that of a socialist
nationalism, is linked theoretically to the working class, but.Bourque
and Laurin-Frenette argue that it has not yet emerged in Quebec.

That a so-called working class nationalism has not developed is
due, the anthors suggest, to the fact that Quebec's working class has,
~generally, no ideology of its own, and, specifically, no sense of
developed national consciousness (1973: p. 203). By national conscious-
ness, Bourgue and Laurin-Frenette mean a specifically proletarian sense
of nation (although they never state what this is beyond being non-~
bourgeois) .

We can only state the possibility that an ideology

specific to the dominated classes in Quebec may come to

exist, and that it would contain non-bourgeois natiomalist:

elementg, linked to the economic, political, and cultural

interests of the dominated classes. (1973: pp. 203-204)

Marxists have to come to grips, however, with certain realities,
such as working class support for the "Parti Quebecois type of nationalism

which corresponds fundamentally and directly to the interests of the
1

technocratic faction of the French-Canadian petite bourgeoisie

(Bourque and Leurin-Frenette, 1973: p. 205). They do so in the Ffollowing
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manner.

As we have pointed out, since the dominated classes in

Quebec do mnot have their own ideology or political

formation, they.can express their discontent and )

frustration only by throwing their weight at random into

the electoral balance of bourgeois democracy. This is a

~game of desparation, 1if ever there was one...
(1973: p. 205)
This is the essential weakness in their argument.

The weakness of 'a .purely Marxist analysis of the

situation is that its protagonists tend to force

reality into their own particular rigid framework.

The ethnic dimension of Quebec consciousness cannot

..be explained away as easily as they would have us

believe. :

(A, MacLeod, 1973: p. 9)

There are, in fact, in Quebec Forms of national consciousness” among the’
working classes (see Chapter 3}.. The doctrinaire Iinsistente on an
objective, economically derived definition of the nation by Bourgue and
Laurin-Frenette leads to inadequate explanations of working class political
and economic activity which contain national dimensiong.

The Rioux/Dofny approach, I have argued, is weakened by their
view of class consciousness and national consciousness as functionall
opposed to each other...that is, one existing at the expense of the
other. In contrast, Marxists see the two phenomena as one and the sane
thing: national consciousness ig class consciousness.  But, their view
of nation does not allow them to grapple with particular realities.
Econamism neglects working class national consciousness. Consequently,
Bourque and Laurin-Frenette excuse away werking class behaviour rather

thah seeing it as expressive of national conscicusness. They respond

with dogma rather than data.
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With these critical evaluations in mind, it becomes imperative
to develop a workable conception of the nation. Utilizing an important
variable borrowed from the cultural approach to the nation (language),
both this and the Marxist approach can be judéed with regard to new
evidencé. I will argue that while both approaches have particular
merits,‘there are also shortcomings which necessitate, in the end; a
broader definition of nation which pays attention to both cochesion

and differentiation.

Value~derived (COnSenSus),pérSPectiyes: on'thef‘natioﬁ‘Astregs
*solidarity of sentiment® and culture. To:moré.adeqhatelé'exploré the
possible nature oFf ‘nation‘; therefore, an eXémimation'of'langqage ‘
{(ag a cultural component and transmitter) will peymit a betler evaliuation

of this perspective.

i) Langusoe and ‘Culture: FHolistic Functions of Language

To definitively characterize culture is to attempt the impossible.
Not only does one encounter radically opposed analyses of what culiure
. A3 . q s . . e s s . .
is™ 7, but one finds qualitatively differing definitions withinh schools of
thought. To avoid confusion, however, I will define culture as the body
of socially-situated knowledge developed and transmitted From generation
to generation as the human race has reacted to and manipulated its

. 4 L. o - . . . .
environment ., Within culiure, then, can be located hman means of
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communication (that is, language, and its derivatives, speech and
writing) . Language: then, is above all elSe; one .component ‘in a.complex
of variables composing culture; but; at the same time; qualitatively
differentiated from these Other‘variahleé in that language is the primary
mode of cultural transmission.

Culture is common to all.humanity; butno one culture is global
in scope. The problems cited by people adjusting to 'foreign' societies
bear mute witness to‘thié! Customs;'normS'ana‘valneé‘yari“ffam'area‘to.
area, as do modes of social'quénization; Ihésﬁuch.és*hiétorical experience
and development varies from one group of people to another; so;'too;'do
resulting cultures. This argument in no WayaéqégestSithe:meahSTby‘which_
‘such differénces may, or may not;,be sﬁstainedﬂovér'timé{

Interest in cultural variation was mirrored in the development of
sumchmallﬁgmiﬁﬁcg;wﬁﬁmmgxghbtoﬁﬂeMjImiamﬂyhghﬁiudmral
:egﬂlaritieS'of'language;' As a dcminant'sc5051'of'thqﬁght'iﬁ'moderh
1inguistics; the influence of structuralism has been great.. On the one
hand, there has been a growing attempt to find universals of'langnage ’
structure. On the other, the identification and research techniques -
employed by structuralists have been used for ends ag diverse as.the '
identification and explanation of cognitive variation. The work of
B. Whorf is particularly instructive here.

Whorf argues that

Tt was found that the background 1in§uistic system (in

other words, the grammar) of each language is not merely

a reproducing instrument for voicing ideas But rather is -

itself the shaper of ideas, the program-and guide for the

individual "smental activity, for his analysis of

impressions, for his synthesgis of his mental stock in

trade. Formulation of ideas is not an independent process,
styrictly rational in the 0ld sense, but is part of a
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particular grammar, and differs, from slightly to

greatly, between different grammars. We dissect

nature along. lines laid down by our native languages.

(B. Whorf, 1973: pp. 212-213)

In essence, Whorf argues that language structure actually shapes cognitive
development. This has since been tagged linguistic relativity theory,
and has become a contentious language issue. There is little.corroborative
research on the question, and it yet remains a challenge to linguists.
NevertheTeSS} Whorf does attempt to point the way-to an understanding
of the relationship between language and ltS‘unlque culture.’

The greatest part of current 1;ngulstlc debate centres . on

15 _ . . . e .

language stxmcture” . Noam Chomsky has moved in revolutionary directions,
pointing to possible universals as opposed to Whokrfian specifics.

Chomsky has argued, in his most recent publications, that

the'general principles which determine the Fform of'grammatlgal

rules in particular languages, such as English, Turkish-or

Chinese, are to some considerable degiee, cammon to all human

languages. Furthermore, he has claiwed that the principles

underlying the structure of language are so specific and so
highly articulated that they must be regarded as biolodgically
determined; that is to say, as constituting part of what we
call hmman nature.

(J. Lyons, 1974: p. 11}

This type of debate is important to my own investigation in that
universals ox relativity both have far-reaching implications for the
relationship between language and other cultural components. Tt should
be recognized, however, that the structural focus tends to ignore, or, at
least minimize, the importance and contribution of meaning, that is,
the symbolic content of language. Even given Chamsky's universal
structure;z both at the grammatical and bLQlOglCdl leyels, the develop—

ment of meaning is still cenufed in the social worla Tt is here that

language and culturehmnst; at.least Initially; be examined.
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J. Lyons suggests that

The vocabulary of a language will, of course; reflect
the characteristic purspits and interests of the
society which uses it.

(1974: p. 21}

The range of meaning, ox vocabulary, of a language, then, reflects
“(xiot to be confused with correlation) culture. The impetus for this

stance has come, in the main, from the work of synbolic interactionists.

George Herbert Mead's analésiS‘éfisymBolé'and SDcialiZatioﬁ'strésSes,'
among other'thihés; that sﬁmﬁolé*muét'ﬁe éﬁared‘and that; as H. Gerth.
and C. W. Mills point out C1964; pl 825; shafed'simbolé"are the result
of “c0wordinated.activity";

Language is, at itstmeaniﬁg,levél;‘a sét'of'shared]symﬁolic
representations. Ag a ;fimE‘Veﬁiélé of'cémﬁuhication; it pérﬁitS"tﬁé"
~give and take of information only aS‘lqné as all those participating
empléyfthe'same Set’of’3ymb§1éz Tﬁus; as a language,evblvesj'it,is an

. ..inventory of the concerns and interests of thofse who

employ it at any given time.  If any portion of this -

inventory reveals features not present in other poriions,

this may be indicative of particular stresses or inflmences...
(J. Fishman, 1972: p. 104}

Or, as another commentator puts it,

it is posited that the principles of referential classifi-~
cation embodied in lexical usage in & given speech
community bear some relation to their relative utility in
communication in that community and to the freguency with.’
which the distinctions implied by them are of crucial
significance. This, in turn, it is posited, may be a
function of the ways in which a people's social inter—
actiong and their activities in relation to their natural
and man-made envirormnents. are  iganized;

(. Louusbury, 1970:. p. 56}

Language, then, is culture-~specific, as it were - reflective ol particulax
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cultural perceptions and priorities. Furthermore, language is; at
the same time, culture's most easily identified”symbol; transmitting
(shaping or concerning) a particular set of cultural pérceptions and
values in the socialization proce5317:

Language; given these parametérs: fulfills a cohesive function’
"vis;%;vié any particular cultural group. It.reinforéeS'“we4hesS“;
differentiating the group in QHestion'fr&m'ité néiéthuré;' (This, of
coﬁrse; would hold true only where thetre iS’éustaihed”nse of the language
ip:question;)

The'appeal'of'thiS”view*of'languaéé to observers of nationalism
.who see nation in a culturalAsense: is that,it.demarcatesfcultufal
“groups and national QrouPS’in an empiriéallﬁ'»»éouhdtmanner;imaking it
easier to identify 'real' nations.  History, however, has shown the
. various cldims to 'nation' status in situatioﬁ$'where‘various languages -
haVeACQmpeted'(for'example;”yarious emeréing African nétionéic (Although,
aS“ﬁationalism’dévelCPS'iﬁ theéé in;ténée;'aftémpté'to‘ﬁﬁify*thfdugh a
-strict language policy aimed at establishing marginal homogeneity
typically results.) Lack of language homogeneity has not deterved
claims to 'nation'-hocd. At the same time; in nationalist movements. -
where language homogeneity has existed (Quebec and Flanders in Belgium;
for'example1; language has consistently erupted as a contentious issne;'
So;'we can say*mith,SQme.dégree’of‘certainty-that 1aﬂguage (es a
reflection of group needs and priorities} is, first, a critical elemert
.in the creation and:maintenaﬁce of distinct cultural gronpS'and;.secondf
an important Cﬁut‘ééé_necesSaryi‘variable in the establisiment of claimns

to nation status.
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Through transmission and delineation of culture, language
provides the necessary; but not sufficient, medium. for . the expression of
'solidarity of sentiment' which.cultural views of the nation depend on.
Differing languages do, indeed; reflect and reinforce distinct cultures.
Moréover; in the modern era; differing languégegfmight'evén retard the
'massification' of1society"so aptly described by'MarcuSé;

Lapguage; theh; has a holistic function: fhat of buttressing
cultural cohesion and distinctiveness — an obsérvation consistent with
cultural conceptions of the ‘nation': Inasmuch as suchAPerépectives'
.depend on the existence of a solidarity'of'éentiment; languaée”helps

- provide that solidarity.

To .end the analysié of‘lanéuage,here would be  premature in the
extreme. While language leads to cultural cohesion, it is alsc a prime
vehicle of differentiation within cultural groups.

Language, as has been demonstrated, xeflects particular cultures.
These cultures are imbedded in and derived from interaction - in both -
small groups as well as in the larger society. But societies‘arevnot-
homogenecus - they are characterized by internal differentiation.
Language, reflective of culture at large, is also reflective and
supportive of these lines of differentiation;

The  advent of socilolingunistics w-the'stndy‘ofilanéuage in its
social setting - has established a new trend in the application and

modification of lingmistic theory. Interest has been refocussed onto
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speech and its relation to 'traditional' sociological concerns such as
stratification. Language is first, and foremost, characterized as a
social phenomenon, and a heavy accurwulation of evidence now indicates that

speech varies greatly in terms of other variables such as setting, sex,

assertion to suggest that; for as many social variations one can cite;
one will find shifting speech habits.

Remembering the previous discussion regarding 'nation® as a
class~based phenomenon; it is interesting to note that éocioliﬂguists"
éréAmoré than prepared to acknowledge language differentiation along
social class lines. W. Labov (1970) cites phonetic variations among
New Yorkers according tc social class;'Laﬁov'is not alone in his
contention that linguistiC'vafiation'is related to social stratification.
Perhaps the most influential (although highly controvergial)l work in this
area has come from Basil.Bernstein; His work in Britishﬁéchbbls*ﬁas
led him to develop a fairly sophisticated scheme of language differenti-
ation between social classes.

There are two keys to Berstein's Work; The firgt is his assumption
that class position determines the nature of the langvage to which one
will be exposed. These types, or codles, are defined'by'predictability!

They can be defined on a linguistic level in terms of the

probability of predicting for any one speaker which '

syntactic elements will be used to organize meaning. In

the case of the ELABORATED code, the speaker will select

Ffrom a relatively extensive vange of alternatives and

thexefore the probability- of predicting the pattern of

‘oxganized elawents is considerably reduced. In the case
of the RECTRICTED code the mumber of theae alternatives -
is often severely limited and the probability of predicting
the pattern iz greatly increased.

(B. Berhstein, 1973:  p. 931
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The second key to Berstein's work is the extension of codes
defined by predictability into corresponding types of cognitive
structures and orientations (determined by class position);18

On a psychological 1eveli the codes may be distinguished

by the extent to which each Ffacilitates' (elaborated code}’

or inhibits (restricted code) the orientation to symbolize

intent in a verbally explicit Fform.

(B. Bernstein, 1973 : p. 93)
The process at work goes somewhat as follows; Role relations; patterns
of'socialization{'éétcééér%; are laréely (although never entirvely)
shaped and dtexmined by social class: Theée relationships and processes
‘are reinforced by particular langqage'varietieé‘of‘coééé‘wﬁibhnteflect
these same relationships and processes.

Bernstein identifies a restricted code peculiar to the working
élass; while the middle and'upper'clésées,'ﬁave access to both restricted
and elaborated codeslg. For example,)a restricted code (high predicta-
bility) inhibits “individuated responses” in order to "reinforce the
FORM of the social relationship"” while an elaboratéé'code YFacilitates’
the construction and exchange of ‘individuatéd' symbols“'CB: Bernsteih;
"1973: p. 94). What this translates into is that lower class people '
cannot as easily individuate Verballyzo. Conseqguently, Bernstein would
argue, their cognitive orientation is towards the sSocial group; and not’
the individual experience. (Put more simply, the restricted code is less
complex than the elaborated code.l

Mmplicit in this approach is a hierarchichal oraeriné-of*yerbal
behaviour and, by consequence, cognitive orientation. As you move up
the social stratification'system; tﬁe’ﬁréader'andjmoie_finely*aifferentiatea'
iS'theﬂavailabléfVerbél; aﬁd qoéhitiye,'rePErtoire:* Ih.Eact; the

middle class has access to amore “comples conceptual hierarchy for the
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organization of experience" (1971, p. 130). All members of a society
have access to restricted code, but, in Bernstein's opinion; middle

class children are more readily exposed to the elaborated code, permitting
then to view speech as an "object of special perceptual activity"

(1971 p. 130), and making them less subject to the cognitive regulation
inherent in the syntactical structure of the restricted code. Social
class, therefore, is reinforced.

There are several criticisms that can be levelled at Bexnstein's
work. First, his methodology is suspect, particularly with regard to
inferences he draws regarding cognition. For example, he uses hesitation
phenomenon (pauses in speech) as an indication of more complex verbal
planning, rehearses iower class children in a discussion situation so
that they will not be intimidated, and then concludes that when they
do nét hesitate in the test situation, they are not verbally planning.
This is in contrast to middle class children who do hesitate, but who
were not rehearsed. Certainly the rehearsal of the interview beforehand
may have been an operant factor in redﬁcing lower class hesitation, but
Berstein ignores this methodological flaw. While this might be one of
the more blatant of Berstein's methodological pitfalls, it does cast
aspersions on his findings, particularly when they play such a large
role in supporting his theoretical arguments.

As a second point, Bernstein's work is full of unsubstantiated,
stereotyped assumptions regarding roles and kinship patterns within
sdcial classeg. The importance of these arrangements for his work demand

a burden of proof which Bernstein does not provide.
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Most important, however, Bernstein slips from description of
codes to cognition without effectively demonstrating the relationship
between them. He assumes a relationship much more than he proves it.
This weakness is inheirited by later advocates of this same approach
(see the discussion on Mueller which follows).

The value of Bernstein's work lies in the fact that he does
detail verbal differentiation which correlates with social class
(although cognitive differentiation should be approached with caution).
This has particular importance in the later discugsion of Quebec and
the growth of joual as a language type particularly reflective of the
working class.

Mueller (1973) has taken Bernstein's argument further. With
reference to lower class restricted code, he notes

...the language...spoken by a person reinforces his social

location...The categories of his language allow for a grasp

of the here and now, but they do not permit an analysis, hence

a transcendence of his social context. Seen politically, this

language reinforces the cohesion of a group which shares a

gpecific code, but it can prevent the group from relating

to society at large and to its political institutions...

cognitively speaking...he lacks the reference points necessary

to perceive the objective reasons for his condition and

relate it to the structure of the society in which he is

living.

(C. Mueller, 1973: p. 55}
Mueller uses this argument to explain the apparent political
L 21 , . L
passivity of the lower classes . Using the contentious issue of the
relationship of code to cognition, he suggests that the lower classes are
incapable of apprehending their relationship to larger groups and social

events. As I have already suggested, this is an inadequately founded

conclusion.
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Despite this weakness, common to Labov, Bernstein and Mueller
(Labov, by the.way, takes issue with Bernstein's qoghitive,Work,‘see
1970: p. 305) is the recognition that language at least reflects and
tends to reinforce social stratification; in much the ssme way as it
does with culture. It is reasonable,'then; to argue that 'sentiments of
solidarity' based on internal social differentiation can be just as
effectively sustained‘iié'language as those of a wider cultural basis.
(Laﬁguage, then; is a means to class, as well as national; consciousness.)
Essentially, language serves not only holistic functions, but also
serves to differentiate. If this is the case, common language, and by
implication, culture, can no longer be viewed as a source of national
sentiment without taking into accougt the fact that, while shared
language engenders similarities, it plays an equal role in creating
and sustaining differences within the national society.

Because common language 1s so often cited in cultural definitions
of the 'nation' as a legitimation for claims to 'nation's hood, I have
chosen to examine it with reference to the creation and maintenance of
consensus. This analysis has revealed a failure by such perspectives
to recognize internal differentiation. Thig, in turn, calls into
question any definition of 'nation' which stresses reference to consensus
without reference to such splits. This will counstitute the primary

focus for a redefinition of 'nation' in Chapter 2.
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To this point, I have stressed language as it relates to value

consensus, both holistically - using unique cultures as the units of
_analysis =~ and differentially - using internal differentiations (such as
social class) as the units of analysis. It was suggested that language
can lead to 'solidarity of sentiment' in both cases, but depending oﬁ the
unit of analysis, this either validated or seriously challenged value-
derived perspectives on the 'nation'.

Beyond using language as an operationalization of a particular
perspective, it becomes a variable in botﬁ trends of thought on nationalism
(both Marxist and cultural). Whether or not language is used by
nationalists to legitimate their claims is quite a separate issue from
the analyst using language as a variable. However, when, and if, it is
seized upon as an issue, theoreticians cope with it in ways peculiar to
théir’perspedtive.

Marxzist theories on nationalism stress its class nature and its
role in deflecting the class struggle. Language, as an issue in
nationalist movements, receives much the same treatment. Language concerns
are generally seen as bourgeois, and appeals for language integrity by
nationalists are viewed as distorting the 'real' interests cf the
proletariat.

Given the variable application of the term 'nation' in Marxist
though, common language is generally conceded to be part of the proper
egquipment of a nation-state, and Marxist attitudes to 1énguage have to he

interpreted with this in mind. Language, as & contenticus issue,
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therefore is subject to the provisions of positive nationalism. If the
nationalist movement is ppogressive;'and if language demands are
progressive in this same manner (seeking the destruction of feudal
relationships, for example); Marxist support would be evident. Language;
as all variables, is treated within a consistent; evolutionary Marxist
framework. That is; it becomes contentious only if it deflects this
evolutionary growth.

For cultural perspectives on the 'nation'; language is somewhat
more complex an issue. While modern theorists would not go so far as
equating common language to 'nation', they generally admit that where
Vthere is a dominated language group {(and, by implication, cultural group),
nationalism is one of the possible outcomes, with language used as one
of a number of possible justification;. This, of course, is baged on
seeing language as a common denominator yielding cultural cohesion. It
is at this point that it is necessary to examine language in its
integrative function. Marxist analysis, as Qill be shown, would be wise

to do the same thing.

a} ‘Integrative Functions of Language

It is a truism that for interaction to occur, there must be
communication. Language, particularly speech, is a critical variable
in this process.

For congsensus theorists (and history.tends to prove thiS); it
is only with urbanization, indust;ialization; and ‘democratization' of

sogilety that language becomes potentially conflictual.
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A pre—industrial, rural, and predominantly illiterate
society can easily accomodate peacefiully any number of
language groups-as long-as the members of its educated
elite -share a lingua franca.

(W. simon, 1967: p. 89)

As urbanization occurs, increased interaction among members of a socilety
creates the potential for language conflict if one language (most often
the previous lingua franca) receives preferential status with regard to
political, eccnomic or educational institutions. With access to such
institutional areas blocked for one group due to language; there is
pressure exerted on them to either accept non-involvement or to become
bilingual. Socio-linguists have termed this phenomenon the functional

creation of language domains (institutionalized 'appropriateness' of a

particular language in given situations) and have paid little attention
to the related political and economilc issues until recently.

R.F. Inglehart and M. Woodward (1967) have suggested recently
that situations where political solutions to language conflict are sought
emerge only when language is perceived as the critical variable in the
determination of economic inequality (p. 375) between cultural groups
operating within nation-state communities. This view is now guite
readily accepted, particularly because common language is held to be one
of a number of variables necessary to institutional participation.
Language becomes, then, a causal factor as well as an issue in the
emergence of nationalist claims. Such a position is important in
determining the breadth of actual issues - economic claims are easily
correlated to language conflict. ZFor such theorists, the guestion is
never whicﬁ is more important - language or cconomy ~ for variables

tend to be viewed as clustering and interdependent.
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Structurally, language loss is often perceived as the initial
phase of cultural assimilation. (For example, the lack of internal
nationalist movements in the U.S.A. can be explained through successful
assimilation initiated by the need to speak English, its reinforcement
in the public school system, leading to eventual language loss.) The
threat of assimilation will often cause the emergence of language claims
as a means to forestalling the process; Particularly with regards to
its symbolic value; language is an accessible 'rallying point' for
nationalist sentiment - at least, many analysts so claim. Minogue
(1967) , for example; stresses both the symbolic element as well as the
need for a distinct language as a barrier to outside influences (see his
Chapter 5).

Where language is claimed as é basis for nationalist demands,
culﬁural theorists maintain analytically that a language group;

“'en masse, is discriminated against. Lack of shared ianguage in a
political and economic community leads to stfuctural inequalities”béﬁween
~groups which are, in turn, translated in £o nationalist demands.

This type of analysis, of course, assumes a structural homo-
~geneity among the language group experiencing domination. But it has
been shown that language serves within the realm of values both holistic
and differentiation functions. It is questionable whether domination and
frustrated institutional entry is a situation experienced throughout the
nation in gimilar ways (given internal differentiation). Even post-
nationalist attempts at standardizing languages in new nation-states
wherée language wes not an original issue must cope with this fact in

deciding which language will be’ standardized.
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Instead, and Marxist anélysis should take heed, it would
reflect reality far better to see the integrative functions of language
reflecting this same duality: internally facilitating or inhibiting
-institutional entry along class dimensions. Particular segments of the
ﬁopulation‘might feel more dominated given social class aspirations,
et cetera. This permits a more accurate identification of class intérests
which consensus theorists ignore.

In addition, it is extremely important to:keep in mind that,
within the realm of values and solidarity of sentiment the elements
common to all language group members predate the development of class
structures characteristic of modern society. (See S. Ryerson,; 1972 for
a discugsion of this, p. 224) Given social class differences; however,
this 'solidarity of sentiment' is open to sﬁartling and far-reaching
modification. It does, though, provide a coercive mechanism for the
mobilization bf nationalist sentiment on a large scalé.

This discussion of language has revealed short-comings in both
Marxist and value~derived . (cultural) approaches to the 'nation'.

There has now been established a fairly strong duality to be explored:
cohesion VS differentiation (or, more specifically, solidarity or
community of sentiment and class-based sentiment.) The following section
will respond to this factor through the elaboration of a definition of
class, ana the outlining of the principle problems to be explored in the

definiticn of 'mation' and nationalism in Chapter 2.
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Language, it has beeh'shown; reflects and reinforces differences
between cultures and within cultures; Tfaditionally; conéensus theorists
have employed the analytic benefits of the former; and‘Marxists;'while ’
latter wviewpoint. In essence; thopgh; a theory of the ‘natioﬁ’ énd
nationalism must incorporate this duality. Having already elaborated
descriptions of cultural and societal wholes, it is necesSary to more

closely examine internal differentiation to balance the picture.
i) Class

Social class has become a popular variable in sociological
analysis, provides the basis for a large part of the debate in the
discipline, and yet is too often 'taken for granted' definitionally.
Before any study which assumes any form of class analysis can be under-
taken successfully, a definition must be tendered due to the popularity
yet confusion over the term. |

L. Coser and B. Rosenberg (1969) note in their introduction
to a series of readings on class that

...there 1ls nevertheless a common understanding

that class pertains to hierarchical position in the

social order and differential distribution of prestige

based on that position.
(p.. 377}
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This 'tacit agreement’ is.questiénéble?‘ interpretations vary so Widely;
and at some times with such small gradations of qualitative difference,
that; unlike the previous discuséion: 'schools! of'thquéht'are'much
more difficult to ascertain;

Both Marx and Weber cormiented extensively on class = Weber in
much clearer conceptual terms than'Maré; Both have influéﬁded the -
development of theories of class; sb é qﬁiék review:iS'ﬁecé§Sar§.

Marxz, although he never clearly defined class,; employed it as the
basis for a large proportion of his work. BAbove all else, Marx made
clear the objective reality of class. Classes arose out of economic
relations and the relationship of people to the modes of production at
any given point in timezzg This explanation does not pretend to be
detailed or complex. What is crucial to oﬁr understanding is that
class rests ultimately on "an economic foundation, the mode of production,
vhich itself consists of the fofces of producticn and the relations of

roduction” (C. Anderson, 1974: p. 46). Class is essentially a

complex system of economic relationships which are explicitly antagonistic -
antagonistic because in capitalist society, this relationship is

essentially exploitive. (See Charles Anderson, 1974, Chapters 1, 2, and

3 for a good, simple discussion of basic Marxist theory.)23 From this
complex conception of class, Marx derived further conéepts such as class
consciousness (individual subjective awareness of class membership and
interest in xelation to other classes) and false conscicusness (faulty
individual identification; or lack of any identification.at all):

Marz's analysis iz crucial for severzl reasons.  First, class
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" ig identified objectively and, .second, class is .perceived as conflictual.

Each of these elements has influénced, to varying degres, current attempts
to arrive at workable definitions of class.

Max Weber, in attempting to avoid what he characterized as
nmonocausal interpretation, also perceived class as economic in derivation,
but he added dimensions with which Marx did not deal as extensively.

In our terminology, "classes" are’ggE_Emy emphasié)

communitiés; they merely represent possible, and frequent,

bases for communal action. We may speak of a "class™ when

(1) a number of people have in common a specific causal

component of their life chances, in so far as :((2) this

component is represented exclusively by economic interests

in the possession of goods and opportunities for income, and

A{3) 1is represented under the conditions of the commodity

or labour markets.

(M. Weber, 1967: p. 181)
To this economic definition Weber added gtatus groups: "every typical
component of the life fate of men that is .determined by a specific,
positive or negative, social estimation of honour" (M. Weber, 1967:
p. 184). Subsumed under status was lifestyle. (This is an important
line of distinction from Marx, for it shifts the focus of class further
into the social realm than did Marx's work. See footnote 23.) While
both Marx and Weber perceived class objectively, Weber was less likely
to impute inherent conflict.

There is here in Weber's work legs of the critical anti-Marx
stance he is commonly assumed to take. Both were writing in defense of
objective criteria. But dominant approaches today find their roots in
Weber's status concerns, and certainly hig work .on status has conlributed

heavily to functionalist theories of stratification. TFunctional strees

on equilibrium and values has influenced a large proportion of current
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" sociological work, particularly that empirical research concerned with
prestige and occupational relationships. Essentially, in the functionalist
viewpoint

As a functioning mechanism a society must somehow

distribute its members in social positions and induce

them to perform the duties of these positions.

(K. Davis and W. Moore, 1969: p. 404)
This perspective views class as functional and consensual? and posits
mobility between classes. Systems conflict is not seen as inherent in
the system, but caused by imbalances which can be accomodated.

This position is at odds with conflictual'modéls;lwhiCh,
although they vary tremendously; have all; in some respect or another,
been influenced by Merxist thought. Indeed, the dominant debate over
class seems to centre on class as either consensual or conflictual,
objective or subjective: proponents vary from classical Marxists to
rigid functionalists.

With reference to the previous discussion, Marx clearly outlined
the confiict inherent in capitalist society. Although thE’éeéréé'of
impoverishment he predicted hasg perhaps not been realized, the mobility,
pluralism and egalitarianism functional theorists impute to social
stratification do not exist. (A whole school of socioleogy has garnered
evidence to this effect: sse, for example, W. Clement (1975), and
L. Johnson (1874).) What becomes clear is that gaps in the economic
positions and privileges of modern society are increa'si_ngz4 due to the
antagonisms in the Canadian class structure;, Only an objective;’conflict
definition of class can deal adeéﬁately with thig phenomenon.

Therefore, classes are to be understood as embodying “"relationships
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.of property and work, in the context of a mode of production" (S. Ryerson,
1973: p. 224).which are an?agonistic and fesﬁlt in differential access
to the exercise of power: This definition allows the relational ﬁature'
.of class structures to be iﬁvéstiéated: It algo:permité a class tjpolcgy
more reflgctive of particular socio-historical conditiénél'étfessés
anatagonism and suggests the manipulation of instruments Such,as.thei
state for the maintenance of such.relationShiPSZS;

With this definition in mind; we caﬁ exémine the difficulties of
applying a conflict concept of class to a phenoménbn; whibh;'in part;

depends on solidarity of sentiment, or consensus: the 'nation'.

ii)} Class and Cultural Views of Nation

Initially, it might appear that a definition of class which posits
antagonism cannot be used in conjunction with cultural views of‘the
'nation'. This is true if, and only if, a cultural perspective disregards
internal differentiation such as that suggested in the discussion on
language.

As we have seen, Marxist analysis tends to downplay a cultural
or consensus view of the nation, preferring 'nation' to be coterminous
with political boundaries (and reflective of the growth of national
markets which serve bourgeois interests). The cultural school, on the
other hand, suggests that national consciousness erases class issues in

favour of the national .question, Each perspective, in essence, treats

the other position's focus as irrelevant, if not non-existant. If,
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.however, "nation" in a consensus or cultural sense (with modifications)

and class are treated'asAco—éxisting; some of these problems can be
overcome. Chapter 2 establishes the framework for investigating the
_relationship of class to nationalism in Quebec; and the first step is a
fedefinition of nation which admits the duality of cohesion and differenti-
ation within the nation (which the previous discussion of language iﬁdicates

is necessary).

5)  Uniresolved Igsues

Section 1 of this Chapter suggested how theories of nationalism
have developed in reference to definigions of the 'nation' as a cultural
or class-specific phenomenon. Section 2 elaborated this distinction
through a consideration of language in its holistic and differentiation
value functioﬁs, and its integrative role in traditional nationalist
theory. The conclusion was that, seeing language as a facet of culture,
it served to both unify and internally differentiate using national
socleties as the units of analysis.

In contrast, Section 3 established a working definition of
class, and suggested that a conflict view of class can be compatible
with a modified interpretation of a cultural view of the ‘nation'.

{(This will be fully explored in Chapter 2.)

The essential problem, then, with regard to Macleod's
"Unresolved Dilemia of the Quebec Left" is the relationship betweeh nation
and national conscicusness (or ‘solidarity of sentiment') and class and

class consciousness when nationalism arises. What is the nature of this



- relationship given a definition of nation which .posits both cohesion

and differentiation.
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' NozES

1. B classic example here is the case of Marx and Engels.
See the discussion below. -

; 2. It is from this second school of thought that a more propérly
cultural definition of the 'nation' has emerged which, at-this time,

can be employed to different ends than its earliest propecnents would
have suggested. Given the socio-historical conditions of the unification
of Germany, this original cultural definition of the ‘nation' was
employed to justify the policies of Bismarck in Germany and Manzini in
ILaly‘ So, as one might expect, it is at this level that disagree-
ments with socialists was most strong, tactical commitment being the
point in question. '

3. This sharp line of demarcation between nation and state
was to influence greatly the theoretical perspectives of Marx and Engels.

4. Hegel's conception of 'historyless peoples' is still
echoed today in current attempts to creat typologies of nationalism.
Understanding ‘non-historic' nations among Third World countwies
undergoing nationalist transformations is the best example (see Symmons-
Symonolewicz, 1970; Chapter 1). Such analyses attempt to cope with
nationalism in situations where there is not a long pre-state formation,
history, or community of culture, or even common language.

5. C. Wright Mills (1970) does not argue that the state is
always the instrument of the bourgeoisie. Rather, it is the instrument
of one class - the dominant class. As modes of production shift, so,
too, doeg the dominant class. However, under capitalism, this class is
the bourgeoisie.

The state is seen as an instrument of one class and,
in advanced capitalism, of a class that is in economic
decline. The class of which the state is the coercive
instrument is no longer economically progressive, no
longer functionally indispensable, and yet it still
holds power. It must, therefore, act increasingly by
coercion.
(C. Wright Mills, 1970: p. 92).

In addition, it might be noted that, despite this role of the state as
an instrument of the dominant class, in its attempts to coerce, the '
state..strives Dboth te contain and minimize conflict as well as preserve
the status ‘quo. Potential conflict exists between the bourgeoisie and
the state when these functions constrain bourgeois activity. Despite
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this, state.interests.generally are.defined by hourgeois interests.
6. .See Note 7.

- 7., Symmons-Symonolewicz here provides the basis for the
analysis of wvariants of nationalism. However, the insistence on a
" ‘collective set of mobilizing values blinds him, as-all authors-of this
school, to potential wvariants of nationalism within the nation, rather
than just from nation to nation.

Canadians is well documented. What is questionablé about the Riouxr/
Dofny position is their explanation that this disadvantage leads-
necessarily to collective perceptions which supercede other forms of
consciousness (see this argument expanded below]).

9. The Rioux/Dofny approach is constrained by a time element.
Their work preceded the recent radicalization of Quebec labour, so their
analysis lacks the benefit of hindsight.

10. H. Davis characterizes this as a "setback for Marxism fraom
which it has not yet fully recovered" (H. Davig, 1967: p. 29}).

11. This characterization of the nation is repeated in M.
Rodinson's work {(1968&: pp. 131-~149).

ra .
Ce processus est couronne par la formation d'um
o r'd . . £ . . -
véritable marché national qui caracterise la nation...
(p. 144)

question nationale et coloniale is still a 'guiding light' for Marxists
concerned with the question of nationalism. M. Rodinson (1968: p. 137)
notes it is an inferior piece of work. Furthermore, Stalin was probabl
to a large degree influenced by his own biography. He was part of a
large, nationally conscious minority of Georgians.

13. For example, Marxists are likely to view culture as a
bourgecis creation with the potential of being proletarianized. 1In
contrast, mainstream analysts are more likely to view it as a transcendent
accumulation of mankind's achievements.

14. This definition is probably an accumulation of definitions

garnered throughout my reading and research, but which differs from any
" particular definition in its attempts to, for the moment, allow either
a class, or non-class specific interpretation.

15. Bnother excellent example of the trend towards the
identification of universals is found in Osgocd's work on the semantic
differential. . He has identified three connotative dimensions universally
underlying language: - evaluative (good/bad), activity. - (active/passive)
and powef (weak/strong). Research has, to this point, validated his

ochgexvations.
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16. A good example is kinship.terminology which varies widely
cross=culturally, according -to-"the recognition of different dimensions
of distinctive featureg" (F. Lounsbury, 1973: p. 57).

17.  This should not be interpreted to mean that a particular
culture will have its own mniquely differentiated.language. Dialects,
for example, would transmit the same type 0f culture-laden perceptions.,
(See J. Fishman, 1972: Chapter 4.4)

18. The similarity to Whorffs work should be noted here.’

19. See Bernstein (1973) for a fuller explanation of code
characteristics.

20. It has been suggested to me that Bernstein's work meshes
nicely with the large AMmerican literature on the 'culture of poverty'
and 'language deprivation' (which reached its apex with the Headstart
Prpgram).' But, as W. Labov (1973: pp. 179-215) points out, this
literature is based on a faulty appreciation of the nature of 'lower
class' language. He convincingly demonstrates that, although there
are guantifiable differences between middle and lower class speech,
these differences do not indicate lower. levels of logic or verbosity.
On the contrary, it has been the tendency of analysts to measure working
class speech behavioxr (although he uses black ghetto dwellers) against
standard English (that is, middle class speech in most cases) as well as
the use of interview situations which structure defensive verbal responses
which has led to conclusions regarding lower levels of speech behavior
among the lower classes or ghetto dwellers. Labov argues convincingly for
an appreciation of such speech variants as non-standard varieties, not
as intrinsically inferior modes of speech.

21. There runs through Mueller's work an equation of elaborated
cede to the code one must have in order to participate in modern
pelitical culture. It is assumed to be a 'better' form. Implicit in this
view ig the value assumption that abstraction and complexity are not only
necessary, but desirable. Rather than leading to passivity, consistent
reinforcement of lower class position via the restricted code might
lead to an insupportable gap in objective realities and dominant ideology.
This, at least, is woxrthy of consideration. .

22. Much of the difficulty in using a Marxist conception of class
lies in advancing the socio-historical analysis. Particularly, for
modern theorists, this involves, among other things, solving the riddle
of tertiary sector worksxzs. ' '

23. Marx's concept of class had political and ideological
dimensions, but these dimensions should not, I .think, be confused with
determinants, Marx was certalnly aware of these other social-dimensions
but, in contrast to Weber's work, they were hot nearly as broad or deep
in their scope.’. His work did not stretch as far into the social realm
‘of prestige and status and, consequently, is more tightly rooted to
‘economic factors. '
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. ‘'24.. Leo.Johnson's work . (1974). provides useful data.for examining
this trend.. Using average income (1946. to 1971), earned income received
by decile (1946 .to 1971) and purchasing power by .decile (1946 to 1971},
Johnson effectively demonstrates that

Since 1951 not only has there been a decline in the portion
of new income received Dby the:lower fifty per cent of
earners, but this decline appears to be occurring .at an
.acceleratlng rate, and to be reaching higher and higher in
the ranks of income earners.

(.. Johnson, 1974: p. 5)

25, Like many others, I have had difficulty in finding a good
definition, so I have resorted to a modification - of derson in an
attempt to answer the needs of my analysis.



CHAPTER TWO

Chapter 1 has indicated the necessity of maintaining in any
analysis of the 'nation' a duality which recognizes both national
cohesion and internal differentiation. The perusal of the literature on
language, éultuze and class suggested mechanisms by which this duality
occurred and could be reinforced. ‘

The dominant approaches on the left to nationalism in Quebec
fail to do this. Although the Rioux/Dofny analysis sees the validity
of dealing with both class and national consciousness, the two phenomena
are seen to exist in an antagonistic relationship to one another: one
form dominates historically at the expense of the other. Marxists, in
contrast, define national consciousness as class consciousness which,
in essence, invalidates national congciousness and reduces national
questions to dogmatic economism.

Before an adequate analysis of the relationship of class to
nationalism can .be developed, it is necessary to define ‘nation‘;

. .cchesion . (emerging from cultural views of the 'nation' wﬁibhigtfeéé'
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‘solidarity of sentiment) and interhal differentiation must be taken into
.account.: Then, and only thengfgan.the'relation of ‘¢class to nationalism
be explored.

The definition of 'nation' which I have .evolved draws from
both Marxist and cultural positions in an attempt to ovércome the weakness
in each. In order to satisfy the criterion of dualiby'(cohésion"égé:
differentiation), a cultural definition must contain an explicit
appreciation of internal differentiation, while a Marxist view must .be
broadened to include a sense of the larger national ccllectivity.

Consequently, nation is defined as

.:.a human collectivity which shares a common culture, or’

a common fund of significant experiences and interests,

and conceives of itself as a nation...
(K. symmons-Symonolewicz, 1970: p. 1)
and which has a system of class relationships characteristic of the
dominant modes of production.

Naticn, by this definition, is both a collectivity transcending
class divisions and a collectivity with important internal conflicts.
Neither side of this duality, however, should be seen ag more important
or significant. On the contrary, this duality is dynamic. Both elements

. (cohesion and differentiation) are under continual modification in
response to socio-higtorical specificities.

There are several points which should be noted here, initially
the subjective nature of cohesion. A nation is a nation betause its
nemﬁers conceive of themselves in such a waf; Understanding this is
essential in order to do justice.to historical veality. Nations exiét,

appear and/or are created on the basis of a self-legitimizing process.
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A nation may exist

...even where.one or .other of thel‘objectiye"EEerritory,

language, etca elements.in nation-hobod are weak or absent.

On this account, if we can show that most of the members of’

the units of Tanzania, Ghaha or Palestine possess a strong

and fixed desire to belong to a Tanzanian, Ghanaian or’

Palestinian nation, then those nations have come into

existence. e .

(A. Smith, 1973: pp. 21-22)

Self-definition is the critical component of nationhood. Lohg historical
roots are not necessary where common interests exist. But when such '
roots are available, they become {(as in thé case of Quebec) important
¢omponents for national self-identification. 1In this process, language
can become, for national members, a particularly important variable,
both lending actual cohesion (on the basis of common language) as well
as providing justification for defining one's group as a nation.

A second point of interest is the fact that nations 4o not have
.to be defined in terms of what they might constitute at some future
point in time. For example, a group need not strive for political unity
before being called a nation. Political dimensiong are a quite. separate
issue having to do with mobilized and directed national consciousness
(this is discussed in greater detail below).

The third point to note is that the internal differentiation of’
nations varies socio~historically on the basis of the dominant modes’
of economic crganization. (Classes have already been defined in
Chapter 1 as structural consequences of the mode of production.in a

.society.) Tanguage, then, while it féeds national solidaxrity is still

‘also an important variable in creating and .sustaining internal differences.
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The advantage of this definition of the nation is that it
identifies both the solidarity.and differentiation’ characteristic of
nations, thus establishing the”framework necessary for investigating the
relation of class to nationalism. What emerges from this approach.is a.
clear understanding of the fimdamental relationship of class to nation.
Nations are not necessarily separate’from'class;vbut; rather, composéd
of classes and characterized by the conflict inherent in class relation-
shipé. At the same time; there is a.cohééion'and solidarity which,
minimally; unites all classes and which operates through a common national
consciousness. (In the case of Quebéc; this is enhanced by language.)
Nations and classes, then, co—-exist.

It ig one thing to establisﬁ.this relationship betwaen class
and nation. It is guite another thing to move beyond it to explore the
relation of national consciousness to class consciocusness.  The hext
section describes these forms of consciousness and outlines certain
parameters of their relationship to one another.

2) National Consciousness and Class Consciousness

The Rioux/Dofny school has provided an excellent arqument for
considering national consciousness and class consciousness as variants
of the same phenomenon: group consciousness. They suggest that both

~go through four identifiable stages of development: consensus of

s

attitudes, beliefs; et cetera; growing "we" awareness; organization into

i

mobilized groups; and, seibure of. power.

1. Rioux and J. Dofny, 1971: p. 309}
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I would.add that at any point iﬁ.thié.develbpment.there.might be a
failure; thus retarding: or.evén,enaing; thg'érowth,bf consciousness.

It should also be recognized that the mechanics of any of these stages
‘would vary from situation to situation. So, while these are functionally
éistinct phencmena, they develop in similar ways. While the growth of
consciousness ({subjective awareness of shared objective reality) in

class is a concept Marxists would not dispute, the growth of national
consciousness, because it is seen as deflecting working class consciousness,
is analyzed by Marxists as a promotion of bourgeois class interests

(and; when embraced by the working class is viewed; at best, as false
consciousness). The phenomena are not functionally differentiated by
Marxists.

T hawe already suggested that the nation conceived of as an
historical—-cultural solidarity of sentiment (particularly when reinforced
by distinct language, as in Quebec) implies a set of values and interests
common to all national members. Class, on the other hand, differentiates
thé nation internally, and common class language, reflective of differing
class realities and daily existence implies a set of values and interests
common to all class members. For every person in a national society,
therefore, there are {(within the parameters of this discussion) two
potential forms of consciousness: national and class. Since consciousness
(as the subjective apprehension of shared objective reality) is enhanced
by language (althqhgh.not'égiiﬁby'language); in all instances; there
exists the.potential for the éméréenbe bf'élaSS‘ééghnational coﬁéciouénesS!

Certain conclusions may be drawn about the relation between these
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two forms of consciousness. I have argued that the Rioux/Dofny position
inaccurately reflects the situation of Quebec. There is.at least

evidence (see Chapter 3 and Chapter 4) that class and national consciousness
are both operating in French C;nadian society; Rioux and Dofny's argument
that the two forms of consciousness are mutually exclusive is highly suspect.
In the same critical vein, the Marxist argument that national consciousness
"'is class consciousness erases national consciousness as a concern: but it
’Qgéé_exist!

I am suggesting here that the two forms of consciocusness can and
do co~exist. This is not an answer to the question of what constitutes
the relationship between class and nationalism, however.

Returning to Ricux and Dofny's aeVelopmental scheme, there is a
clear point of distinction to be made between the stages in.the growth
of consciousness which they detail. The stages of (1) consensus of
attitudes and (2) a growing "we" awareness are quite different than those
of (3) organization into mobilized groups and (4) seizure of power.
Consciousness, I suggest, pertains to the first two stages; mobilization
cf consciousness to achieve power (oxr, perhaps just change) pertains to
the last two stagesz.

At the level of conscicusness alone, co-existing forms are .quite
compatible. But when consciousness is mobilized, the relationship between
the mobilized forms of consciousness becomes problematic: With wmobilization,
conflicting allegiances are called into play.

For'example; althghéh,the’Working class and middle class .share
a national consciouSﬁeésqAhcuilization'by'the”middle'clasé‘oﬁftheﬂbasis

of naticnal interést may imply a set of ‘economic programmes .qguite at
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odds with the class interests of the working.class. The key to under-
standing this problem is an appreciation of the fact that consciousness
and nobilized consciousness are two quite separate phenomena; Mobilized
national ccnsciousness is no longer national consciousness: it is
nationalism. The problem iS'ééé_the relationship of class consciousness

to national consciousness: it is the relationship of class consciousness

to nationali.snm.

’/,xyﬂv
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. 3)"{Nationa1ismf('The‘Mobilization'of Consciousness

X. Symmons=—Symonolewicz (1970) has provided a framework for
defining nationalism. He notas (p. 40) that naticnaiism

...consists only of some few constitutive ideas and

1 bheliefs centring around the idea of nation and its
 rights in relation to other nations.

While he is inaccurate in calling this nationalism (his definition is
more properly styled national conscicusness) he does.go on to argue
that these "few constitutive ideas" must combine with other programmes
for action to create the synthesis necessary for the emergence of
nationalism. The strength of his position is his recognition that
“ideas centring around the idea of nation" cannot by themselves be a
sustaining ideology: they must combine with others.

To return to the terms used in this thesis;'national consciousness
is not,.on its own; an ideology. Ideologyfmag'be distinguishéa’fram'

consciousness on the basis of mobilization towards some end, which
. £

implies the inclusion of programmes for action (whethexr these be geared

to change or maintenance of the' status gno). . Hénce, national
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‘consciousness must combine with.other prescriptions for action before

it becomes nationalism.
\?j Nationalism, therefore, can be defined in the following way.
1

Nationalism is national consciousness mobilized with a view to lachieving

or malntalnlng part1cu1ar soc1al arrangcments (economl political,

social, or cultural). Thus, for example, national consciousness can be
fused with a variety of political doctrines:  democracy, fascism, or
even anarchy.

The advantage to such a definition is that it posits that variation
from nationalism to nationalism is situated not in national consciousness,
but in the other components of the ideology. Hence, nationalist ideologies
as seemingly diverse as fascism and Third World liberation are covered
by this one definition with variation explained by the view of social
utopila nationalists have.

A recent publication by Léon Dion (1975) supports. this view of
nationalism. Dion sees the ideology as a mix of "l‘idéolégie sociale"
and "1'idéblogie nationale" (p. 25). He defines nationalism as

...l'ensemble des representations faites par r&férence

~ roa, F oy . Y &

a une collectivite speCLflque particuliere, appelee

peuple ou nation, d&finie par un amalgame de traits,..

temQAqnant du sens d'une solidarité d'apparteﬁanue et destin

souvent en face d'autres collectivités jugeeb etrangeres

ou ennemis ainsi ¢rie par des projets concernant léprganlsation’

o
de la vie culturelle, economique et politigue juges convenir
3 cette collectivité.
(I.. Dion, 1975: p. 16)
What he essentially argues is that national consciousness (‘national
.ideology'}l.does not contain any particular ideas regarding the

organization of society — only that it take place within the national
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framework. The component of nationalist ideology which does contain
such ideas is a 'social ideology' emerging from secondary collectivities
{as opposed to the primary collectivity, the nation). Thus

Le nationalisme, en tant .gu' 1deo]og1e- vise- 3 rassembler

dans une perspective totalisante divers schémas 1deolog1ques

partlcuLlers - ceux des classes sociales et des grandes

collectivités secondaires...

(L. Dion, 1975: p. 17)

It is clear that Dion sees national ideology (or national consciousness,
to use my own terms) as insufficiently broad for‘providiné a.central
framework around which to-organize nationalist activity: This framework
emerges only when fused with a 'social ideology'. Like Symmons-
Symonolewicz, Dion argues that national consciousness must be synthesized
with other ideological perspectives-before nationalism can be said to
exist.

Seeing nationalism as mobilized national consciousness is
crucial to exploring the relationship between:class and nationalism. The
mobilization of national consciousness is, in essence, its fusion with
other ideological components. Oniy as these other elements are brought
into synthesis with national consciocusness does nationalism emerge.

This notion can be concretized through an example from Quebec,
the fleur—de-lis. The fleur-de-lis has long been a symbol strongly
attached to the identification of Quebec as a nation. It glorifies the
French connection and symbolically reflects.a long histoxy of conflict
between English and French on.the North American continent. Its
presence is a constant reinforcement of a “we“‘conéciouénesé’amoﬁg the’
Queps: 013:"A§ a syﬁbol; it is pézt of a Québébéis national consciousness:

any Québ&cois can look at the fleur-de-lis and be a party to this consciousness.
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‘When, however, this same fleur-de~lis is used in separatist
parades, it symbolizes far more than Quebec nationhood. It is now
attached to a particular set of political and economic programmes which
.are derived not from national consciousness; but national consciousness
mobilized with particular ends in view? The national consciousness
found throughout society is manipulated by the inclusion of the fleur-de-
lis as a symbol in separatist activity;

This example clarifies the critically important distinction
between national consciocusness and nationalism; The fusion (as national
consciousness is mobilized) with other ideological perspectives to
create nationalism raises a new'set_of questions which can now be asked.
Essentially, what are thé sources cf these other ideological perspectives
vhich join in the synthesis to create nationaliism?

tudents of nationalism have long attempted to categorize.
nationalism as good or bad, revolutionary or reactionary; or progressive
or conservative. The source of this variation is situated in the factors
which affect the mobilization of national conSciousness;‘ééé;in national
.consciousness itself. Dion recognizes this when he states that

...3 chaque changement dans la perception de la situation

parni les collectivités secondaires, correspond un rajustement

du contenu de 1l'id&ologie nationale.
(s, Dion, 1975: p. 17)

Change finds its source in the‘§ggpgdér§ collectivities, not in national
consciousness. Furthermore, among thESétéecOnaary'collectivitieé;‘Dion’
cites class  (p. 17}.

If natioﬁalism iS'é‘mébilization'of'ﬁétional cohécidﬁénesS'

via - fnsion with other ideological perspectives, then class now énters
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.our analysis as a potential source for these other perspectives.

The' central problem this thesis explores is the relationship
of class to nationalism in Quebec; utilizing language as a variable of
investigation. The discussion to this point has clarified a number of
factors. TFirst, class and nation and their respective forms of
conscicusness co-exist. (Chapter 3 will provide éempirical proof for
this assertion.) Second; nationalism has been defined as national
consciousness mobilized with particular ends in vieW“éig;synthesis with
other perspectives to create the idéolpgy; Whereas the source of national
consciousness is already understood to be‘the'hation; the sources of
these other ideological elements have not been elaboratedz Dion's
suggestion that secondary collectivities-are the base . for 'social
ideology' raises the issue of class as a po£éntia1 source for these
ideological perspectives. The problem for investigation can now be
succinctly stated: is class and class conscilousness a significant
variable in the mobilization of national consciousness to create the
synthesis ‘'nationalism'.

On the one hand, if empirigal investigation indicates class-
is not a significant factor in this synthesis, then the problem MacLeod
identified on the Quebec left igs a rather fruitless wast of time. 'If;
on the other hand, clasS‘ié_inVOIVed in this syntheSis; it is necessary
to discover the importance of the role . it plays. Before answers . to
these questions can be detexmined; howévér; certain parameters for the
enpirical iﬂvestigationfmust'beaéstablished{ Most important among these

is the nature of the class struoctire of Quebec.
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In Chapter 1, class was.defined in relation to the dominant

modes of production in society. In order to detail the nature of the
class system; it is necessary to esta§llsh a working knowledge of the
economic fabric of Quebec. Briefly, Quebec can be described. as part'of
a larger system of mondpol? capitélism. Eut this, by i li_ tells us
1ittie about the class gystem.. . Certain-features;-peeuliaxr to Quebec;

IS

have created a system of class-relationghips equally unigue.

The first and probably most significant feature iz the degree’

of foreign domination of the economy. Quebec.has always provided an

attractive climate for Iorean anebtment,_&gr reasons-vazylng (in

e e

eaxrly years) from a cheap labour fqrggw_gg4_;ate§l attractive govertment
cheap labour for ater, attra _

e e =S

incentives.

Beginning in the 1920's, principally because of her

wealth in non-ferrous metals and water regources,

Quebec became a source of primary materials for

American Iimperialist capital. Since the last war,

American investments have tended to invade many

different sectors of production.

(G. Bourgue and M. Laurin-Frenette, 1972: p. 191)

The result by 1960 was .that American and Anglo contrel of industxy
characterized the Quebgsc econcmy, particularly in the areas of resoutrce
developiment and manufacturing. French Canadian ownership had slowly
been pushed back into centres of light 1n6ustry, such as wood and leather,
(s.H. Milner and H. Milner, 1973: p. 34} and the agricultural and
service sectors of the sconcuy. These French Canadian contrellied areas

of the economy represent. SGGtoxs’D:'non¥monopélY’contrul

will be demonstrated, they do not necessarily dictate the parameters of
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conflict. in .Quebec.

AComparatively; in 1961; ErenCh:Canadian—cohtrolled:manufacturing
interests employed 21.8% éf'thé*ménﬁfécﬁﬁfing labour force but contributed
only 15% to the total value added of thig sector{. The' corresponding
figures for Anglo—%?ntrolled industry were 46.9% of the manufacturing
labour férce and 42%8% of the value added total; and, for foreign-
controlled'industry; the figures were 31:3%‘of the labour force and
41.8% of the value %dded: Table 1 provides a vefy good indication of
the degree of foreién inveétment in Quebec in 1961; It was true that

If 'ies Québécois’predominate in the primary sector (due

to agriculture) and in the tertiary sector (due to service

industries),%one'must still underline the fact that in the

secondary sector (industrial production), their absence is
notable,"Le% Québé&cois' control only 20% of this activity.
(PQ Publication, 1970: p. 18)
(my translation)
That much of this control centred in the manufacturing and finance
gectors is extremely important, as these are key development sectors
in any economy.

By 1969, the situation had not improved. Table 2 indicates that
the 10 most important industrial employeré (according to the number of
employees) were, with 1 exception, non-Québ&cois controlled; In the
same year, 50% of banks, Caisses Populaires, and savings banks and 80%
of insurance companies were foreign-controlled (PQ, 1970: p; 19).

Thig is an important point because fhese financial institutions act as

capital pools which can and 'do, to a large extent, help shape investment

and development.
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‘Percentage of Labour Force in Selected Industries

by Employment in Establishments Under French

Canadian, Other Canadian and Foreign Ownership,
Quebec, 1961%

Establishments Controlled

by Total No.
. French Other Foreign | . .of
Canadianis . Canadizng . Intevests. ' Y . Bstablishments
1. Agriculture 91.3% 8.7% ’ - 100 1,312
2. Mining 6.5 53.1 40.4 100 259
3. Manufacturing 21.8 46.9 31.3 100 - 4,683
4. Construction 50.7 35.2 14.1 100 1,264
5. Traunsport and . 37.5 49 .4 i3.1 100 1,024
communications
(Private)
6. Wholesale 34.1 47.2 18.7 100 693
Trade
7. Retail Trade 56.7 35.8 7.5 100 1,787
8. Finance 25.8 . 53.1 21.1 100 522
8. Services 71.4 28.6 - 100 3,509
% of Total 47.3 . 37.6 15.0 100 15,153

- *Excludes forestry, fishing, trappipg and the
public sector.

Source: G.. Raynauld, 1973: p. 150 .
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“TABLE. 2

Ten Most Important Industrial
‘Empléyers in Quebec,

1969
" Employees ‘Control*

Northern Electric 13,500 Canada
Alican 12,200 Canada-USA
Dominion Textile A 10,500 Canada
Canadian International Paper ’ $,800 USA
Domtax %,5C0 Canada
Consolidated Bathurst S,OOO Canada
Noranda ) 8,000 Canada
Canadairx . 8,000 USA
Price 5,800 Canada~Great Britain
United Aircraft 5,500 USA
Bombardier, Litée. 4,000 Quebec

* Canada: English Canada

Source: PQ Publication, 1970: p. 19
(my translation)




77

One "important consequence of foreign domination is the relatively
small proportion of "big" Frenbhﬁbapitalists‘(with,'of'course;'important
exceptions such as Péul Desmarais of Power Corporation). Those that do
exist are dependent, to a large éxtent; on Canadian and Rmerican capital.
As a co?ollary, most ‘'advancement' for the Quebecois is restricted to the
managerial ladder in the private sector, oxr the public Sector;4 " This
tendency is reflected and enhanced by the Chahéing'Océupational.structure
of Quebec. {(See Table 3)

The increase (absolutely and relatively) in white collar occupations,
intellectuals (as Brunelle calls them) and professionals is characteristic
of a socliety with an emphasis on service and delivery of éoo&é. While
industrial production is still important; there is a shift towards the
bureaucratic and technocratic organization of non-productive sectors,
with productive sectoxs dominated; as dembnstrated; by nonmguébécois.

This might be interpreted as the creation of ‘& super-structure which
facilitates both the penetration of monopoly capital and the growth of
‘consumer' society.

Brunelle (1975: pp. 69~70) argues that much of this expansion
is occuring at lower occupational levels, with most white collar work
non~differentiated from blue collar jobs in the econcmic process: they
are functionally the same form of work, though the content may differ.
Together; blue and white collar workers form the working class. Brunelle
~goes on to distinguish intellectual workers fram white collar workers
on the bagis of both,autonomy6 and advanced levels of renumeration, but

cautions that this is a fine line of distinction. Some occupations, such
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TABLE 3

Occupational Structure

of the Quebec Labour Force, 1951,

1961, 1971 (Raw and Percentage Figures)
1951 1961 1971
(,000) % (,000) % (,000) %

Manual Workers 1,226 84.8% 1,397 81.5% 1,561 80.1%

-Blue Collar 836 57.8 856 50.0 791 40.6

-White Collar 390 27.0 541 31.5 770 39.5
Intellectuals”® 96 6.6 154 9.0 235  12.1
Administrators, directors 108 7.5 "138 8.0 103 5.3
Professionals 16 1.1 26 1.5 48 2.5
Totals 1,446 100% i,715 100% 1,947 100%

Source: D. Brunelle, 1975: p. 74° (my translation)

® . . . s . ..
Included in this category are specialists, technicians, teachers and

clerics.
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such as teaching, might, under certain circumstances, form part of the
working class (1975: p. 71)...The final criteria;.he’argues, is the
occupation in relation to its role in the larger capitalist system: does
it dominate labour?

Brunelle's work meshes nicely with aspects of Hubetrt .Guindon 's
(1967: pp. 33-59) analysis of the new middle class. The new middle
class, argues Guindon, arises iﬁ response to the administrative needs
of colonial regimes (although his analysis can be seen in the light of
economic formg of domination too = not just political forms); Essentially,
then, it is a ciass which organizes and services.

In the process of developing urban social bureaucracies,-

the need for functional specialization and training brought

the new generation in contact with the various specialized

social, human, biological and econcmic sciences of industrialized

society. (p. 45)

Guindon's new middle class parallels; in many ways; Brunelle's intellectual
workers and, also, portions of his category “édministrators‘; it is a
~group specific to bureaucratized society; providing organizational and
service functions, but at a higher level of autonomy and authority than
white or blue collar workers.

Where Guindon and Brunelle part company, however, is in the
relative importance of growth in the new middle class. Guindon's category
is less exacting than Brunelle's and seems to include. a large proportion
‘of Brunelle's white collar workers. .So, while Brunelle and Guindon
agree with regards to absolute growth; Brunelle distinguishes white
collar work from intellectual work. The growth rate of white collar work
from 1951 to 1971

ig 97%. Over the same time period, the growth rate for

intellectuals is 144%. (D. Brunelle, 1975: pp. 74-75). At the same time,



white collar work as a proportion of the entire labour force has increased
12%, while intellectual occupations incréases its proportion by about

5.5% (See Table 3). If, as Brunelle aréues; white collar work is not

all that different than blue collar work; there is an important difference
in the two approaches to clasé'ianuebec. While this growth is
undifferentiated for Guindon, for Brunelle it means similar growth at

two levels in society: the working class and the middle c1aés:

Guindon's view of the new middle class is weak precisely for
these reasons. It does not do adequate justice to the wide range of
differentiation within the expanding sectors of society. Brunelle's
approach comes closer to capturing this reality.

From this discussion come the 5ustifications for the following
analysis of the class structure of Quebec. Quebec's class system is
characterized, first, by a working class composed . of both wage and
salaried labourers, and white collar workers, specifically those within
large bureaucratic organizations. Second, there is a groWing'middle
class, technocratic and lower managerial in character.7 Third, people
in higher levels of administration and management (which would include
individual capitalists) compose a bourgeoisie with a vested interest in
the status quo. The fourth group, professionéls, are more problematic.
Depending on the sector in which they work, at what Jevel of autonomy
and authority, and in what relation to the larger society as a whole,
they can be considered working class, middle class or bourgecis. For
eXample;'an assembly plant doctor will be performing a role iﬂ the’

production process quite different than that of a lawyer for a large
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corporation. In the first-case, the doctor is involved in a- (perhaps
not very lucrative)'service,'situéting him in thefmiddlé'CIass; while
the lawyer may performvadministrative'fﬁnctioné of a sufficiently high
order to place him in the'bourgeoiSie;

The above is not intended as an -exhaustive desbription*bf'class
in Quebec.8 Rather; it attempts to provide a basic;AWOIkable'SChemé
for use in the analysis of'ChaptefS'Thrée'and Four: It doeé;‘hoWevér;
reflect the dominant features of class in Quebec - to do any more is
beyond the scope of this enquiry; (For example;'the'bourgeoiSie‘might
be broken down into elites that are aefined; but the problems that are
involved in identifying who is an elite member are too complex to be
undertaken here.) |

The class system of Quebec has eme#ged as a structural response -
to the growth of monopoly capitalism; Classes;-moréovér; do .not exist .
in a vacuum; but are in continual interaction with one anothek¥. One of
the central features of capitalism is the antagonistic nature of these
relationships. Class consciousness, when mobilized iﬁto class.action;
brings this antagonism into focus. Therefore monopoly capitalism; as
a system of economic organization, must seek to minimize conflict if the
“'status guo is to be maintained. Bourgeois inﬁerests are essentially the
defining interests of monopoly capital. In addition; the state generally
(while not always) acts as an agent for these interests; in that it, too,
has a vested interest in minimizing conflict; Both. the middle class and

working class are alienated; to varying degrees, from the exércise of’
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effective power in society. Thelr class interests are not necessarily
‘best séfvéd”bQ éhe status quo.

Certain hypotheses regarding mechanisms for minimizing conflict
can be drawn from thesé considerations.  The first is that the bourgeoisie
will seek to legitimate its claim to power. Secbnd; where legitimation
fails, co-optation may be éttempted; Co-optation refers to incorporation
by one class or‘anothei'class‘SAdemands; leadership or'ideOLOQY‘in an
attempt to end conflict: And; where co—optation does not'Succeed; direct
confrontation“mayAresnlt: The nature of the response by those who
exercise power depends on the nature of the class demand. If it is only
if it is highly disruptive, the chances for confrontation will increase.

In terms of the larger question of fhe relation of class to
nationalism; if class is found to be a source of the perspectives which
combine with national consciousness, the relations between those in
power and nationalists will, to some éxtent; reflect the relations between
classes; Consequently, the same mechanisms for minimizing conflict may
become operant.

The final issue to be discussed before beginning the empirical
investigation is that of language. I have already used language as a
theoretical justification for .adopting a view of nationalism as mobilized
national consciousness. Language . acts both holistically and differentially;
indicating that national consciousness and claSS’conSciQusneSS'c0vexist:
Lénégagé can now be 1used as a.focﬁé—fér in%estigétinﬁ nétioﬁalism in

Quebec - language demands have heéen a critical issue in every. instance
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of nationalism in Quebec.

Traditional approaches to. language and nationalism fail to
recognize the fact that nations are internally differentiatedg Apparent
discrimination against language group members is viewed as affecting all
members of the population egually. Based on this faulty assumption,
érguments tend to run in the following way.

Language differentiates national groups and is a highly loaded
symbol of national integrity. Beyond this; however; 1anguage; as a
rrimary mode of cémmunication; faci;itétes or hinders participation in
institutional areas which discriminate along the lines of language.

When institutional entry is blocked due to language, social stratification
based on language culture and ethnicity soon follows.

if institutional resistance continues; the disadvantaged language
~group, if they wish to participate, must become bilingual or accept
non-invelvenent, Fears of assimilation may arise, and this, coupled
with linguistically determined stratification, will lead eventually into

ither assimilation or a pogition of resistanée which is characterized
by nationalist demands for language equality of opportunity. TIuhibited
mobility due to language discrimination becames a leading principle fox
the hationalist;

There is & problem with this orientation; It_iénoxés the

possibility that although 'discrimination' may appear to occur -along
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lines of language, this may.merélf'beESymptomatic of a larger condition,
such as the bourgeoisie's advéntage in maintaining a split-labour market.
Language discrimination would"effectivel§'help create labour pools at any
level where discrimination WaS'practised; helping shape the occupational
structure. Because such approaches stem from an undifferentiated view
of the nation, any possiblé class orientation to institutional blockage '
is avoided in the analysis.-

In opposition; I would‘sugéest that the institutional arenas
conducive to inter-group interaction would be subjéct to the demands of
monopoly capitalism. That is; institutions in a period of monopoly
capitalism, unlike institutions of pre-capitalist society; require both
a cadre of white collar workers aS’weli as a skilled middie class
technocracy. It is in these areas that language would become a potentially
conflictual issue due to occupational competiﬁion: In other sectors,
such as manual labour, dominant ethnicities (such as the English in
Quebec) are less likely to control or even desire entry, thuS'minimizing;
to some extent, interaction, competition, and conflict. Traditional
arguments regarding blocked ethnic mobility must be re-examined with regard
to the question of whether only particular segments of the subordinate
~group feels and/or experiences language discrimination:

Language has been demonstrated to be not only an effective
cultural demarcation and means for reinforcing national self-identificatien,
But; due to its wvisibility, . it often carried a heavy"Symbolié,loaaiﬂgp
ThiS’last.characteriétic lendg’langqége the'particularly"impoftant

Feature of being an elément common to all national members as part of a

gl

[



85

national consciousness. Therefore,. it has an appealing mobilization
potential . for nationalists.

Just as language is a.component of national consciousness, it can
be used to the same ends with regards to social class;

A language variety specific to the working class (such as "joual"
in Quebec) could; through active attempts to use and legitimate it,
supplant mainstream manipulation of lanéuage'éié the media and education.
By opposing language standardization, a unique and significant vehicle
Wogld be created to enhance class conSciousness;

Howéver; even without such 'legitimization' campaigns, the very
fact that class differentiation with regard to language exists is, in
itself; significant for any analysis iﬁ that it reinforces and reflects
the internal national differentiation. The objective relations of
classes within the nation become more easily recognized when 1angqgges
vary, particularly for the working class. Language serves as a
mechanism to achieving recognition of both internal and external forms
of domination.

S.H. Milner and H. Milner (1973: p. 25) argue effectively
that the success of monopoly capitalism is contingent on an ever-
increasing proliferation of goods and serviceé which ultimateiy obscures
class relations at a subjective level. In a situation where

..;the'mass of the population is of a different .L.nationality

and culture than the foreign investors...the class lines so

closely parallel these other divisions that. the creation of

"new needs" does not conceal the inequality and class

distinctions., The lower classes of the socilety become aware

of theiy¥ common position vis-—a-vig the Imperial power. This,

we suggest; helps them come to understand their class relation-

ship vis-a-vig theix indigeneocus ruling class who serve the
needs of American capital.
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Where language differences’ obtain between dominant and.subordinate. .
nations, then, particularly.in the case of the working classes, recognition
of inter-national and; subseéﬂently; intra-national dominancé/éubordinance
may be facilitated.

In using language as a'vafiablé‘of'analfsis of'ﬁati§nalism'in
Quebec, then; the analyst should be sensitive to the followiﬁg issués;
First; language may or may not be a factor (it may just be a symptom)
in institutional blockage: Secbnd; if it . does relate to blockage, there
may’be'a clasg base to the experience of this blockage. Third;'lqnguage
may be a justifying and mobilizing factor for nationalists. Last,
language, although it relates to national conéciousness;'miéht'alSO’be '
used as an effective tool to creatiné énd sustaining class consciocusness;
vwhich, depending on the relation of class to nationalism, may hinder or’

help the nationalist cause.

This chapter has outlined the problem for analysis and suggested
issues which beaxr directly on the empirical investigation; Nationalism
has been defined as national consciousness ﬂwﬁilized with particular ends
in view, these ends being contingent on the components which fuse with
national .consciousness to create.ﬁhe’ideolpgy.. The justification for
this definition lies in the contention that national consciousness znd
class  consciousness co—éxist; Hence, the point at which class in relation

to nationalism becomes an issue is in situvating the source of the additional
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"components which are synthesized with national consciousness.

The empirical investigation must;.therefore; address itself to
two issues:. the co-existence of:class consciousness and national
'consciousness, and ﬁhe identification of the source of non—-national
components of nationalist ideology in Quebec.

The fiist of these issues (the co-existence of class and national
consciousness)'is already partly resolved;. The very fact nationalism
exists indicates national consciousness; Class consciousness, however,
is more problematic. I will attempt to indicate its -existence essentially
in two ways. First; T will detail particﬁlar class actions and class
relations, and, second, I will examine the policy decisions of particular
organizations (such as political parties and labour unions) with a view
to determining the degree to which they promote particular class interests.

The second issue (ideological sourcés) will be explored through
an examination of nationalist ideology and of the nationalists themselves.
Nature of class support will be one variable considered: Then, the
components of the ideology which do not come from national consciousness
(such as econcomic and social programmes) will be explored, and I will
attempt to determine what, or whose, interests they.serve. This will
constitute the bulk of Chapter Three. Chapter Four will draw conclusions
from the data in Chapter Three with reference to the theoretical concerns
raiged in this chapter. Whether; indeed; class is an important factor’
in transforming national consciousness into nationalism remains,-for the

time being, an unanswered question.
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1. It should be pointed out that these two forms of consciousnes
should not be interpreted as ideology. The distinguishing criteria
between consciousness and ideology is mobilization. See the discussion
of nationalism below. ' :

2.. Certainly, these two stages enhanceé consciousness. Mobili-
zation does not erase consciousness. On the contrary, it strengthens
and directs consciousness.

7 Geober ot J()

eﬁ{ . 3. Quebec's 'cheap labour force' had particularly uniqgue
features which made it attractive to foreign investment. Clerical
influence over early national unions and repressive attitudes and
legislation by the state cowbined, initially, to create, for a period, a
-labour situation relatively non-volatile in nature. This, coupled with
Quebec's natural resources, provided a unique inducement to foreign
capital penetration. '

4. While this holds true for English Canadians, they have
historically reached, proportionally, higher levels of management than
Quebecois whose advancement is often restricted due to language.

(See Chapter 3)

5. Brunelle, it should be pointed out, bases his work, to a
large extent, on H. Braverman's analysis in Labour and Monopoly Capital,
1974.

6. Brunelle's distinction between the werking class and
intellectuals (who, I argue, form a middle class) on the basis . of
autonomy is rooted in the degree of domination they experience. That is,
technocratic levels are similar to the working class in that they work
for wages or salary, but they also perform supervisory and organizational
tasks which dominate over labour. As I have pointed out, this is a
distinction which must be employed with care given to socio-histerical
specificities.

7. See Note 6.

" 8. -One of the problems is the position of the unemployed.
Intuitively, I would suggest their inclusion in the working class on the
basis that (for a large number) their status as mmemployed is rooted in
the marginal character of the jobs they perform.



'CHAPTER 3

In Chapter'Z; I have suégested'the'nature of the problem which
this chapter will empirically'exploré:' Nationalism haS'beeﬁ'defined'as
national consciousness mobilized with particular ends in view; These
ends are rooted in perSPectives which fuse with national consciousness
to create nationalism. Class has been defined as a potential souxce
for these additional perspectives. Thereforé;’this Chapter will
describe the growth of national and class consciousness over the period
1960>to 1975. Central to this examination; with regard to class
consciousness, are the nature and extent of claSS'action;.relationS
between classes, and the promotion of class interests by-qréanized
sectors of society such as labour unions and political parties. With
regard to national consciousness, the following points will be explored:
the characteristics of nationalist support and the nature and focus of
the nationalist ideology. Finally, in Chapter 4, through an examination
of the data presented in the following discussion, the sources of non-
national components of the ideology will be delineated so that, eventually;

the influence of class*on'nationalism‘might'be'eﬁploréd;
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..The.vehicle for the éexamination just.outlined is a descriptive
narration of events in Quebec during the 1960's and 1970's.  .Consequently,
I have concerhed myself more with.chronology than tracing a particular
development throughout the entire period: Nevertheless; key trends are
made clearly visible so as to facilitate later discussion;

The reader should algo be advised that this is not an exhauétive
analysis. It does not pretend té cover all the socio-economic developments
in Quebec over this time period: Rather, it is most concerned with
ideological change; Consequently; reference to socio—economic¢ conditions
is made only when they are Siénificantly related to ideoclogical develop-
ment. Hence, there may beiommissions; but these should not necessarily
be viewed as weaknesses in the presentation: they are merely situated
beyond the scope of this particular enquiry. (see S.H. Milner and
- H. Milner (1972), M. Rioux (1970}, and M. Rioux and Y. Martin (1971)
for descriptions of patterns of change in Quebec society since WWII.

Also see D. Posgate and K. McRoberts (1976} for recent developments.}

1) "Pre-1960 and the Defeat of Conservative Ideoclogical Hegemony

The year 1960 represents a crystalliéation of past evénts which
set Quebec on a new path of development. The‘lqng.réign of Duplessis and
the Union Nationale was brought to an end with the election of Jean
Lesage and the provincial Liberals, who promised to institunte a "rattrapage"
(bétchiﬁg'upl'undér'the sloéan ?maﬁtreé’cheZ'noué“ (masters in our own

‘house). Of equal significance was the coincident deconfessionalization
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of the national Catholic unions; a turn of events which, it turned out,
set the stage for increased strike activity and radicalization.over the
next decade. Quebec, it seemed, was on the threshold of a new destiny

- which stood in polar opposition.to conditions which prevailed until
1960. These developments can be Tully appreciated only when seen as
part of a larger history of Quebec.

During the 1230's, Quebec society was characterized by a pervasive,
tradition-rooted ideology of conservative nationalism. Fostered by the
Church, the ideology stressed, among other'things,’tﬁe non—-involvement
of the French in industrial development. Through analysis of the
exploitive nature of capitalism, clerical authority deplored -the
participation of les Quebecols in induétry, and maintained that the
survival of Quebec as a nation was dependent on the retention of French
Canadian éplture via Catholicism. Thus

Because the ideology espoused by this elite saw no role for

the French Canadian in big business, it condoned the activities

of the ruling Liberal party, whose economic program seems to

have been little more than selling Quebec to foreign

investors at a cheap price. Foreign capitalists were

encouraged by the government's minimum of restrictions and

control over such matters as public utility rates, corporate
financing and the sale of securities...Groups and individuals
seeking guarantees for adequate wages, and union organizing
were opposed as threats to economic stability.

(S.H. Milner and H. Milner, 1973, pp. 123~124).

The 'non-—involvement' the Church asked of its constituents’
actually created an interesting paradox: it allowed the penetration of
foreign (English Canadian and American) into the Quebéec economy under
the auspices of a French govermment.. Paradoxically, this same govern-

ment could not afford to alienate' the Cimrch By appearing to advance the
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cause of the English. The situation required a minimal .public appearance
of collusion between the English and the Quebec govermment. Taschereau
and the'Liberals; however; had trouble maintaining the necessary low
profile in their dealings with English and American companies;

In permitting the entry of English Canadian and Foreign capital
into Quebec in such'géég;»amounts, and through the advantageous habif of
acquiring directorates in these same English Canadian and foreign
companies; Liberal involvement in foreign controlled enterprise reached
levels which the Church found to be insupportable}'

It seems as if the innumerable directorates held by

Taschereau and his cabinet ministers on the boards of

large banks and companies with operations in Quebec,

alienated the Church... (they} were now too tightly

connected with the English corporate world and thus not

sensitive encugh to the demands of the Church.

(s.H. Milner and H. Milner, 1973: p. 126)
This conflict of interest soon became a political albatross. The Church
began to question whether the Liberals were so tightly tied to the -
English corporate elite that the problems engendered by the Depression
could no longer be dealt with in the best interests of French Canadians.

In 1936, a coalition of dissident Liberals and Progressive
Conservatives, elected as official opposition, forced public scrutiny of

~government accounts. The graft and corruptioﬂ which surfaced provided
the impetus for the subsequent election of Duplessis and this néW’party,
the Union Nationale. A shrewd politician and strategist; Duplessis
1earned'qﬁickly:hoW{to walk the line betweén foreign investment entice-
ments and Church!Support: It waS”ﬁnder hiS':eéime.that coﬁSér%atiye

‘nationalism reachéd its apex.
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By. fostering programmes which behefitted rural areas, and
through repressive legislation:.which effectively minimized activity in
spheres which threatened the dominance of conservative ideology,
Duplessis maintained the firm support of the clerical elite;z. One
need only look as far as the Padlock Law, instituted in 1937; for evidence
of repression. Any building were 'communists' (this definition was
. vague and, in fact, applied to anyone opposing the regime} were consorting,
could be locked and closed down with no warning given. At the same time,
" Duplessis encouraged the growth of foreign investment in Quebec.

In ordexr to attract the steel companies, the Union

Nationale...negotiated a paltry one-cent-a-ton tariff

on ore carried ocut of Quebec...As a result, American

capital came into Quebec on its own terms...

(R. Chodos and N. auf der Maur; 1972: p. 5)
American and English Canadian capital was appreciative of the low wages
Quebecois labourers would accept, and Duplessis was more than prepared to
guash any attempt to change this state of affairs.

The repressive atmosphere was heightened by firm clerical. control
of the ideological apparatus of Quebec. All education (generally
classical in orientation} was directed by the Church, and ideological
control was extended as far as into wnion structure (the Confederation
des Travailleurs Catholigues du Canada (CTCC)) through the reguirement
that each union local have its own priest’(?aumgnier"). Thus,

The traditional elite, viewing the world of big

Buginess as the exclugive. domain of the materialistic

Protestants, built an almost*impenetrabTe ideological

.shield between the masses of Quebe001s and the.iorelgn

‘econcomic elite.’
“({S.H. Milner and H“Mllner, 1973+ p. 1325
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The' seeds ofﬁdestructibn'of'this.conservatiye nationalism lay
in an inherent internal coﬁtradictioﬁi prea'chi.n-g- the’ heed'.fof ~docility
and accepténce of the given social hierarchy, it simultaneously condemned
the exploitive nature of Protestant capitalism whiChwféréed the hierarchy.
Ideological opposition began to centre in three separate factions:

labour, the middle classes, and in parts of a new intelligentsia.

i) Labour Before 1960

The CTTC {(Confédération des Travailleurs Catholiques du Canada}
was formed under the auspices of the Catholic Church in 1921 in responmse
to and as a buttress against'growiné international unionS; with their
‘socialist! orientations (anything 'socialist‘ being perceived as
destructive of Quebec society); (Paradoxically; despite a birth rooted
in a defensive posture; the CTCC would becomeé a crucial element in the
eventual destruction of conservative nationalism;) Clerical control
was assured by an aumbnier who ran each local:

'.;.a priest whose duty it was to educate its

members on their Catholic duties in their roles as

trade unionists...

(CNTU, 1972: p. 14)

Part of this Catholic duty was a ban on strikes and a corporatist view of
society: Tntil 1949: relations between the CTCC and international
.‘unionS‘wegé characterized by divisiveness and represéibn; The stage
for‘ﬁofé.bordial Ielatioﬁs was sget in 1946 By*tﬁe'électioh of militant
Géférd'Picafd to the’ CTCC présiaépég‘énd tﬁe'ideolééiéal‘freeihg from the

'non-strike’ tenet® by the publication of Pope Pius XI's "Quadragesimo
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Anno". .No.longer was the CTCC.merely a.conservative. alternative to.
international unions:- it-was.beébming apparent that.thé?broaaér'interests
of labour were becominé issueé'botﬁ:léb&ﬁf structures could address.

In 1949; the strike at Asbeétosﬁﬁobilizea'the'CTCC in tandem with
interhational unions, particulér eléménté‘of'the clergy and a new
intelligentsia in the first-of soon-to-be-repeated 1abou£'actions a§ainSt
both business and the Duplessis ieéiﬁe!'wﬁbéé anti-labour legislatién‘
was becbminé increasinély”violent énd répfessivé.

In fact, the CTCC was radicalizing so quickly that in 1954
Michel Chartrand

;.:poiﬁted'out;:.that the CTCC would"break.bff.felatiéns

with French Canadian "Nationalists", who, "defended the’

French language while starving those who used it".

(CNTU, 1972: p. 19)
The first signs of a coherent econcmic analysis among the national unions
were beginning to emerge. This radicalization, however, was pfobébly
as much opposition to a particular set of repressive laws and legislation
as an ideological shift.

Duplessis' and the Church's attempts to maintain an orderéd;
hierarchical, 'moral® society in defense of French existence were
proving to be antithetical to the best interests of labour (who were
underpaid in relation to their Englishucounte;partsugs%well as working,
in:manj‘cases; in conditions that could only be called appallipg)! By
the tiﬁe of Duplessis' death in 1959,,the'CTCC,‘viewin§ the contradictions
betweén working and pulpitvxeality; had detached itgelf frdm'cléricallyw
inspiredinétionalism; It wﬁs-ﬁoﬁfbéginniﬁé'to émplby’anieconémic analysis
WﬁithWDﬁldireéhire aﬁofﬁér'ten yea£31befbfé CIYStallizihé iﬁto.a'firm

ideological stance.
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..The tight ideological control exerted by the Church over this
period resulted in the failure of the educational system to prepare the
French for entry into the economic structures of Quebec. This lack of
preparétion was tied to the conservative nationalist belief in Quebecois
non-participation. Classical colleéésﬂwere adequate for the production
of lawyers and priests“(callinés not at odds with conservative ideology)
but they could not produce individuals for positions .in the emsrging
technocracy essential to a rapidly burgeoﬁing, industrialized economy.
The result was a growing; displaced middle class of liberal professionals
vhich became increasingly vocal with regards to the failure of the
Union Nationale to locate them within the economy.4 For example,
Duplessis' ﬁationalist stance had resulted in a failure to use federal
funds for the development of pogt-secondary education, an area of
jurisdiction jealously guarded by the Quebec government;

Even adequate training did not guarantee participation, for
there was yet another block to the full economic participation of the
middle classes. DMore often than not, companies operating in Quebec
brought along their own management staff, and if they did not, made
it clear that they would not hire French-speaking personnel: the preference
was quite obviously for English-speaking, or, at. least, bilinguals.

Even if an individual over—came educational stumbling blOcks; then, they
were still confronted with;the problem of employment; Partly in response

to middle class grievances, the Church responded with expanding social
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. . , - oD .
welfare programmes (see H. Guindon, 1960: p. .248) , but Duplessis,
the Union Nationale, and the Chirrch were evidently finding it more '
difficult to justify the reality of Quebec society in.terms of their

conservative nationalism.

iii) The Intelligentsia

Despite the ideological stranélehbld exercised by the traditional
elite, there emerged over this period active centres of criticism in
Quebec. As the gap between reality and the goals of conservative
nationalism widened, there emerged‘small; but vocal, groups of critical
intelligentsia who began a synthesis of the resentment centred in labour
and the middle class.

| Worthy of note iS'éééétﬁib%é; a journal which actively espoused
changes in the status quo during the 1950‘5;' It was an exposé of and
challenge to the Duplessis regime. Through the delineation of a non-
nationalist stance which valued the integration of a culturally-unique
Quebec into broader Canadian society, Cit& ILibre writers argued for the
displacement of traditional authority and the revamping of the educational
system. (I am not arguing a position of pre-eminent importance_for’giéé
"iib¥é. It is hard to judée the extent of its impact; but it is a
particularly instructive example because.certain writers, notably P.E.
Trudeau; have gone on to assuﬁe.poéitions of powér'which_hayé helped
shape the'hétﬁre ofiFféncﬁrEnélisﬁ:bénflict in.xecént years;l

.Towérdé'the'end'of’l956,-fﬁé héw’intelliéentsia éttempfed

to Exing together all the .activists and intellectuals who -
opposed Duplessis to begin a ¢ampaign of political education
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which would result in.the.defeat of "the Union 'Nationale in the!
1960 election.
(S.H. Milner and H. Mllner, 19737 p. 1631" \\

From the initial meeting aroséiLe Rassemblement, a coalition of dissidents
.which, although it lasted for less than two Years;'coﬁtfibuted heavily
towards organizing the growiné oppositioﬁﬁtO'DuplesSis:'iMemberS'of‘this
intelligentsiaractivist coalition, because they were situated in various
sectors of’society; helped'tO'éfyétélliZe‘and synthesize the discontent
centred in Whattmight;“under different circumstances;‘bé”CAlled opposing
factions. For’example; Jean Marchand (later a member of the Federal
Cabinet) was actively instrumental in.shaéing the ideological shift
necessary for the deconfessionalization of the CTCC;

Tt is this social iﬁteréoﬁrée amqné intellectuals; dissidents
and activists that is important. Althqughfit can be éuccéséfﬁlly argued
that the new intelligentéia; labour and the middle c1asses; were opposing
a particular>:egime as opposed to articulating ccherent.ideoloéies;
the importance of the ideological criticism of the 1950's caﬁnotibe:minimized.
Without the public articulation of alternatives to labour and middle
class frustrations; it is doubtful whether” the provincial Liberals would
have responded as decisively with policy changes in the'1960‘s: In a
very real sense, the situations of labour and‘thg'gfowingtmiddle classes
of the three decades prior to 1960 were elaborated upon and éiven’a
much~needed impetus by‘the lntellectual sector. Furtlher, and of equal
lmportance; was the’ eruptlon of public debate over’ Quebec s future,dlrectlon5°
the stace,naa Eeen.set for the glowth_of'varylng natLonallst pergpectives

in the 19607



2) The TLesage Regime

The defeat of the Union Nationale in 1960 by the provincial
Liberals was greeted by all frustrated elements of Quebec society as the’
dawn of a new era.

There was a sense that suddenly all barriers were

removed, everything was now possible, energies would

be directed positively - toward building Quebec — rather’

than pent up or used to defend . its past and myths.

(s.H. Milner and H. Milner. 1973: p. 167)
Quebec, for so 1qng‘mou1ded by conservatism, embarked on a plan of’
rapid modernization under the leadership of Lesage. Of critical significance
was the transfer of educational authority from the Church to the State
through the establishment of a Department of Education in 1964. But
Lesage did not respond at the educational level alone. The Liberal
~government instituted in 1961 alone

...a hospital insurance scheme, an Economic Planning

Council, a Department of Cultural Affairs, including an

office of the French Language, and an Arts Council.

(A. Larocque, 1973: p. 78)

While responding to a new set of economic needs, Lesage responded
to the intellectual climate and initiated a gquasi-nationalist approach
to relations with the federal government under the banner of a "special
status" for Quebec within the confederal structure. The battle was waged
.over the distribution of Ffiscal monies.

Quebec found it simply did not have the power to institute

. nor the revenue sources to pay for many of the Integral

.refOImS'of'tﬁe'Quiet Revolntion, and its leaders did not’

like the jdea of haVLng to get Ottawa’' S‘approval and

-AperEaQS‘IGVL51onS’on*many'of these programs.
(S:"H. Milner and H. Milner; 1973: pp. 168-16%5}



-100

-While this was an extension of. the fiscal battles Duplessis had waged,
the orientation differed .due tonité'aggressive demands that Quebec have
the means to modernize firml&’under'Quebécbis control as.well as shifting

. the internal distribution of monies.- Tabie 1 indicates the successful
redistribution of fiscal powérs culminatiné under Lesage. (Perhaps the
best indicator of Lesage's success is to be seen in the “opting.out“.-
program the federal govermeent finally-grnated at Quebec's urginé;) of
more importance is the changing rediﬁtribution of provincial spending
in this same period; reflective OE.new'priorities:

bDuring the Lesage administration;'Quebec’s annual

budget grew from 600 million to.two billion dollars;

health, education and welfare replaced roads and agriculture

as top priorities; _ = 6

(A. Larocque, 1973: p. 78}

These changes must also be seen in the‘light of a shift in responsibkility
and power from the private to the public Sector: The'state,:under
Lesage; becaﬁe an increasingly active participant in determining the
social and econamic fabric:' Despite this quasimnationalist'étance;
however, the Liberal regime had, perhaps unwittingly; sewn the seeds of’

its own destruction for the policies they introduced became the focus of

a nationalist debate unprecedented in Quebec's history.

- 3)" The Growth of National Congciousness: 1960 — 1968

Despite the rapid economic growth.and restrunctured institutions
the Liberals introduced, the intellectmal Ffexrment which had helped bring

them to power in 1960 did not terminate, but contirmmued to grow.. The
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TABLE 1

Year

1945

1950

1954

1962

1966

Fiscal Revenue Obtained by Each Level of Government

as a Percentage of Total Fiscal Revenue

Federal
Gov't.

80.0%

67.7%

68.4%

57.2%

48.8%

Souxrce:

Provincial
Gov't.

PQ Publication, 1970:

(my translation)

Municipal
and School

.

10.6%

13.0%

14.4%

16.3%

17.1%

69

Total

1008
100%
100%
100%

100%
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wide spectrum of thqught'represénted'in.Lé°Rassemblement;;resulted,
finally, in anrenaissance'bf'criticismL SPOkeSMGn.from’thié“previcuS‘era
followed different routes: some'éntered'the’Liberal party; some  (for’
example; RenE,Lévésque)'enteféd‘the Liberal cabihet:’ Other;;:hoWéVer,
whose previcusly more hationalist"or"ﬁoré left persuasionS'héd been
temporarily forgotten in the'battle'aéainst the'Union'Nationale;'revived
their analyses ofAQuebéc'Société;:muéhjto'théﬂbhéérig'of'tﬁe'Liberals:

The most important elements of this group were ﬁationélists
from the emerging middle classes and intellectuals'from'théfleft.
Arguing, at least initially; that the Liberal reforms did not adequately
put control of Quebec under the auspicgs’of'FrenCh.Canadians;isolntions
to this problem were to be 3qﬁght on'oné'hahd‘éié‘the'éecééSioﬁiof Quebec
to foxrm a separate state; and; on the other; thrbuéh,éconémic rearrange—
ment which put management of the economy firmly intc the hands of ‘the
growing French technocracy. Socialist analysis went a étep forther by
arguing for a total restructuring of an independentﬂeconcmy; This group
was represented by the short-lived Parti Socialiste dn Québec (PSQ) formed
in 1962. The PSQ's 1iterary~arm;‘PégéiT§£ié; became a centre for discussion
of the legitimimation of joual (Quebec French;emerging from the lower
classes] as a language of literary expression.,;a 1angué§e reflective of
the'politicall'ecbndmic and social domination of the ﬁnglish;

.The major expression of national consciousness was the Rassemblement
pour 1l'Indépendance Nationale (RIN), founded in 1960;vwﬁich,attfactéd'an
enti#e gpéctrum éf'sepafatist§;"ﬁnitedlinitially"ovér'tﬁe'isﬁué of

independence for the nation of Quebec. By 1962, right and left factions
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split the organization over a resolution that it become a political
party. When the motion was defeated, the conservatives formed a new
organization and political party, the Parti Républicain de Québec (PRQ),
leaving the RIN to become increasingly left in its orientation. 1In
1963, when the RIN finally did decide to organize politically, the PRQ
was dissolved, only to find that its more conservative approach no ionger
carried influence in the new RIN party. The final confrontation came
over the election of a new president. The conservative element

...labelled the opposition candidate Pierre Bourgault,

socialist and anti-clerical, failing to wunderstand that

among at least some sectors of the Quebec population

these adjectives no longer were synonymous with sin -

and evil.

(S.H. Milner and H. Milner, 1973: p. 177)

Bourgault was elected and, as a result, the RIN split once more, with
the conservatives forming another new party, the Regroupement Nationale
(RN) , who became identified, in some respects, with the earlier conservative

nationalism of the 30's and 40's.

The Liberals had opened the floodgates of nationalism. 1In fact,

their guasi-nationalist stance resulted in perhaps the most vivid of
nationalist symbols with the nationalization of electric companies under
the direction of René Lévesque in 19637. In the 1966 election, the RIN
received 5.5 per cent of the vote and the RN received alwmost 3 per cent.
RIN and RN votes tended to pull support at the expense of the Liberals.
It was the Union Nationale under Daniel Johnson which gained political
control in Quebec as a result of the separatist showing. For the next
few years, the UN would follow an uneasy path between nationalism (for

example, the creation in 1967 of the CEGEP school system) and federalism
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" which managed, for awhile, to guarantee a shaky political equilibrium.

By 1968, the Liberals had consolidated their losses, and, depending on the
electoral support of the English in Quebec, had become federalist in

A their outlook, as evidenced by the expulsion of 'indépendentiste' René
Lévesque.

1968 represents one of the most significant dates in :egards to
the evolution of national consciousness (and, as will be.discussed in
Chapter 4, of class consciousness) in Quebec. Lévesque moved quickly,
uniting all major separatist parties under his leadership of the Parti
Québécois (PQ)

I

4) The Quiet'Revolution1and'itS‘Impact on Quebec's Economy and

‘Social Structure

The years 1960 to 1966 (the Quiet Revolution) were characterized
by government attempts to integrate into the economy French-speaking
Québécois who, up to this point, had experienced frustration and blocked

entry. John Porter's work in The Vertical Mosaic indicates the ethnic

bias in Quebec's stratification system in 1961. (See Table 2) Porter
did not include the managerial occupational group in his reporting.
Table 3, using the 1961 Census data, gives us the same information for
this group that Porter found for the other occupational groups.

Even where French Canadians entered ocecupations-of higher status,
in 1961, language, too, had become a dominant factor in shaping the

ication profile of Quebec.
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‘Occupational Levels of French and British '

Male Labour Force in Quebec,

1961
.Percentage of Percentage Over— or
Total Quebec Under-Representation
Labour Foxce British French
Prof§551o?al and 7;8 +7.1 -1.5
Financial
Clexrical 7.8 +5.2 - .7
Personal Service 4.5 -1.4 - .4
Primary and X
0.4 -6.0 +1.
Unskilled 1
Agricultural 9.1 -4.4 +1.6
All Others 1 - 60.4 -..5 - .1
Total -100.0 0.0 0.0
-Bource: John Porter, The Vertical Mosaic, p. 94
TABLE -3.. - . e
Percentage Over- and Undexr—-Representation
of French and British Male Labour Force in
Quebec Engaged in Managerial Occupations,
1961
Percentage of Percentage Over=— or
Total Quebec Under—Representation
Labour Force British - French
Managerial 9.5 - +5.8 -1.7

Source: 1961 Census of Canada, Vol. 3
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Table 4 indicates that as education increases, there is little
change in the ratio of bilinguals to monolinguals in the British ethnic
group, but a steady, consistent increase in this ratio among the French

- ethnic group. The table suggests that pressures to become bilingual

are stronger for French-speaking persons than either English or Other

s - o

B

ethnic groups (for every educational level) and thétj as education

increases, so, too, does the level of blllngual,act1v1ty among the

French. Since hlgher educatlonal levels are qenerally accepted as

leading to highegnggcnpationalmlevelsL the data in Table 4 can be

interpreted not only as-—education becoming a means to obtalnlng higher

A AR
m—.. R
S e e

occupatlonal staadlng, but as educatlon acting as a vehicle to the

— i UL A

ser51tlzatzon foxr the need to speak Engllsh at these levels. Says

Lieberson, with reference to this table:

Achievement of higher socioeconomic status among the
French appears to require a knowledge of English whereas
status and ability to speak French are unrelated for the
British.

(8. Lieberson, 1970: p. 140)

PteeegiEilﬁﬁigguxﬂuﬁA&gL;gnmbecemingxhilingualeafe»feﬁ&ected

in the unequal distribution of income over socio-linguistic groupings

Gaple sy, T T
Comparing income distribution by official language permits .

a ranking by language as follows: English only, Bilingual, French only

and Neither tongue. Thus, there eppears to be a linguistic basis for

discrimination in addition to the ethnic dimension Porter identified.

This can be interpreted as suggested in Chapter 2 as a split labour

market working to the advantage of the dominant group (the EngLish).
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Percentage of Males in the Quebec Labour
Force who are Bilingual by Education, Years
of Schooling Completed,

1961

Ethnic Group None Elementary ﬁigh School High School University

14+ Years 1-2 Years 3-5 Years 1+ Years
British 41% 44% . 39% 38% 42%
French 43% 58% 79% 89% 94%
Other 19% 35% 53% 52% 61%

Source: S. Lieberson, Landudge and Ethnic
" 'Relations in Canada, p. 140
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Total Income by Official Language
and Sex, Montreal Metropolitan Area,

1961

Average (Mean) Income
Official Language Men Women¥*
English Only S ) $5536 - $2561
French Only : $3246%%* $1867%%.
Bilingual $4954 $2515
Neither Tongue 52195 $1290
All Workers $4720 $2328

. * The generally narrower range of income

distribution for women can be attributed,
probably, to discrimination by sex of
placement in the working world.

. %% Mean income for all workers is greater
than for both men and women, French
Speaking only.

Source: S. Lieberson,- Language and Ethnic
" ‘Relations in Canada, p. 169
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In the case of Quebec, ethnic and linguistic discrimination
tend to reinforce the dominancéaof the British ethnic group and their
language, English.. This can be demonstrated through a comparison of
income for ethno-linguistic groups. (Table 6) From Table 6, it is
possible to construct a rank ordering of ethno-linguistic groups according
to income (Table 7).

Table 7 details discrimination with regards to income distribution

the British receive generally higher incomes than both the French and

e e o e

Other ethnic groups. Withﬁi“ggi:g;}%qmgroupé, language appeérs to bias
income distribution so that speaking English is relatgd to hiéher income.
It should not be too surprising thét the language of the dominant ethnic
group should be the language of higher income levels. The evidence that
bilinguals kimplyipg at least a minimally 'acceptable' use of the English
language) fall into medium income ranges for their ethnic group, and that
those with no effective use of English fall into the lowest iﬁcome levels,
bears this assumption out. The one case where this ordering does not
hold is for other ethnic group bilinguals who earn more than those who
speak English alone. This may be due, in part, to so-called entrance
status (high (ranks 3 and 5 in Table 7) or low (ranks 7 and 8)) when they
immigrate which forces contact with the lower classes of the host society,
but this question is not of any great importance here. Rather, it is more
instructive to note that for this group, speaking English is an asset
.(compare to Other-French speaking only) and that within the ethnic

hierarchy, the Other ethnic group is consistently advantaged with
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TABLE 6

Effect of Ethnic Origin and Official Language
on Male Income After Standardizing for
Occupation and Education (Montreal)

1961 .
Official Language
Ethnic Origin ‘English Only French Only ‘Bilingual " Neither
British $5124 - $5041%*
French $3448 : $4385
Other 54185 $3260 $4535% , $2682

. *Note: Both British and Other~ethnic groups
who are bilingual have higher mean
incomes than French bilinguals.

Source: 8. Liebersgon, Language and Ethnic
""Relations in Canada, p. 171




TABLE 7

OO W

.

Rank Order, by Mean income, of
Ethno-Linguistic Groups, Montreal,

1961

Ethno-Linguistic Group

British - English Speaking Only

British - Bilingual

Other - Bilingual

French - Bilingual

Other - English Speaking Only

French - French Speaking Only

Other - French Speaking Only

Other - Neither French nor English Speaking

Mean Income

$5124
$5041
$4535
$4385
$4185
$3448
$3260
$2682




reference to their French counterparts. (For example, an Other ethnic
bilingual earns more than a French bilingual.)
The situation we have described of linguistically reinforced

ethnic biases within the Quebec stratification system is drawn from 1961

Census of Canada data. The evidence all points to the dominant economic
positions circumscribed by English ethnicity and English language: the
Quiet Revolution set out to change this through the integration of the
Freﬁch into the economic life of Quebec. In essence, the Quiet Revolution
was a politically-guided response to the perception of blocked participation
and mobility among the middle class. The success of the attempts to

erase this situation can be guaged only with reference to another factor:

ideological perceptions of the centres of control.

% [@ﬁe economic ramifications of the Quiet Revolution must be seen
- I P e vt T T SR N S—— -
in the light of the dominant ideological perception of where economic

control lay. Two questions can be asked: first, did the Quiet Revolution
effectively integrate les Quebecois into the economic 1life of the province,
and; second, did this integration, if it occurred, make an effective differ-
ence in the control exercised over economic destiny.

As discussed previously, the Liberals undertook and directed a
massive modernization of Quebec society in 1960. Through educational
reform, and increased government participation in the. economy, “Quebec
built up an infrastructure of a modern capitalist society."” (S.H. Milner
and H. Milner, 1973: p. 167) Characteristic of these developments was

the in¢reased role of the state. The changes which occurred institutionally

o]

were supposed to

in highly increased French participation in the

U



113

control of Quebec's economic life via entry to positions in key decision-
making sectors currently controlled by the British and dominated by the
requirements of speaking English.

Consequently, it would first of all be instructive to ascertain
whether success was achieved within the parameters defined by the
architects of the Quiet Revolution themselves. Did the institutional
changes they created improve the position of the French vis~a-vis the
dominant ethnic group? In other words, when operationalized, was there
an improved access to higher occupational and income levels, and was the
French language no longer an impediment to mobility.

There appears to be a tacit understanding perpetuated by the
media among English Canadians that the situation of the French has
. \ 9
~generally improved.

A French=~speaking businessman described the phencmenon
this way: "My eldest son, now 26, is-a committed
separatist. Among other reasons; he claims that not
one of his graduating class was able to land a head
office job in Montreal on graduation. To him, the
only answer to the problem is separation from the rest
of English Canada. His brother who graduate last year
thinks his brother is a has-been. He argues there are

more jobs open to the French than the English.™
(Financial Post, March 31, 1973)

This assertion can be severely questioned as to its accurateness.

As already demonstrated, at the outset of the Quiet Revolution, biasg

in the stratification system of Quebec fell along etﬁnic'ggg_linguistic
lines. The date closest to the end of the Quiet Revolution (1966) from
which updated statistics regarding occupational distribution and
ethnicity can be contained is from the 1971 Census. Replicating-John

Porter's work for 1961 yields the results of Table 8.
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TABLE 8

Occupational Levels of French
and British Male Labour Force in Quebec,

1971
Percentage of Pexrcentage Over-— or
Total Quebec Under-Representation
‘Labour Force British French
Administrators 6.1 +5.8 -1.1
Professionals 3.0 +3.2 - .8
Office Employees 9.2 +4.1 - .5
Salesmen 10.2 + .4 - .3
Service Occupations 10.2 =1.1 - .4
Transport and Communications 9.6 -7 +.8
Employees
Labourers in Secondary 27.3 8.4 +1.3
Industry
Labourers in Primaxy 6.7 2.5 +1.1
Industry
Not Specified 11.6 - .8 - .1
Totals*® 99.9 0.0 0.0

- *Exror due to rounding

Source: 1971 Cerisus of Canada, Vol. 3
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Comparing Table 8 to Tables 2 and 3 (which show roughly the same
data for 1961) several things are immediately apparent. First, categories
on the two tables are not the same. Porter's categories (which, from all

evidence he collapsed himself) are based on Census categories which

changed from the 1961 Census to 1971 Census. The occupational classifica-

tion manual of the Census is based on changes in occupational stratification

in the Canadian Classification and Dictionary of Occupations published in
1971 for the first time. Overhauled coding systems and occupational
descriptions cause 1971 classifications to differ considerably from those
employed in the 1961 Census. There isg, héwever, sufficient sgimilarity to
allow a description of general trends from Tables 2 and 3 to Table 8
(although insufficient comparability to allow a reclassification of
Porter's categoriesf.

Comparing the Tables broadly, there has been an expansion in the
tertiary sectors from 1961 to 1971. This would suggest that, indeed,
there has been an expansion of the French ethnic group into this sector.
It follows, then, that general levels of underrepresentation have also
declined in these sectors. There is, in the 1971 data, significant
underrepresentation in the categories Administration and Professionals,
more equal participation in the categories Salesmen, Office Employees
and Transportation and Communications, and heavy overrepresentation in
Labourer categories in both Primary and Secondary industzy. Generally,
then, there has been some improvement in middle to upper occupational
levels, but not enough to indicate pure mobility. Rather, as Dofny and

Caron-Audy (1969) suggest, while there are good indications of
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individual mobility due to structure, the French, as a group, are still
underrepresented.

Lorsgu'ils référentAE leur ethnie, les Canadiens

frangai; fogt‘gartig d'une gfoupe d'autant plug '

sous-privilegie gqu'il est trés largement majoritaire.

{p. 298)

Mobility based on structural requirements is open to shifting
sets of priorities, the nature of which are open to modification by
those who control personnel decisions (of particular importance when
referring to split labour markets). Hence, this type of mobility is
not necessarily an adequate measure of social equalization.

Dealing with gross categories such as those of Table 9 tends to
obscure the fact that, within these ca;egories, there are diffexential
levels of influence and status. For example, Administrators subsumes
both accountants and administrators in health, business, finance, et cetera.
It is questionable whether any of these positions carry the same influential
input into key economic decisionnmaking‘apparatus. Office employees,
too, covers everything from supervisors to stenographers and mail clerks,
another example of differential status within one occupational grouping.
Changes in representation for broad categories may reflect changes in
cextain segments of the category only.

The Census breaks its occupation by ethnicity data into sub-
headings only: it does not report with any great spécificity° Table 10
breaks down Office Employees for 1971 (this data is not available for 1961),
and indicates the over- and under- representation by ethnicity. The
findings suggest that any changes in representation over the grosser

category may not reflect a real difference in improved integration over
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" the whole category. Rather, it may be a case of over-representation

of a sub-group within the category. Table 10 indicates that the French

are still under-represented in all categories but Reception, Information,
.Mail and Message Distribution Occupations. The improvement in the
category Office Employees may reflect merely a change in this one sub-
~group, tending to skew the finding of improved representation.

There is evidence to support this contention among statistics
~gathered for the Gendron Commission in 1969. I have already produced
evidence of bias (that is, ethnic and linguistic) in Quebec's stratification
system. Since language and ethnicity co~occur and becaﬁsé language
reinforces an already biased stratification system, where language
discrimination occurs, one can assume ethnic discrimination. (I should
point out here the analytic distinction between language discrimination
and educati&nal gualification. Despite the improvements in education

over the 1960's, it is apparent, from the data, that language is still

an operant variable in the stratification system of Quebec. The fact

that speaking French and 'inferior' education historically co-occured in
the case of Quebec would, under ‘'normal' conditions, mean that improved
educagion would erase apparent language discrimination. Since it hasn't,
one can safely assume that 1anguége differentiation.is tied, historically
to capitalist development in Quebec - perhaps with the creation and
maintenance of a split labour market.) Figure 1 indicates the unequal
distribution of higher management jobs in 1969. As salary increases,

the percentage of French speaking persons (see note to Figure 1) declines,
indicating the differential access to and distribution of more influential

jobs. Further, as in 1961, there still exists in 1969 strong pressure to
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TABLE 9

Occupational Distribution of
Office Employees in Quebec Male Labour
Force, 1971

Total Office Employees*

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

Stenographic and Typing
Occupations
Bookkeeping, Account-
Recording and Related
Occupations

Office Machine and
Electronic Data-
Processing Equipment
Operators

Material Recording,

Scheduling and Distributing
Occupations

Library, File and
Correspondence Clerks and

" Related Occupations

Reception, Information,
Mail and Message
Distribution Occupations
Other Clerical and
Related Occupations

Percentage of
Total Quebec

" Labour Force  'British
9.2 +4.1
0.3 + .1
2.0 +1.1
.3 + .4
2.4 +1.3
1 + .1
1.1 + .2
3.1 + 1.1

* These are Census Sub-headings which
still obscure internal differentiation

(such as supervisory duties)

Source: 1971 Census of Canada, Vol. 3

Percentage Over or
Under—-Representation
French
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speak English, a circumstance still mitigating against the promotion
of non-bilingual Quebecois. See Figure 2.

The data in Table 10 indicates that as the sector of work is
more immediately tied into the productive end of the econony (that is,
in manufacturing) and finance, the use of French on the job decreases.
Within sectors, the higher status occupations tend to be related to a
decreased use of French. Obviously, despite the improvement in under-
representation in higher status occupations, there is still a strong
bias working both ethnically and linguistically against the French.

In fact, it could tentatively be concluded that changes in the percentage
of under-representation are due only to changes at the lower end of
each occupational category employed in'the Census.

Derived from Tdble 10 are some important points to keep in mind
for the discusgsion in .Chapter 4. First, professionéls in persona1
and social services tend to use French a very large proportion of the
time; so, too, do labourers in primary and secondary sectors. These are
points essential to the understanding of nationalist and, consequently,
language, movements in Quebec.

With'regards to our earlier question of the degree of success
stemming from the Quiet Revolution measured in terms of the goals of
its architects, the response must be that while the reforms.of the
Quiet Revolution did make some improvement, itrwas improvement which,
at besg, operated most effectively at middle occupational leveis. The
data in Chapter 2 regarding class structure .indicate the enormous

N

: . \
growth at levels whexe exercise ¢f gffective control over the cconomy
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FIGURE 1

Personnel Recruited for Head
Offices

French Speaking Persons? ——-—-

English Speaking Persons

%
100
90 :
80 . _'/""”M
. : .M
70 5 e '
60
50
40
~
- ~
30 S
. ™
: \~\
20 ’ o
10 [y
0
0 to $10,000 $15,000 $20,000
Salaries $10,000 to to and
$15,000 - $20,000 . Over

*By French and English speaking, what is meant here is the
principal language of the individual, not ruling out the
possibility of bilingualism...

Source: Gendron Commissich Report (Vol. 1), p. 120
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TABLE

10

General Percentage of use of

French by the French-Speaking Group as
a Whole, by Category of Occupation and
Sector of Activity, 1969

2, B
o — Occupation — o a
RN o o - -
IS < | E
Sector & o 0 n P 0n S [0)]
+ -ri o} jos G)Hg g Yy Y
[0)] 0] [0} 0] ¢ O 0 n g oa [
o N9 P % O > QUF g o- LG I SR W ¥
o o} 0O 0 - 0 ugE o g § ¢ 0 S5 ® 0
-ri Uy -~ 0] P4 g0 0O Oo0O0OPB Og P
Eog8 Up 9 SR ECEE 488 417
o [ o i 1) U)é H W 0 ,qg))u) .qg((}))
Primary Industry - - - - - - - - 97
Manufascturing 76 55 67 80 89 84 86 89 -
Construction - - - - - 93 - 95 -
licg Utili
Public Utility - ~1so} -ls]s |-{s3 .
Services
Commerce 83 - 82 85 - - - - -
Finance 79 - 78 88 - - - - -
P .
_ersonél and ' 85 91 g7 B 87 a8 _ _ _
Social Services
Public
.. . 86 89 81 - 84 82 - - -
Administration .
Source: Gendron Commission Report (Vol. 1) p. 34
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are highly unlikely.

More important, the Quiet Revolution could not ever fully realize
the goal of becoming "Maitres chez nous" because the so—cailed revolution
was more concerned with participation than control - with modernization
than repatriation. As long as the focus was participation, guestions of
dependency and penetration of foreign control remain unanswered.

%ngaradoxically, then, the Quiet Revolution created the conditions for
its own defeat by providing a modern superstructure attractive to and
essential for foreign investment (English Canadian and otherwise).
When the success of the Quiet Revolution is measured against exercise
of real control of the economy it becomes clear that the changes
engendered from 1960 to 1966 merelf facilitated continued external control
through the creation of the necessary tertiary frameworks. Even entry
of French-speaking personnel into upper management would not be evidence
of -effective control, despite a more equal stratification system ox the
perceptions on the part of those who experience mobility that, indeed, they
are gaining access to controi of the economy. The basic relationship
of dependency to foreign centres would not be altered.

The Liberal reforms, even if successful in their own terms
(vhich, as I have argued, is gquesticnable), could not radically reshape
Quebec's stratification system or the exercise of economic control
without full comprehension of the modes of economic control and attempts
to shatter the foreign stranglehold on this control. In essence, internal
stratification changes would amount to no more than a managerial re-

organization, as it were, and I am inclined to believe that, rather than
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shifting the locus of power and control, such re-organization is

...an alteration in the form and expression of...power

in such a way as to make it more consonant with the

long term interests of the ruling class in a period of

technological change and organizational innovation.

This is perhaps the last stage in the transition from

laisgez-faire to monopoly capitalism.

(S.H, Milner and H. Milner, 1973: p. 11)
Given these ideological 6versights of the Liberals, it is not surprising
to see the growing shift from secondary and primary sectors to tertiary
sector occur at the same time as heavy foreign investment.

Prior to 1960, the Liberals.and the Union Nationale had
created attractive climates for foreign investment. Riding on the
crest of a wave of conservative nationalism which forbade the entry of
French Canadians into industrial enterfrises, development capital flowed
into a province where labour was actively iepressed, creating a sufficiently
large but cheap labour pool. The data in Chapter 2 on foreign investment
illustrate this fact.

The patterns of foreign control of Quebec's economy were'égz
substantially altered by the Lesage regime. In addition, other aspects
of Quebec's economy which bore directly on the quaiity of life had
become increasingly problematic.

Unemployment in Quebec over the 1960's was "consiétently double
that of Ontario™ (PQ, 1970: p. 27 (my translation)), and the
proportion of investment in Quebec compared to the rest of Canada decreased
over this same time period.

What the Quiet Revolution and statism had done was modernize

Quebec, but into a nation still characterized by foreign-domination:
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the attempted (and partially successful) integration of the individual
paradoxically sustained the conditions for continued lack of control
over economic destiny. All that was left politically was for an enter-
prising individual to take advantage of the growing dissension over this

foreign control.

5) Nationalist Ideclogies from 1968 On

The combination of economic conditioﬁs outlined above Lecame
an increasingly important analytic focus for several elements in Quebec
society by 1968. Upon his departure from the Liberals, Ren€ IL&vesque and
supporters (principsally from the Riﬁ) responded with the creation of the
Parti Québécois (PQ) which united, at least temporarily, a fair majority
of leftists and nationalists in a firm separatist stance.

The 'heir-apparent' role of the PQ to the RIN is readily visible.
In 1966, the year the RIN and RN together garnered close to 10% of the
popular vote, the platform of the RIN included "an increased role for
the state, non-compulsory planning, administrative decentralization,
and economic growth" (D. Latouche, 1973: p. 181). In 1968, on its
formation,; the PQ included in its platform these same elements, particularly
a pre-eminent role for the state in the development of the economy.
The PQ advocated the political separation of Quebec from Canada, the
establishment of an economic common market with Canada,and the
establishment of French Canadian control of the economy through such

means as legislative control over industrial
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"the PQ formulated a strong stance with regard to language: they
proposed that French be the only official language of Quebec.
...In giving the state (a separate state) the principle
role in the development of society, the technocrats
wish to assure their own power, at the same time as
ensuring an instrument which will permit them to create a
gsociety they see as beneficial. This socilety will be
relatively egalitarian: goods and services will be
redistributed to the masses in order that they might
have a relatively humane and worthwhile standard of living.
The power will accrue to the technocrats - the only people
capable of interpreting and meeting the needs of the mass.
(G. Fortin, 1969: p. 533)
(my translation)
Each of these aims was designed to ameliorate the economic conditions
seen as problematic to Quebec: in particular, the lack of Quebecois
control of the economy.
Concurrently, there was another element of Quebec society undexr-
_going an ideological transformation: labour. While in the early 1960's
there had been a fairly cordial relationship between labour and the
_government,lo labour began to organize more militantly with the increase
of unemployment and the lack of improved working conditions. In 1968,
average unemployment in Quebec was 6.6% (based on seasonally adjusted
rated) compared to 3.6% in Ontario, 3.0% on the Prairies, and 5.9% in

British Columbia. The only area of the country with more unemployment was

the Atlantic Provinces, with 7.5% (Source: Annuaire du Québec. 1971: p. 357).

With some justification

Labour leaders argued that the Quiet Revolution was a
bourgeois phenomenon that profitted mainly the middle
clagss: they proposed a more extreme combination of
nationalist and social forces to bring about a more genuine
rewolution.

{Thomson, 1973: p. 19)
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The break <¢ame in 1968 when the CSN (the new name for the CTCC...Centrale
‘des Syndicats Nationaux) issued its SECOND FRONT Communiqug€, a formal
declaration of a programme for social reform.

The Second Front Communiqué opened with a list of problems the
CSN saw as critically important.

Obviously unemployment heads the 1list of social ills...

the housing situation is critical...One of the most

effective means of exploiting the popular classes

is through an inordinate rise in prices...One thing is

certain. It is that no matter what the circumstances have

been, inflation, unemployment, etc., the great owners of

- goods have won -hands down.
(CNTU, 1972: pp. 55-62)
The document then went on to delineate the sources of these problens:
credit companies, exploitation of the consumer, democratic elections
indirectly controlled by business and the media, professional fee structures,
and pension funds, the use of which workers cannot control (CNTU, 1972:
pp. 62-73).

The conclusion drawn was that labour must open a Second Front
aimed at consumption and consumer action as well as engaging in traditional
union activity. Strategies include strengthening the CSN's Family
Budget Service in "the fight against usury" (CNTU, 1972: p. 80), the
creation of political action committees (p. 81), the "development of a
militant popular press" p. 82), the development and radicalization of
co-operatives (p. 87) and the "organization of groups of citizens and
participation in their struggles" (for example, tenants' rights groups)
{p. 89).

The Second Front was particularly significant because it

committed the CSN to activity in fields in which, traditionally, unions
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" were not engaged. This involvement was called for on the basis of
capitalist exploitation. It was a major ideological departure from the
past and reflected the beginning of an increasing class consciousness
_ situated not just in organized labour, but in the working poor in
~general. (The best measure of this success in recent years is to be
found in the proliferation of citizens' groups, notably the Montreal
Citizens Movement.) The CsSN, for the first time, was beginning to
incorporate into its ideological position a more rigid class analysis
of Quebec society.

u////

6. Relations Between the Parti Québécois and Labour

By 1968, it had become clear that, despite a quasi-nationalist
stance, the Liberal party had committed itself to federalism and foreign
investment, and that the Union Nationale was vacillating betWeén
federalism and nationalism, depending on the issue and/or public
opinion. The real nationalist debate was to centre ip the PQ, lébour, and
fringe organizations such as the Front de Liberation du Quebec (FLQ).

The CSN, created as a conservative nationalist response , had
retained a strong national consciousness despite its extrication from
c¢lerical domination. PFrom 1968 to 1971, there was a fairly peaceful
alliance between labour and the PQ: the threat to this alliance was to
come from the grass roots of the CSN,Aand a coincident radicalization of
the Fédération des Travailleurs du Oudbec (FTQ), the international union

collective.
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The Bilingualism and Biculturalism Commission's findings were
made public in 1968. The steady assimilation of immigrants to English
in Quebec was now fully documented. The Conclusion of the Royal Commission
was that

The predominant linguistic fact in Canada is the

powerful attraction of the English language for

people of other than British or French cultural

backgrounds.

(Royal Commission on Bilingualism and

Biculturalism, 1970, Book IV: p. 118)
In 1969, as a response, the St. Leonard School Commission ruled that only
French language instruction would be available in the area, senaing the
large proportion of Italian immigrants in the area into a rash of
accusationé_against the F;ench.

In response, Bertrand's Union Nationale government introduced
legislétion permitting parents to chose the language of instruction of
their children. Bill 63, as it was known, in effect appeared to guarantee
the continued domiﬁance of English (and, perﬁaps, eventual disappearance
of French) as the favoured language in Quebec, which seemed to compound
the problem of foreign domination and blocked mobility. Furthermore, this
was the first provincial legislation ever which promoted Engliéh to an
official status.

The PQ position was that immigrants to Quebec should be
required to have their children educated in French. Delegates to the
FTQ Congress of 1969 forced their executive to accept this same stand.

The same thing occurred in the CSN. 1In 1966, a joint memorandum from the

FTQ and CSN had stipulated that
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Quebec. should embark on an immense linguistic effort...

to make the French language once again the current one...

in the area of work...At the provincial level the only

official language should be the language of the majority.

(S.H. Milner and H. Milner, 1973: p. 189)

The decision to fight Bill 63 came from lower union levels: important
indications that future radicalization might come from the bottom up
rather than the top down. Opposition to Bill 63 was a united front which
the Bertrand government ignored in pushing through the legislation,
henée alienating a large proportion of 'les Québécois! a factor leading
to his deféat in the election called in 1970. gignificantly, the fight
over Bill 63 represented the mobilization of national consciousness through-
out Quebec soclety, the first solid proof (when taken in tandem with
labour's radicalization) of both n;tional consciousness and class
consciousness being operant at the same time.

With public confidence shaken (with the singular exception of the
English minority in Quebec), the election returned a refurbished Liberal
party under a new leader who promised to defeat unemployment, Robert
Bourassa. The waffling of Bertrand between nationalism and federalism had
proven to be his weak spot, and the Liberals, assuming a quasi-federalist
stance (their campaign slogan was "le Fédéralisme rentable"™ - profitable
federalism) played on public opinion and manipulated the media, creating
a strong "fear" campaign against the PQ, culminating in the Brinks
‘coup” on the eve of the election.11

Not that the PQ had not been pragmatic. Sensing the potential

'fear' in the electorate of a formal separatist party, the PQ responded

with assurances that not all that much would be changed. David Rockefeller
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" was quoted in PQ literature saying words "...to the effect that he did not
care whether Quebec separated or not, provided that it welcomed foreign
investment.” (J. Laxer, 1%73: p. 245) The PQ itself publicly reasoned

~ that

...businesses which have most strongly fought separatism
will pressure both the federal and Quebec government to
accomplish separation in an ordered, moderate, rational,
fashion - "Don't upset the applecart™. These attitudes
will be Jjustified for the same reason: the maintenance
of the economic axis necessary for these companies...
In fact, as a result, the principal azdversaries of
independence will become its principal allies.

(PO, 1970: p. 139) '

{my translation)

However:

The scare campaign worked. The PQ kept its twenty-four
per cent of the vote, but most of the undecideds went
Liberal. In vhat became known in radical and separatist
mythology as "le coup d'état flectoral”, the Liberals
won 72 of the 108 National Assembly seats, although their
share of the popular vote was reduced to 45 per cent from
the 47 per cent they had got in the 1966 elections, which
they lost. The PQ, with a quarter of the vote, only
managed seven seats...The discrepancy between the PQ's
popularity in the province and its tiny representation in
the Assembly was to grow into a major issue, convincing
people of the inequity of the electoral system.

(R. Chodos and N. .auf der Maur, 1972: p. 18)

Although the unions had not endorsed the PQ (with a few local council
exceptions), much of the support came from working class districts.
In reference to this election, the Milner's note that (1973: pp. 200-201)

In general, union leaders and militants have unofficially
supported the Parti Quebecois; the more politically
sophisticated have rationalized this position with the
comment "sure they're bourgeois, but they're all we've got"
...Nevertheless, the organization and decision-making
apparatus of the party is firmly in the hands of new
middle class elements...The main point, though, is that

it was the workers that provided the mainstream of support
for the left-nationalist Parti Quebecois.



131

There have been some studies done which attempt to identify the
base of PQ support for this election. C. Cuneo and J. Curtis (1974),
using data gathered in 1968, have identified some of the determinants
of separatist support. (Although separatist support might not necessarily
be translated into PQ support, it is nevertheless a useful element for
identifying trends.) They argue that

The common portrayal of separatist opinion as largely

a new middle class phenomenon in the middle and late

60's receives only very qualified support in the data

discussed here...Part of the new middle class, professionals

and semi-professionals, were comparatively high in geparatist

support, but this was much less true for managers, officials,

and proprietors.

(C. Cuneo and J. Curtis, 1974: p. 21)
The authors suggest that managers, officials and proprietors might be more
tightly tied to Anglo interests (p. 21) (a comment consistent with
Bourque and Taurin-Frenette's (1973) characterization of a split in the
bourgeoisie). While their focus was essentially on the middle class,
whose support generally (with exceptions) for separatism stem from
non-economic and cultural concerns, Cuneo and Curtis indicate separatist
support from the lower classes 1s due more to economic factors (possibly
cooo, . . 12

an indication of class consciousness?),

The 1970 election itself has been analyzed by R. Hamilton and
M. Pinard (1976) and Jensen and Regenstreif (1970). Hamilton and Pinard's
work indicates that despite PQ vistory in strong working class sections
of Montreal, these gains are more the result of Liberal and Union
Nationale weakness than the PQ strength (p. 7). PQ support varies by

age and income level, with better off, younger voters tending to vote

PQ. However, the authors dismiss a 53% support of the PQ by those
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under 35 with incomes under $6,dOO because they are'relat@gglz_iess
supportive than those with higher incomes. Nevertheless, 53% is a
highly signifiéant proportion.13 There was significant support for
the PQ frém the lower classes.

Jdensen and Regenstreif (1970) argue that much of the basis for
PQ support in the 1970 election emerged from national consciousness
cutting across class lines. This is consistent with the fact that the
election resulted, in part, from questions over language rights and
Bill 63. Moreover, this finding, in conjpnction with the Cuneo/Curtis
assertion that separatist support in the wofking class is on the basis
of economic issues, provides strong empirical backing for my contention
that both class consciousness and nati;nal consciousness are operant
in Quebec sociéty. Rather than seeing theée analyses as antagonistic,
they can be interpreted as complementarwv.

While the PQ garnered the majority of its support from elements
of the young and the middle class, significant support came from the
working class. Reasons for support are more variable. Among the
middle class, non-economic concerns were hore salient, while, in the
working class, there was likely a blénd“of national and econbmic
concerns. It should be noted, however,-that so-called non-—-economic
concerns can have a stréng economic thrust if promotion of culture and
language facilitétes entry to or maintains occupationél advantage.

Boﬁrassafs government was but six months old when the FLQ crisis

-occurred. Labour representatives, René Iévesque and certain journalists
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for the ends of the FLQ, but deploring the means - this a solidarity
which was to prove shortlived. More important, it signalled a positive
response to a socialist analysis on the part of labour: both the Laurentian
and Montreal Central ?ouncils of the CSN endorsed the FLQ manifesto.

Despite combined resentment to the repressive institution of
the War Measures Act, it was in quite another area that the alienation
of labour from the Parti Québécois was to begin.

October 1971 brought a strike to‘La'Presse (owned ‘by Power
Corporation) whose’

staff had developed ah independence of inquiry

and am interest in political developments in Quebec,

which, as the development turned nationalist and

socialist, Power Corporation and its allies found

more and more impossible to tolerate.

(S.H. Milner and H. Milner, 1973: p. 207)

Editorial censorship had been mounting, and, when production staff
contracts ended, La Presse refused to negotiafe in good faith. Tﬁey
stalled long enough to force a strike by other La Presse unions (both
CSN and FTQ affiliated) whose contracts weren't due to expire until
1972. (R. Chodos and N. auf der Maur, 19272: p. 92)'La'Pfe§se locked
out all empléyees, began to use 'scab' labour, and, in a move of
solidarity, the CSN, FTQ and Centrale des Enseignants du Québec (CEQ -~
the large teachers' union) called for a mass demonst;ation. Montreal
mayor, Jean Drapeau, re~introduced an anti-demonstration bylawvdeclaring
fifty blocks axound ILa Presse a 'forbidden' zone. However, the dewmon-

stration, 15,000 strong, filled with socialist slogans (for example

"Capitalism eguals unemployment, socialism eguals work"), went on as

planned. Police, perhaps provoked, charged on the crowd: one person later died
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and labour leaders "declared their illusions shattered". (R. Chodos
and N. auf der Maur, 1972: p. 98)
In response, the three unions formed a Common Front four days

later in the Montreal Forum before a crowd of 20,000. Each labour

!

leader "...vowed solidarity in the battle against 'the wealthy propertied
capitalists'.” (R. Chodos and N. auf der Maur, 1972: pp. 99-100).

This stance had been foreshadowed by the CSN - only a month earliexr they

Included in this document is a scathing analysis of the capitalist
system and the exploitation of labour. The position of the working
classes vis-a-vis Anglo and Mmerican bourgeoisies, the imperialist system,
and the Quebec national bourgeoisie is’ clearly delineated. The solution
proposed is socialist restructuring within the national framework:
workers' control through the nationaligation of the Quebec economy. In
essence, the document is a plea for socialist'activism within the'nation
of Quebec and, as such, it represents an interesting articulation of
both class consciousness and national consciousness: it is a nationalism
with a clear class intent.

For the FTQ, however, this was a new orientation. Their
affiliation to the AFL—CIQ had lqng‘inhibited the adqption of a - -
socialist perspective. But in an address two months.later by their
president, Louis Laberge, the FTQ indicated this past image was
shattered. |

Laberge said Quebec was an oppressed, colénized; and

violent society based upon profit for the few...(he)

made it clear that socialism is the only road to...

liberation. - : .
(R. Chodos and N. auf der Maur, 1972: p. 102)
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The La Presse demonstration strengthened union solidarity and
weakened the alliance with the PQ. The PQ had absolutely refused to
endorse the demonstration, and L&vesque only complicated the situation
when he made

...comments to the effect that he would rather live in a

South American banana republic than in a Quebec controlled

by 'ranting and raving labour leaders’'...

(S.H. Milner and H. Milner, 1973: p. 111)

Iévesque's attitude enraged segments of the PQ, leftists and
pragmatists both. Those of a left persuasion argued the PQ should be
more responsive to labour, and those with a practical orientation
realized alienation of labour minimized chances for electoral victory.
The PQ found itself in an odd position: it had to court labour without
alienating the support it already had, and had to develop a campaign
platform persuasive to those potential supporters who were frightened
by the idea of secession. As a result, the 1972 convention was a
dynamic, problematic situation with policy decisions which tried to
- appease as many factions as possible.l4

On the question of separation, the PQ modified its position to

e o R R
the point of having separa?ion»dgcidgq by a national ;efe;epdum.‘ At
the.éame time, it radicalized iF§‘eqanmip”propo§als to include, among

other things, nationalization of finance companies, and prohibition of
o ' 'uw‘wwwg¢n,mmw:whwﬁ,k T ‘ Ny
foreign investment in key economic sectors. Thus, there is evidence
of PQ attempts to extend electoral appeal into 'non-independentiste’

sectors as well as labour. However, the labour/PQ relationship was to

remain shaky over the Common Front negotiations of 1972.
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Prior to 1972, strike activity had {with the exception of 1971)
increased at a consistent rate (see Table l])%6 This can be cautiously
interpreted as increasing class conflict, despite the institutionalized
nature of strike activity. In view of the labour activity in 1972,
this interpretation is likely.

In 1972, the Common Front representing 210,000 unionized public
and para-public employees in the three union centrals) asked for a weekly
minimum wage of $100.00, job security and yearly 8% wage increases. The
~government refused, and the employees went on strike. After two weeks
filled with newspaper reports of unhealthy hospital conditions and the
like, Bourassa's government initiated Bill 19, forcing people to return
to work. Fi?égce Minister Garneau admitted that the government had to
do somethi;g to "protéé£”£hé/economic structure of private enterprise”

{(S.H. Milner and H; Miinér;‘l§73:r p. 216} Labe:ge, Pééig (CsW) énd
Charbonneau (CEQ) were sentenced to one year érison terms fox their
involvement, along with 34 other union members. While advising people
to return to work, the labour leaders were imprisoned along with the
thirty-four other union members, sparking a series of spontaneous
walkouts across Quebec, as well as the establishment of community
- control in several tocwns — the province was literally paralyzed as the
~grass roots dictated union policy.

Bourassa responded with a media play-up of union violence and
'goon squads', and newspapers went so farxas to suggest a "coup diétat".
The labour leaders were persuaded by the Qoyernment to appeal their

sentences on the understanding that Bill 19 might be open to negotiation
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Workdays Lost in
Strikes and Lockouts in Quebec
< by Industry, (19681971 -

Industry 1968 - - - . 1969 o IRERUREI 1970 - - - 1971
Agriculture - - - -
Forestry - 500 - 5,970
Fishing and Trapping = - - -
Mines 46,740 206,460 8,540 20,090
Menufacturing 531,330 322,760 517,170 327,820
Construction 23,150 517,150 698,330 35,650
Transportation and Utilities 41,800 10,350 26,120 31,160
Trade 330,230 94,030 3,150 19,860
Finance - - - 1,140
Services 16,950 103,210 143,530 107,390

' public Administration 13,240 4,570 20,650 54,130
Total 1,003,440 1,259,030 1,417,560 603,120

Source: .Annuaire du .Québec: 1971, p.

Annuaire du Québec:

1972, »p.

375 Annuaire du Québec:
415 Annuvaire du Québec:

1973, p. 441
1974, p. 602

LeT
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and ammendment -~ with this, the general strike ended.
Throughout

The Parti Québdcois was careful to stay firmly on the
fence in the dispute. TFor every attack on the government's
insensitivity was another, at least as strong{ on the union
officials' adventurism. '

(S.H. Milner and H. Milner, 1973: p. 219)

The 1973 election returned the Liberals to power once more. It
is generally felt that the PQ drew a fair amount of labour support.

. ..Bourassa...claimed during the campaign that the wvast
majority of rank-—and~file union members would support him
on election day. It is interesting to note that out of
the 1,000 delegates polled at the December 1973 convention
of the Quebec Federation of Labour (PTQ), 76 per cent said
they had voted for the PQ, while only 10 per cent admitted
to having voted for the Liberals. These delegates were
not top-level union bureaucrats, but presidents and secretaries
of grass roots union locals. As for the working class as a
whole, it ig significant to note that the- PQ share of the
popular vote increased considerably during the election,
particularly in working—-class districts. So much for Bourassa's
'vast majority'.

(A. Bennett, 1973: p. 53)

The PQ garnered 31% of the popular vote, which.translated into six
seats in the National Assembly ~ the Liberals won 102 seats.

Pinard's and Hamilton's (1976) analysis of the 1973 election is
interesting. Some of the trends they identify in the 1970 election axe
reinforced, particularly that of middle class support for the PQ. But
thexre are provocative additions.

For example, the hlqhest income Francophones in the_Montreal

area DVOVlde the 1eaqt support For the PQ, whlle fhoqe in the $7 OOO to

——— - SOUF

$10,000 category give the hlghest support (p. 13) Of greater significance
are the occupaulonal bases of support. In Montreal, 47 of ‘Professionals

and Semi-Professionals, 63% of Clerical and Sales, and 59% of Blue Collar
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. categories support the PQ against 15% of Owners and Man.agers.' In the
rest of the province, the corresponding percentages are 63%, 23%, 32%,
and 25% (p. 15). (The authors innovatively employ this distinction
between Montreal and the rest of the province.) They go on to detail
A a collapsing of categories (which I find unclear) which results in
. 39% support among the middle class and 38% among the working class (p. 15).
There has been, it would seem, an increase in working class support for
the PQ despite formal tensions betweén the party and labour. This is
reinforced by the tendency (p. 20) of union members to vote for the PQ.

With regards to the middle class, Pinard and Hamilton cite a
split over PQ support between "professionals on the one hand and the
managerial and clerical and sales group on the other" (p. 16). They
are correct in pointing out lack of support among owners and managers
(which reflect Cuneo's and Curtis' findings), but their inclusion of
clerical and sales in the non-support group is not adeguately demonstrated
by their data: 63% of this group supported the PQ in Montreal!

Employing my own definitiong ©of class, clerieal and blue collax
workers (the working class) give significant support to the PQ, as does
the middle class (which seems to corregpond to Pinard and Hamilton's
Professional and Semi-Professional category). There is an effective
split between the middle class and my category of the bourgeoisie
(management and owners). This is, in part, reflective of the trend
towards Liberal support among high income French Canadians.

I think the key to understanding the working class support. for
the PQ rests ultimately on Pinard's (1970) argument regarding protest

voting. He argues that traditiomnal one party dominance results in the
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" negative voting for alternative parties; and (using a highly suspect

one variable indicator) suggests that workiﬁg class politics in Quebec

is not characterized by ethnic consciocusness. He interpfets third

party voting (in this case, the PQ) as class conscious, and sounds a

- death knell for nationalist-oriented political parties in Quebec.

(Jensen and Regenstreif's (1970) study indicated the opposite...D. Latouche
(1973) supports aspects of their argument.)

Rather than arguing the predominance of class consciousness over
national consciousness, it is more fruitful to view the situation as a
choice, for the working class, betwéen pérticular eﬁonomic.appéoaches‘té
the nation.

While Bourassa has waved the nationalist flag, his economic

policy is at odds with the interests labour has recently articulated,

U N—

particularly with regard to foreign investment. . i crE 7

The Bourassa SLyle of government has been pervaded S
by~ a” “concern with creatlng a social, economlc and Lt
POllthal ¢limate that would attract UIS! “Iivestment. *

(I, Posgate and K. ‘McRoberts, 1976 pp L PELTE)

By the 1973 election, labour had publicly declared its 'war' on the
capitalist system, and'thé revaﬁped PQ economic platform, while
certainly not identical, was, among the alterﬁatives, the closest to
labour's position. But this economic justification does not erase the
co-incidence of national consciousness between the PQ and the working
class. While the PQ variety of nationalism might not coincide with the
best interests of the working class; there are striking similarities
between the PQ and labour on certain national igsues, such as the

French language. Economic motivation to vote for the PO does not
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necessarily mean that national issues are forgotten. In fact, the
existence of tacit; implicit but non-articulated accord over national
questions would facilitate economic motivations by providing, de facto,
. common ground. In this sense, the adoptlon by the PQ of a more radical

MMWMW et R T S R B M i b e e b S s
ebonomlc programme may flnally have moved worklng class natlonallsts )

from support of tradltlonal partles to support for the PQ Moreover,
ae in the middle class case, where so-called non—-economic¢ motivations
can have an eoonomic thrust, so too can ec¢onomic motivatioos have a
national thrust: economic change within a commonly ﬁnderstood Erameviork
- the nationf

The relationship between the two bodies ~ labour and the PQ - is,
still at best, tenuous. The PQ does not fully represent labour, and it
is still dependent on middle class electoral and membership support.

What is important to note is the coincidence of class consciousness
and national consciousness in Quebec labour. Since 1973, there have been
sustained strikes and further condemnations of the oapitalist gsystem in
tandem with strong cultural stands. .(This. should not be interpreted to
mean that relations between the two labour centres are always peaceful -
witness the confrontation at James Bay and the findings of the Cliche
Comnission). This coincidence of class and national coneciousness is
nowhere clearer than in labour's response to Bil} 22.

In 1969, as a result of the crisis over Bill 63, the Union
Nationale commiséioned'an Inquiry on the Position of the French Language
and on the basis of its recommendations and findings (some which have

T st S 1 cmmies 3o aeed ok anea
been presented above}, Bill 22. came into existence.
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The purpose of Bill .22 is to guarantee that: “French is the
‘official language of the province of Quebec." (Title I, A?ticle 1).
The Parti Québécois, the CSN, FTQ and CEQ have long endorsed precisely
this position, but, when Bill 22 was presented; both the PQ and labour.
..objected'violéntly, with the bulk of their argument centring on the
fact that Bill 22 actually protects the rights of English and makes
French, at best, only a language of priority. The text of Bill 22
consistently makes allowance for English as an accompaniement to French.
For Example, Title III; Chapter 1, Article 8 states "Official texts
;ﬁd documents may be accompanied with an English.version,.;". vThis
provigion, over the course of the Bill, applies to virtually every communi-
cation and document in which French is requird, varying from collective
bargaining agreements to advertising. The essence of the nationalist
argument is that Bill 22 officially guarantees for the English in Quebec
the favoured status they have enjoyed for so iong. |

In regards to labour, clasé consciousness and national consciousness
are both at work shaping the nature of the response to Bill 22,
Fernand Daoust of the FTQ says in reference to government plans to provide
preferential contracts to iﬁdustries which undergo a p:bgramme of
fr;ncization:

Nos gouvernements ont beaucoup d'imagination lorsqu'il

s'agit de trouver des prétextes pour gaver ceux-13

qui exploitent, mutilent at assassinent les travailleurs

qudb&cois. Voild encore un nouveau filon - 1z subvention

linguistique.

(Parliamentary Debates of Quebec, 2nd Session, 3rd Legislature:.
B3881 — 3899}
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M. Charbonneau of the CEQ adds

La CEQ demande le retrait du projet de loi 22. Ce projet
de loi, nous le ressentons comme une triple aggression &
notre»égard: 3 titre de Québécois: le fraﬁgais est
une condition de vie; 3 titre de travailleurs francophones:
le frangais est véritablement une condition de travail des 5
plus essentielles et; & titre de travailleurs de 1'enseigne-
ment: le frangais est notre outil de travail et est 1l'objet
de notre travail, pour une bonne part d'entre nous.
(Parliamentary Debates of Quebec, 2nd Session,
3rd Legislature: B3608-3632)

Clearly these statements reflect both a national and class consciousness.
The CSN has adopted a similaxr position.

‘Marcel Pépin (1974: pp. 630-644), writing in 'Action Nationale,

documentsrthe problems inherent in legitimizing the use of English.
French is seen as an absolutely necessary condition for work and English
becomes a "moyen de domination et de subordination aux mains du patronat"
(p. 635). English further becomes a means to psychologically debasing
the‘French.worker, whereas French, when used by all workers, is not only
the language of work but "un instrument de lutte sociale" (p. 639).
Finally, he calls on workers to unite.

I1 faut donc résister, et en tant que patriotes
et en tant que travailleurs.
(p. 641)
Nowhere is the coincidence of national consciousness and class consciousness
more striking than here.
Bill 22 has been passed and is currently enjoying its first year

of official existence. As was the year 1960, Bill 22 is a watershed of

sorts. F. Lalonde, Quebec Minister of State is quite pragmatic about it.
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...Bill 22's cultural goal must be secondary to its
political _significance.’

Mr. Lalonde admits that it was designed to deprive
extremigst elements and the Parti Québécois of one of
their principal justifications.for separatism.

“(Hamilton Spectator, July 5, 1975)

Bill 22 is the most far-reaching attempt ever to respond to and
contain nationalist elements Within Quebec society. In this way, it
marks a turning point in Quebec politics. What Bill 22 does‘égg_do is
respond tec the growing class consciousness of the lower classes. Its
success will be, not so much in how much discontent it concretely does
away with, but with how long it.can contain the discontent it currently
obscures.

The breadth and depth of class polarization can be seen in the
state's response to the recammendations contained in the Cliche Commission
Report. The Commission was created to stud§ and make recommendations
regarding corruption in the construction industry union structure. The
Commission also uncovered corruption in industry and government but,
so far, legislation has (predictably) dealt only with unions. BAmong the
legislation are provisions for updated union membership lists for the
government along with statements regarding all union spending and income
sources. Persons with criminal records are forbidden from holding union
positions (and in the volatile Quebec labour climate, this is a strong, -
coercive measure) .

Labour has responded angrily to this legislation. The CSN has
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is characterized as "un gouvernement d'ennemis" (p. 26). Polarization of
classes rather than subsiding in Quebec, is still a dominant feature,
indicative of enhanced class consciousness on“ééé&rsides.

As suggested in the introduction to this Chapter, the outline of
.the growth of national consciousness, class consciousness, and nationalism

has been, in the main, descriptive. Chapter 4 analyzes this data with

‘respect to the discussion and theoretical issues raised in Chapter 2.
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NOTES

1. The opposition of the Church to the government can be seen
.as stemm1ng{§9}h from fear of foreign and capitalist intervention. If

forelgn ‘capital . hadwéﬁiered~guebec*Without the a551sﬁance of the govérn-

ment, thé Church would probably hot have reacted so negatively. Since
government was one of the few institutions French Canadians could

acceptablyd/be Tnvolved “in, state collusion was perceived both as selllng
out to foreigners and as over~involvement in capitalist development.
The Church much preferred to exert control through their own agencies

(see H. Guindon, 1960). Participation in private sectors was far less
acceptable than traditional involvement through Church and state
institutions. Taschereau and his colleagues violated this tenet.

2. It should be noted here that the rigid hierarchical structure
of the Church dictated a 'command from the top' of sorts. The collusion
and/or tacit concord between state and clerical authorities was not
necessarily pervasive. Rather, the ideological and dogmatic positions
of highly placed officials was merely passed down through the Church
structure.

3. While Asbestos is perhaps the most well-known strike of this
era, other conflicts occurred with egually important results. For
example, in 1947, the workers at the Ayers woolen mills in Lachine went
on strike, and Duplessis, true to form, ordered violent reprisals by
provincial police. It was following this confrontation that Madeleine
Parent was sentenced to jail for two years on the charge of seditious
conspiracy - a sentence Duplessis never enforced when the court clerk
died. For a more complete description, see Charles Lipton, The Trade
Union Movement of Canada 1827 = 1959, pp. 321-323.

4. See H. Guindon (1967) for an interesting analysis of the
emergence of this new middle class. While his account does not differen-—
tiate the levels at which this new middle class operates, it is a good
analysis of the structural responses in a society undergoing rapid
industrial growth.

5. The expansion of Church programmes actually resulted from
two factors. First, there was middle class agitation, but, second, as
Church bureaucracy expanded, there was an actual need to incorporate
lay people (particularly in education and hospitals) due to the increase
in institutional scope. The dynanics of Church expansion can thus be
situated both internally and externally.
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6. D. Posgate and XK. McRoberts (1976) have responded to
D. Latouche's (1974) contention that, by percentages, Lesage's regime was
only a continuation of Duplessis' fiscal distribution policies.
In terms of the concentration of power and authority
in the state, the Lesage administration did represent a
radical departure from previous administrations.
(D. Posgate and K. McRoberts, 1976: p. 117)

7. The election of 1962 was called by Lesage on the issue of the
nationalization of electricity. M. Pinard (196%) argues that nationali-
zation was, in fact, not a significant factor in the re-election of the
Liberals. Earlier in his essay, he suggests voters might be influenced
by socio-economic conditions directly affecting them. If this is true,
nationalization might have been a hidden factor. That is, if the Liberal
policy had been viewed as successful by the electorate up until 1962,
nationalization (among those undecided over the issue) might have been
seen as part and parcel of a larger economic policy - not as something
specific, but as part of a quasi-nationalist stance acceptable to a
proportion of the population. This would invalidate Pinard's suggestion
that nationalization was, at best a tenuous political platform.

8. What is meant by dominant in this particular instance is the
group which occupies positions which are the most prestigious, most-

' financially rewarding, and, as a corollary, are the most integrated into

the decision-making arenas.

9. C.M. Lanphier and R.N. Morris (1974) argue that income
differences between French and English in Quebec have diminished over the
period 1961 to 1968, particularly in the higher paid professions. At
lower income levels, the reverse holds true. There are problemg with
their approach, though. First, they use a $10,000 or more income
category which inadeguately explores income differentials between French
and English (a point they themselves point out). Second, they employ
occupational categories of great breadth which fail to discriminate,
particularly at the managerial level, middle from upper levels of manage-
ment. When occupation and income, then, are taken together, their
results with regards to higher occupations are, at least, questionable.
It might be more appropriate to see their data minimally supporting a
view of equalization at middle levels of the occupational structure
alone, a view not inconsistent with my own argument.

10. 1In 1964 Lesage had allowed public and para-public employees
to affiliate with unions which-did not support political parties =~ the
CSN was non-politically affiliated and its membership ranks swelled from
80,000 in 1960 to 230,000 in 1970.
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11. "The Royal Trust Company packed some securities into a
Brinks truck and pointed it in the direction of Toronto - making sure a
Montreal Gazette photographer was there to get pictures."
(R. Chodos and N. auf der Maur, 1972: p. 17)

12. This is consistent with Pinard's (1970) contention that

- working class politics in Quebec can be interpreted as class conscious
voting. If separatism is viewed as a means to achieving economic change,
it would seem that both national and class consciousness is at work.

13. Arguments that these include students 'on their way up' or
young people with a chance for getting ahead do not erase the fact that
a good proportion of the working class supported the PQ.

. 14. The revamped programme of the PQ can be found in Prochaine
étape...quand nous serons vraiment chez nous, 1972.

15. As argued in Chapter 4, the PQ, in many ways, typifies the
managerial revolution ethic. Thus, the critique of the managerial
revolution theory can be extended to the PQ - managerial reorganization
does not, necessarily entail changes in the effective exercise of power.

16. 1Increased strike activity was not peculiar to Quebec,
but the dimensions surrounding this growth were unigue and stemmed
from particular new ideological developments.



CHAPTER 4

" Class and Nationalism in Quebec

s

1)‘ Nationalism and Class in Quebec: the Relation of Class to

‘Nationalism

In Chapter 2, the question to be explored in Chapters 3 and 4
was outlined: essentially, is class a source of the components which
combine with national consciousness to, create the ideology nationalism?

Nationalism, defined as national cpnsciousness mobilized with
particular ends in view, includes assumptions regarding the organization
of society. I have argued that national consciousness does not contain
these assumptions: they must come from other sources. Consequently,
it is now necessary to identify these sources using the data presented
in Chapter 3. This can be best accomplished through a careful analysis

of nationalist ideology and nationalist support.

i)  Nationalist TIdeology in Quebec.

The data presented in Chapter 3 indicate, over the period of

1960 to 1975, three dominant strains of nationalist ideology: the quasi-

149
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" nationalism of the Lesage regime, the separatist-statist ideology of
the Parti Québécois (PQ), and the socialist-nationalist ideology of the
Parti Socialiste du Québec (PSQ), Front de Lib&ration du Québec (FIQ)
and labour. What is extremely interesting to note is the time sequence
of the emergence of these various ideologies in relation to particular
events or conditions prevalent in Quebec. In other words, the growth
and extension of each ideology seems to correspond to particular socio-

economic conditions. Thigs will become clearer in the following analysis.

a) The Lesage Regime

The q_uasi-—nationalistl position of the Lesage regime was a
response to a growing contradiction between the dominant ideology holaing
sway in Québec over the 1940's and early 1950's and the realities of
Quebec's social and economic fabric. Economic non-participation and
repression were inadequate responses to displacement of the wmiddle class
and intolerable working conditions and wages among the working class.
Significantly, the battle against conservative hegemony was waged by
several forceg in common, although admittedly, each fought for different
reasons. A

Much of the critique of the Duplessis era focussed on the need
for modernization. Quebec, it was argued, was a nation requiring
massive change. However, to effect this shift meant wresting control of
key social sectors from traditional authority. The Lesage government

responded to these critiques by implementing the tool of state power and
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authority, the aim of which was the integration of 'les Québécois' into
their own modernizing economy. The result was state takeover of health,
education and welfare and intervention into sectors of the economy. This,
in turn, created bureaucratic superstructures which could begin to
accomodate the previously displaced middle class. However, I would

argue that the ideological bases of support for these events was not
nationalism per se, but a profound belief in modernization. It was the
means of implementing modernization which laid the groundwork for more
specifically nationalist feelings.

Where, then, did Lesage's quasi-nationalist support come from?
Electorally, over 1960.and 1962, the Liberal party received its greatest
support from the middle clasges (M. Pinard, 1969: p. 148). This suggests
(particularly due to the significant working class support for the Union
Nationale) that the election of the Liberals in 1960 was the result of
perceptions among the middle class that the Liberal party, alone, could
provide a political solution to their problems.

This view is reinforced by an analysis of the interests served
by the policy decisions of the Lesage government. ‘The creation of
state agencies and bureaucracies incorporated only those with the skills
and training to take advantage of the new positions: the middle class,
not the working class. (This should not be interpreted to mean Lesage
neglected the working class. On the contrary, benefits from new
provincial schemes also aided them. However, when speaking relatively,

it was the middle class which most openly and directly benefitted.)
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This interpretation is supported by A. Breton (1964). He suggests
that

...resources which could have been invested to increase

the social incowe of the community have been used in the

case of nationalization Eof electricitjj to buy new

high income jobs for members of the French Canadian middle

class and, in the case of the General Investment Corporation,

to keep already existing high~income jobs for the same

middle class.
(A. Breton, 1964: p. 385)

oo GALT M Ly
In other words, the quasi-nationalist policies of the Lesage regime

corresponded most strohgly to middle class interéstsf
Wedegwego o , o
% ¢ shift from quasi-nationalist stance to true nationalism occurs,
zﬁi over time (and at various Jjunctures), as policy becomes legitimized or
proposed on the basis of national consciousness and national integrity.
The use of the state increasingly becomes identified as protecting and
promoting the naticnal interest so that, at some point for particular
supporters, the ideology g§wggg§£g§§§339§m£s transformed into nationalism.
The distinction between quasi-nationalism and nationalism rests on the
transformation from an ideological committment to modernization to a
committment to control. At least twe reasons can be cited for this.
First, there is a growing awéreness that, although French Canadiaw
participation in the publiic sector.is improving, private sectors are
still, comparatively, restrictive;in the opportunities they hold for
French Canadians. Consequently, analysis of ethnic discrimination
begins to emerge. This perception leads to a heightened national

consciousness.
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Second, on the basis of national consciousness, legitimization
of policies is best served by nationalism in an appeal,toﬁall“national

members. That is, the best means to modernization is through national

self detexmination.

et

Through the new model of the nation as a secular,
technological society, the new middle class could
use nationalism to legitimize its own class aspirations.
The middle class seizure of control of French Canadian
social institutions was no longer simply a projection
of class aspirations; it was necessary to the é&panouisse-
nent of the national collectivity.

(D. Posgate and XK. McRoberts, 1976: p. 103)

HoWwever, when national consciousness is mobilized, it is transformed,
through the class position of its proponents, into a nationalism serving
particular class interests,..hence‘the benefits derived by the middle
class from the Lesage reginme.

—tAis importané to understand that the seizure of control of
the state apparatus and growing national consciousness operate in a
dialectical manner. Nascent committment to modernization leads to
using the state as an instrument which leads to an increased and
gualitatively heightened national consciousness which is then mobilized
into nationalism. This mobilization appears to be largely on the basis
of class interest. In this sense, the new nationalism {(as the previous
guasi-nationalism) is a middle class phenomenon (see H. Guindon (1967)

for his argument on the new middle class and nationalism) .

Initially, the Quiet Revolution had mg@ili%@dua%ggiigctive
vOoSLuL1on 1idd - L et Ve

belief in nodernization behind the spearhead of the middle classes.
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about by Lesage. @Portions of the French Canadian bourge0151e (for

K\-—.._‘..._‘.-—‘-_wl._al._w_“._,& o TR —
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example, small producers in business for themselves) benefltted from new

- i s T, .
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aovernment schemes 1nasmuch as they promlsed to make Quebec more self

suff1c1ent and less dependent on forelgn capltal Opportunities for

advancement and extension of economic power, blocked by the dominance
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of forelgn controlled companles appeared to be potentlal outcomes of
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the new pollcp orlentatlons whlch could prove advantageous to tnls
element of the bowrgeoisie.

The working class, too, could take advantage of improved health,
education and welfare programmes. The unionization of public employees
in the early 1960's swelled the ranks of organized labour. Thus, as
long as the state and the working class did not come into conflict with
one another, there could exist nominal support from the working class
for'the new nationalism. Aggravated social tension, however, soon
called this relationship between the middle c¢lass and labour into
serious question.

Prom the data in Chapter 3 and the analysis above; it appears
that the gquasi-nationalism and new nationalism under the Lesage reign
were significantly middle class in orientation. That is; national
consciousnsss was mobilized largely through a synthesis with elements
of class ideology. In other words, the principal source of the additional

" elements in the ideology nationalism was class.
There are other interpretations. Charles Taylor (1965) has

argued, for example, that the middle class, caught between new values of
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modernization and negative feelings regarding French Canadian 'backward-
ness' sought to resolve the problem by making Quebec over into the new,
positive image of a modern society. The middle class sought to improve
their own identity. This, however, strikes me as an inadequate analysis.
Although Taylor sees the prime motivation of the middle class as the
attempt to improve their own economic standing, resolving identity issues
can.be interpreted, in contrast to Taylor's argument, as the erection of
an ideological mask for the promotion of this same class interest. Making
consumption of policy more palatable for the rest of society does not
erase this class thrust. 'Identity crisis' is just one way of attempting
to mobilize the collectivity behind middle class nationalism (see the
discussion on co-optation below).

In conclusion, then, one can say with regard to nationalism
under Lesage that class was a principal source of the components combining

with national consciousness to create nationalism.

ébaratistéstatist Ideology

The roots of separatist-statist ideology, particularlyvas
manifested by the Parti Québécois are to be found in the new nationalism
emerging under the Lesage government. A combination of factors led,
over time, to an increasing alienation of segments of the new nationalist
ranks.

The initial use of the state as an instrument to self-determination
reinforced a committment to increasing control by ‘'les QuEb&cois' of

their own economy, transforming modernization (quasi-nationalism) to

S e e ey
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true nationalism. Paradoxically, however, (as I have argued in Chapter
3), this assertion of control did not address the real locus of economic
power: the centres of foreign control. Despite government policy,
foreign investment still poured into Quebec, unemployment soared and
restricted access to positions in the private sector continued. The
Lesage regime, and the Union Nationale following, although willing to
employ the state apparatus, still operated with a committment to the
federal system. Hence there were still limits on the extent to which
‘they would use their interventionist tool, even thqﬁgh the ignited
nationalism of the middle class demanded increasing interference. The
Quiet Revolution, it appears, had gone about as far as it was going to go.
The RIN and RN arose in response to this inadequacy. I have
demonstrated in Chapter 3 the key role the RIN planned {(as outlined in
their political platform) for the state. Increased intervention was
seen as the key to continued nationalist aspirations. The expulsion of
Ren® Lé&vesque from the Liberals and the qreatiop of the Parti Québécois
were the eventual political responses to this new nationalist agitation.
To what extent, then,; is the PQ an extension of the middle c¢lass
nationalism of the earlier 1960's? An important shift in the basis cf
middle class support seems to have taken place. Cuneo and Curtis {1974)
and Hamilton and Pinard (1976), as discussed above, éite evidence of a
split in middle class support of both separatism and the PQ which seems,
~generally, to run on the lines of professionals and semi-professionals

(my term: bourgeoisie). This split paralléls non-dependency and

B o
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dependency on foreign (Anglo and American) capital.
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Of primary importance to increased state intervention envisioned
by the PQ is the creation of a politically independent Quebec. The
spectre of separatism, I would argue, has caused those dependent on
foreign investment (the bourgeoisie) to shift away from mild nationalist
‘support earlier on in the 1960's to a firm support of federalism.
(Bourque and Laurin-Frenette's (1972) analysis of this phenomenon is
interesting. They characterize it as a split in the earlier bourgeois
hegemony. My own tendency (as argued above) is to see this apparent
hegemony as far less strong--more as tempcrary alliance.) The result has
been a middle class/bou;geois parting of-the ways, with political support
~going to the PQ and Liberals respectively.

This middle class support of the PQ is paralleled by PQ policy
which, it appears, most benefits the middle class. Although the PQ
platforn contains elements favourable to.the workiﬁg class (such as
~ guaranteed minimum income) , these changes would be brought about under
the auspices of bureaucracies staffed and directed by the middle class.
In addition, from the data presented in Chapter 3, it appears that the
PQ does not plaﬁ a radical shift in terms of the penetration of foreign
capital. What is proposed is state capitalism: the basic system of
class relations would remain unaltered. This is seen in the PQ's
vacillation regarding the role and activity of organized labour.

The election tactics of the Parti Québ&8cois in both the 1970
and 1973 elections serve to reinforce the view of the PQ as middle

class in orientation. In both cases, the PQ spent a large proportion
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radical changes in the status quo. The only significant changes were
thgt‘{lgguguébéboisfkWould»have the only say %nrthe disposition of

fiscal revenue and the direction of the economy (on the basis ofAinternal
financing) and that there would be a guaranteed minimum income. Again,
‘the clear middle class orientation of policy comes through.

In contrast; I have shown a significant level of support for the
PQ coming from the working class (as well as similarities between the
PQ and labour with regard to issues such as language). This support, as
Cuneo and Curtis (1974) and Pinard (1269) suggest, is likely to stem
primarily from economic motivations. However, I have also argued that
tacit accord on national questions_(such as language) leads to the
apparent ‘'disappearance' of nation-based issues. This absence should
not be intgrpreted és meaning national consciousness does not exist.
Rather, because it does exist, it is the economic positions which the
PO formulates which decide evéntual support or non—supportz. Support
is on the basis of economic policy closer to the needs of the working
class than that of other parties.

Nevertheleés, working class support does not mean, in the end,
that the PQ ideology representg this segment of the population. It is
apparent that the PQ is primarily middle class in its orientation. Once
again, class emerges as a significant source of the éomponents blending

with national conscioushess to create nationalism.



159

¢) Socialist-Nationalist Ideology

The first evidence of an articulate socialist-nationalist ideology
-was the formation of the Parti Socialiste du Québec (PSQ). Parti Pris,
its literary arm, consistently argued the socialist restructuring of
national society and called for left nationalist activism. The PSQ
developed early in the 1960's, at a time when labour still tenuously
supported the Quiet Revolution and, it is difficult to gauge whether
Parti Pris had a significant impact on the later radicalization of Quebec
labour.

M. Reid (1972), in his account of the 'partipristes', indicates
that there was contact between them and the working class (most of them
coning from, or living in, working class surroundings). However, it can
be said with a fair degree of certainty that, because labour itself had
not developed a strong sense of class consciousness in the early 1960's,
the PSQ and its socialist-nationalist ideology was premature if the goal
was class~wide education into a socialist-nationalist view of reality.

The relatively harmonious relations between labour and the state
started to disintegrate after the unionization of public employees.

By the mid-1960's, relations between the Quebec government
and the public sector unions had changed from the initial
"honeymcon period"™ to a growing conflict. As bargaining
broke down, unions exercised their newly-granted rights

in a rash of strikes. Frequently the Quebec govermnment
drew upon its legislative powers to end the strikes and
impose its own settlement. In the process, unicn leaders
began to see the Quebec govermment as no different from
private employers. In fact, in the eyes of many, the
Quebec govermment was very much at the service of private

employers, resisting demands for higher wages largely
in deference to the fear of private employers that if
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such increase were granted there would be new pressure
on them to grant similar increases.
(D. Posgate and K. McRoberts, 1976: pp. 145-146)

This increasing co~identification of public and private interest resulted,
“in tandem with unimproved economic conditions, in the growth of an
increasing class consciousness, manifested in the.Second Front, the
Common Front and recent policy orientations of Quebec labour. Significantly,
this class consciousnesg has resulted in the adoption of a socialist-
nationalist stance.

Labour's critiques are generalized as to the mnature of capitalist
exploitation, but are specific as to the épplication of this model to
Quebec society (for example, the unique position of the Quebec bourgeoisie).
The solutions proposed suggest the ﬁation as the unit in which change
should occur. Consequently, questions regarding nation are raised and
bear witness to the existence of national consciousness: this explains
labour's concern over the issue of language. But, again, this national
consciousness receives components stémming from the class consciousness
of the working class; leading, as in the case of the middle class, to
a unique variety of class nationalism.

d) National Consciousness, Class Consciousness and Cldss Nationalism

Each of the three nationalist ideologies above has received a
direction which is derived largely from class concerns. This implies
the co-existence of both national consciousness and class consciousness.

The validity of this assertion can be demonstrated through the example
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of language conflict in Qﬁebec.

Each nationalist movement has indicated the need for French to
be preserved. For example, in the case of the Lesage regime, the nation-
alization of electricity was to be carried out with the intention of
hifing French-speaking personnel. In the case of the PQ and labour, both
have made public their desire to see French as the only official language
of Quebec. This commonality running through each ideology is primarily

due to common national consciousness. Being Qu&b&cois, there is a shared

D i

desire to maintain specific language and culture.

However, conflict over language is also perceived differentially
according to the class components in the nationalist ideology. The
argument that middle class support for geparatism is motivated by
cultural (or non-economic) concerns is evidence that language is perceived
as part of national integrity. However, the PQ support for French as the
only official language of Quebec has interesting class dimensions: it is
the middle class which is most directly affected by the occupational
need to speak English.

Data in Chapter 3 has effectivelytdemonstrated the dual system
of occupational discrimination - ethnic and linguistic - operative in
Quebec. For the PQ, making French the only official language is a means
to forcing an occupational redistribution - as non—Frénch,speaking
personnel are pushed out of particular occupational areas, French-
speaking people (no longer by necessity bilingual) can enter. It is the

middle class which most directly benefit.
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The history of the Parti Québ&cois' response to language legislation
can be similarly documented. The party's stand in opposition to Bill 63
was based on the argument that permitting immigrants to choose their
.children's language of instruction worked both as an assimilative threat
to French culture as well as a guarantee of the continued dominance of
English in the economic realm. Too, their negative response to Bill 22
has been based on a similar rationale - it is perceived as making French
a language of priority and, through the continual guarantees to English
(such as in documents and occupational communication), is perceived as
actually reinforcing the dominance of Engiish in the realm of economics.
Effectively, then, Bill 22 is viewed as a block to fluid mobility of the
middle class. |

The position of the Parti Québcois as a middle class expression
of nationalism is particularly interesting in that language and ethnic
(national) issues are the essential subjects to understanding party
propaganda: the PQ is a proponent of an homogeneous analysis of Quebec
society. Its critique is centred around a "we/them" or "French-English"
definition of reality. And for good reason: it is this perception of
reality which most accurately depicts middle class experience. The bulk
of thelr class frustration is centred on English domination of areas
where it is perceived that French should dominate.

In contrast, labour's analysis has dimensions which reflect
additional concerns specific to working class reality.

The problem qf language received particular attention in‘PAréi;

"~ 'Pris. The working class in Quebec speaks a variety of French which is
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highly anglicized and specific to working class experience (joual).
Theoretical attempts at understanding the process of colonization of
language and practical attempts at using joual in literature emerged,
over the 1960's, in Parti Pris. These attempts led to an increasing
identification of the nationalist struggle with the socialist struggle
(although recently, partipristes such as Piotte have ‘recanted', calling
. .3 \ .

for a purer Marxist line”). Malcolm Reid (1972: p. 187), quoting Gaston
Miron, a contributor to Parti Pris, notes Miron's explanation as follows.

It was the disappointment in this attempt, the lack of

comprehension in the English~Canadian socialist milieu,

that made me see that Quebec must break out of this

national repression to move toward socialism on its

own path.
From Parti Pris writers came novels written in joual in attempts to
legitimize the language - a process which was seen as parallelling
national liberation.

...joual...is what happened to a language under

oppression, but not oppression from people who speak

the same language as the oppressed.

(M. Reid, 1972: p. 238)

The legitimization of joual was intrinsically tied to an analysis of
Quebec as a colonized nation speaking a colonized (i.e. Anglicized)
language. Hence, legitimation of joual came to symbolically represent
the legitimation of the nation.

The ‘creation of the objective conditions for the

continuation of French in Quebec comes, then, to

this: the overthrow of capitalism, its objective

destroyer. .
(M. Reid, 1972: p. 102)
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To restore the language, one had to restore

the nation.
(M. Reid, 1972: p. 50)

Joual, as a form of French, parallels external sources of
domination and reinforces national identity. Joual, as a language uniquely
tied to the working class, reinforces class and facilitates the recognition
of internal domination. That national consciousness is found in the
working class, then, can be explained both historically and through the
role language plays in delineating class and national boundaries.
Cpnsequently, one would assume that language would be approached from
a more general cultural/national perspective as well as from a framework
which situates language within an analysis stemming from class consciousness.

All three labour centrals had, és early as 1969, endorsed a "French
as the only language of work" policy. Early on, this position was
justified principally on the basis of national existence - the'battle
against Bill 63 alongside the PQ was indicative of this.

Chapter 3 suggested that significant radicalization of labour starts
to occur by 1970. The degree to which class consciousness has grown is
clearly evident by the advent of Bill 22. Labour, like the PQ, attacks
Bill 22 for its apparent legitimation of the dominance of English in

e

Quebec, but situates this problem of economic dominance into a.much
larger framework of capitalist exploitation. The FTQ presentation to the
Quebec government is indicative of this stance.

The FTQ maintains that forcing people to speak French at work is

the only effective way of ensuring the continued existence of French

because of the central position work occupies in the daily existence of



165

of people. Furthermore, and this is the most significant indication that
class interest is working in tandem with national consciousness, the
union maintains that Bill 22, which in effect legitimizes English and
makes the work situation bilingual, is hardly an adequate response to
decades of capitalist exploitation of French workers by foreign firms
in a foreign language. (Debates of the Quebec Legislature, 2nd, 3rd)
So while there is resistahce to Bill 22 which, on the surface parallels
that‘which the PQ tenders, there is also the introduction of a unique,
class specific perception - language as a factor in the process of
capitalist exp]oitatioh. English is seen as one of several modes of
colonial-capitalist domination (see M. Pépin (1974)).

The eassential differences iﬁ approach to language questions, then,
are yrooted as much in class perspectives as in national consciousness:
the PQ restricts its observations to English domination over the French:
labour includes this form of external domination in its analysis, but

adds dimensions of internal class conflict as well.

Having reviewed and interpreted the data, an answer to the question
raised in Chapter 2 canh now be offered. It appears, at least with regard
.to this period in Quebec's history, that class has been a consistently
significant factor in the mobilization of national consciousness to
produce nationalism.4 Both national consciqusness and class consciousness

are operant in the ideology nationalism. Consequently, I will hereafter

s

refer to class nationalism in

order to make this

discussion below will attempt to clarify this point with regard to
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the dominant approaches on Quebec summarized earlier in Chapter 1.

2) Class Nationalism and Dominant Approaches to Class and Nationalism

The theoretical perspective I am employing developed from critiques
of both traditional and left approaches to nationalism. The differences
between these approaches and the one I am suggesting should be clarified
so as to facilitate further discussion. .

Traditional analyses, it will be remembered,'identify subordinate
ethno-linguistic groups as being homogeneous (withoﬁt internal different-
iation). For example, in their article of 1967 (which breaks from
tradition by situating language conflict in a broader framework of
ethno-linguistic discrimination), Inglehart and Woodward provide a
highly suggestive description of 'ambitious' ethnic group members who
mobilize entire populations. Their view of the nation as an homogeneous
construct leads to the following observation.

A special case of the linkage between social mobility and

linguistic pluralism among transitional populations may

exist when ambitious members of a minority group see the

opportunity to make careers for themselves by fanning a

large potential group into consciousness of its identity.

(R. Inglehart and M. Woodward, 1967: p. 360)
it is.interesting that 'making a career' for oneself is viewed as merely
being ‘ambitious'. Furthermore, the authors' insistence on homogeneity
requires that there bhe a 'famnning' into ‘group consciousness' so that
there is no distinction made, in the end; between group consciousness and

individual ambition. Once consciousness is achieved, there appears to

be no qualitative difference ameng national group mewbers.
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The problem here is the failure to see differentiation in the
nation. Despite an interesting, but unwitting, description of class
nationalism, the authors see nationalism as a mass phenomenon. In view
of the data and analysis of nationalism in Quebec which I have offered,
this is an untenable posgition.

Analyses such as the Rioux/Dofny and Marxist schools are better
equipped to handle internal differentiation. However, as pointed out
in Chapter 1, there are weaknesses in both approaches. The Rioux/Dofny
position cannot adequately explain the distinctive lower class variants
of nationalism because they cannot appreciate the coexistence of class
consciousness and national consciou;ness, nor the mix of the two
congciousnesses in the ideology nationalism. They see nationalism as
the result of national consciousness alone. (Although there are
suggéstions of middle class interest at stake, they never carry through
on this line of reasoning.)

I have argued that the Marxist approaches are weakened by their
politically-derived definitions of the nation. While lamenting false
consciousness, they are blind to the growing expression of lowei class
discontent and consciousness expressed through the vehicle of working
class nationalism. The conclusions (G. Bourque and N. Laurin-~Frenette,
1973: p. 203) that there is no natiocnalist sentiment emanating from
Quebec's lower classes and that support from these classes for the
PQ is merely an expression of discontent with other alternatives do
not mesh with the facts. Marxists, quick to ascribe a bourgecis character

to nationalism, admit to proletarian nationalism only when this
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nationalism centres on a proletarianization of the nationnstates.
Proletarian nationalism must be class conscious and they do not see
class consciousness developing in the Quebec working claés6. Hence,
working class support of PQ goals is analyzed as a particular instance
of false consciousness rather than as convergent aspects of fundamentally
different class nationalisms. By failing to see class interests in
working class nationalism, Marxists miss both emerging class consciousness
and national consciousness. Surely this is an oversight of startling
proportions.

When viewing the development of nationalist ideologies, then,
the analyst must be prepared to clearly identify both common elements
stemming from a shared national consciéusness and unique elements
derived from and reflective of the class interest which characterizes
nationalist ideologies in Quebec.

géii The history of Quebec prior to 1960 is typified by the ideological

hegemony exercised by the Catholic Church and other elements of the
traditional elite7. Central to this dominant ideology was a defensive
posture with regards to French culture, language and religion and an
attempt to maintain rigid, centralized control over community life.
Thus, industrialization and urbanization, the primary vehicles to
modernization; occurxed against a backdrop of an historically pre-defined
and popularized view of French Canadians as constituénts of a nation
in and of its own right.

Not only,; then, do the Quebecois objectively (on the basis of

history, culture and language) constitute a nation, but there also exists

a stong historical tendency and precedent for subjective awareness of the
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cohcept of Quebec as a nation. National conscicusness is'po;entially
resident in each citizen of Quebec by virtue of national membership
alone. Furthermore, as I have already argued in Chapters 1 and 2,
common language works to reinforce this potential. It should not be
too surprising, then, to sometimes find support for nationalist goals
across social classesg. It is due to this that nationalism in Quebec
often appears to be homogeneous. In reality, however, homogeneity is
merely the existence of similar, cross-class goals.

Common threads of national consciousness, however, do not
necessarily imply that nationalism based on these threads is in the
‘national' interest. On the contrary, national conscicusness has been
mobilized, in the cases cited above, with class consciousness to create
nationalism. Thus, the nature or characte;istics of any particular

nationalism can be seen as the result of the class interest with which

e
. 8

naégonal consciousness . is united. ;CQnsequently, simiiéiséégi;;.éﬁéh as
the institution of French as the only official language, may create a
tactical union between classes, although the reasons for the goal and
its place in the overall ideology will probably vary by class interest.
Finally, despite common goals, a single variant of nationalism; which,
by definition expresses one class interest, can never, over the long
term satisfy all class nationalismg. Even in insﬁances where similar
~goals may exist, elements of the ideology which are present due to class

interest will eventually bring into conflict (unless a long term co-optation

occurs) the various classes involved.



The common threads of Quebec nationalism since the 1960's have

stemmed from--a-national consciousness based on a. concept of Quebec as

é nation which has existed since and even beforeloﬂgheﬁBritish Conqurelsj;;w
of 1759. It is the marriage of this concept to thevclass interests of
classes emerging in a highly ipdﬁépxiglizeqrggc%ety vhich,creates the

new nationalisms of the middle class and working class and which con-

solidates and eventually minimizes the nationalism of the bourgeoisie.

For each of these classes, the period since 1960 has been instrumental

in the construction and/or destruction of nationalist ideology.

On the basis of the theoretical considerations of Chapters 1
and 2, and the data and analysis offered to this point, class has proven
to be highly significant as a sourcé for the perspectives which combine
with national consciousness to create nationalism. Earlier, I suggested
that if this was the case, certain characteristics of relations between
classes would also be evident in the relations between naticnalists and

non-nationalists. The next section will explore these relationships.

. 3) Nationalist "Homogeneity": Legitimation and Co-Optation

Nationalism in Quebec, I am arguing, is modified by class, and
class relations are characteristically conflictual. Hence, any instaﬁce
of class nationalism espoused by those other fhan the dominant class
(in the case of Quebec, the bourgeoisie and those monopoly capitalists
operating in Quebec), whether middle class or working class in orientation,

will oals which conflict with those of the dominant class. BRoth

ave

(o}

middle class nationalism and working class nationalism are potentially
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'disruptive of the status quo. However, the degree to which they are
disruptive depends, for the most part, on two factors: first, whether
societal change is seen as change in form or content, and; second,
~whether change can be accomodated or contained by the dominant class.

These factors are interrelated. By form vs content change, I
mean change which does not alter the existing exercise of power (form)
as opposed to change which modifies existing power relations (content).
When speaking of accomodating change, I refer to the dominant class'
ability to incorporate change so as to have it affect form only, leaving
content unaltered (and, incidentally, alléwing them to remain the dominant
class). The most effective mechanism for incorporating change is
co-optation (see the discussi&n below). The nature of these factors
should become clearer in the discussion which follows.

Not only should these factors be examined for the way they
operate between class nationalisms and the dominant class, but they
should also be regarded as operant in the relations between class
nationalisms (for example, the PQ tryingrto obtain working class support).
Before elaborating with regard to class nationalisms in Quebec, I will

outline wore carefully the nechanism of co-optation.

One of the features of nationalism which has proven misleading
for analysts of all persuasions has been the apparent existence of mass

support for nationalist ideology. One of the virtues of the approach
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I am outlining is that, in treating national consciousness and class
consciousness as separate but co-existing phenomena; it is possible to
isolate similar ideological threads running through various types of
nationalism. In so doing, apparent homogeneity is exposea as convergent
components in varying ideologies. There is not homogeneity - there is
similarity amidst diffeiences.

The thread of national consciousness common to all class
nationalisms permits the identification of similar goals (as evidenced
in the discussion on language conflict). These goals may allow the
temporary alignment of divergent nationalist movements. Furthermore,
they become tools for manipulation of nationalist sentiment thrcugh
co-optation and legitimation.

Legitimation (in this discussién) refers to attempts to justify
policy and conditions on the basis of appeals to common national
consciousness. Co-optation is the incorporation of ideology and leadexr—
ship of one group by another group in attempts to gain support and/or
‘minimize conflict on the wider basis of both national consciousness and
class consciousness. The two mechanisms can be contrasted in the
following way: whereas legitimation does not require the modification
of one's own ideological stance (assuming one's position to bé based,
in part, on national consciousness in the first place), co-optation
actively alters one's own perspective. Hence, co-optation can only be
used insofar as one's own interest is not violated. At this point, one

other alternative becomes available: confrontation.
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The manner in which legitimation, co-optation and confrontation
are used varies from specific circumstance to circumstance. For example,
the further apart the class interests involved, the more difficult it
will be to create a sustained co-optation: eventually class interest will
emerge in spite of common national consciousness.

These considerations are particularly important when viewing
monopoly capitalist response to class nationalisms. If, for instance,
co-optation of particular nationalist demands can occur without a
significant alteration in the exercise of power, nationalism becomes
a powerful tool for the co-optive maintenénce of a 'peaceful kingdom'.

It can be used to sustain power relations over time. This will become
clearer in the discussion below.

Having established some of the mechanisms at work in the relations
between class nationalisms and the dominant class; these can be employed
to scrutinize recent events in Quebec. The following is not intended as
an exhaustive treatment. It is included to indicate the important
differences which emerge when using the theoretical model I have developed

v

in contrast to other approaches.

4) Co-=Optation of Class Nationalism in Quebec

Co~optation has been defined as the integration of ideology

and/or leadership of one class nationalism by another. Whereas legit

among class nationalisms can be interpreted to mean appeals to nation-based
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realities such as national or language integrity, co-optation actively
modifies one's own position. Among nationalists of different persuasions,
both legitimation and co-optation are tactics which can be employed to
create a large base of support.

We have already seen that nationalists under the Lesage regime
sought to justify their position through claims that modernization was

the key to the advancement of the French Canadian nation in toto. In

much the same way, the PQ claims to represent Quebec as.a whole through
thg argument of domination of other ethnic groups. These are good
examples of legitimation: there is no internal modification of the
nationalist ideology as it appeals to the common national consciousness
resident in all 'Quebecois’'.

When common linguistic goals, such as the defeat of Bill 22, -are
added to such appeals, the PQ creates & highly seductive electoral
platform on the basis of legitimate, shared coﬁcerns. Nevertheless,
the class interest being served should not be ignored, despite the fact
that these claims‘tend to obscure the class orientation of the nationalist
ideology in guestion.

However, despite common national concerns, the PQ has had to
modify its ideological stance by incorporating elements of working class
nationalism which go beyond national consciousness. In 1972, in order
to.mainfain and improve working class electoral support, modifications
in economic policy were undertaken, and co-optation has occured.

Marxist claims that working class support for the PQ is evidence

[
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false consciousness do not adequately describe this shift. Because
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national concerns are, de facto, shared, it is the class thrust of
working class nationalism which the PQ has tried to co-opt. I would
argue that effective co~optation is a more realistic appraisal of the
situation than false consciousness because co-optation, by definition,
cannot adequately incorporate demands stemming from class consciousness.
Interestingly, such an analysis augyrs more fruitfully for the
eventual success of working class goals. Imputing false consciousness
implies tactics totally at odds with the situation. Since both national
consciousness and class consciousness already exist, raising consciousness
is a waste of time. Sustaining consciousness appears a more pragmatic
approach. Intuitively I would suggest that contradictions in the class
interests operating in the PQ and labour ideologies would eventually
reach a conflictual level. This conflict is inherent through the
mediéting effect class consciousness has on national consciousness.
The state capitalism the PQ espouses ineffectively addresses the grievances
of labour - Quebec will still be tied into a laxéer system of exploitive
monopoly capitalism. PQ co-optation of working class nationalism is
not necessarily a deflectioﬁ of the development of class conSciéusness.
Rather, it is part and parcel of the evolution of socialist-nationalist
ideology. Co~optation can be viewed as merely one of a number of future
relationships between the PQ and labour. As long as class consciousness
is maintained, co-optation, over the long run; is mnlikely to be a long—

lasting turn of events.
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ii) Co—-Optation and Monopoly Capitalism in Quebec

Chapter 2 has demonstrated that Quebec is a society whose class
structure is intimately tied into an international system of monopoly
capitalism. Because class nationalisms ultimately seek restructured
power arrangements, legitimation and co-optation by the state and other
institutions can be seen as attempts to deflect or satisfy the class
consciousness in nationalist ideology. Recent events bear this out.

In Chapter 3, I argued that the Bourassa government has developed
policy under the influence of two guiding assumptions: first, a belief
in federalism, and; second, an obsessive desire to maintain and even
increase foreign investment in Quebec. The public legitimations used
by Bourassa have smacked heavily of national consciousness. For
example, the development of the James Bay hydro project has permitted
the penetration of vast amounts of foreign capital into Quebec.
However, in making public the scheme, Bourassa unashamedly appealed to
the national pride of the people of Quebec.

The development of James Bay is a project without

precedent in the economic history of Quebec. It is

a turning point in our history. James Bay is the

key to the economic and social progress of Quebec, the

key to the political stability of Quebec, the key to

the future of Quebec.

{R. Bourassa, quoted in B. Richardson, 1972: p. 9)

In the same vein was his declaration that Bill 22 had saved French

" culture (Hamilton Spectator, November 25, 1974). These are clearly

attempts to legitimize state activity on the basis of national conscicusness

P, A A, PRSI SR e rx P J——
which cuts across class lines.
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The issue of co-optation, however, seems to rest on the
relationship of national classes to the economic status quo - that is,
to monopoly capitalists, the bourgecisie, and the primary regulatory
‘agent of the economy, the state. As these relationships vary, tﬂe degree,
intent, and aim of co-optation will vary too. Co-optation of middle
class nationalism may qualitatively differ from that of working class
nationalism.

The existence of a strong middle class in Quebec actually works
to the advantage of monopoly capitalism. It provides.the'necessary
expertise for increased development, acts as a buffer to labour demands
and provides a market for proliferating goods and services.

Certainly no power readjustment is the best that the system of
monopoly capitalism can aspire to. On the other hand, when the middle
class agitates for an increased share in the direction of the econamy,
this does not have to prove disastrous for monopoly capital. On the
contrary, state capitalism still requires foreign investment, so that
effective control still lies in the hands of monopoly and finance
capitalists.

One of the best examples of this is the history surrounding
the control over the James Bay Project. When James Bay was first
annouhced; it was assumed by most observers that management of the
project would be given to Hydro Quebec, the public corporation created
in the early 19260's which had been a focus for nationalist pride since

its inception. Bourassa, however, argued that:
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It would be unrealistic to think that the human

and technical resources of Quebec Hydro could alone

suffice to implement the James Bay hydro-electric

project.

(R. Bourassa, 1973: p. 104)
.In order to co-ordinate the 'tangential' development, such as mines and
forests, Bourassa proposed a co-ordinating body, the James Bay Develop-
ment Corporation (JBDC) responsible for all development in the area.
By establishing subsidiaries, such as the James Bay Energy Corporation
(JBEC) (responsible for developing hydroelectricity), Bourassa attempted
to keep control firmly under the auspices of the JBDC, and thus, the
state.

Hydro-Quebec...must hold 51 per cent of the shares

in this subsidiary and the corporation 40 per cent...

(B. Richardson, 1972: p. 43)

After the Parti Québ&cois exerted pressure, the subsidiary was
to be headed by a directorate which was to include three members nominated
by Hydro Quebec. This, the PQ hoped, would ensure that control of the
JBEC would remain with Hydro Quebec. Upon receipt of Hydro Quebec's
nominees, Bourassa rejected them all. Hydro's choice for president of
the JBEC, Robert Boyd, was replaced by James Nadeau {president of JBDC)
by Bourassa, and Charles Boulva, an employee of JBDC, was named by
Bourassa to join Nadeau on the board of directors.

This choice indicated that Bourassa did not intend

to entrust to Hydro Quebec a leading role in the

development of James Bay, and renewed charges that

behaind the whole project was a desire to let

private industxy into the area...
(B. Richardson, 1972: p. 44)
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Three members of Hydro Quebec were finally accepted as board members
by Bourassa. The question as to whether Hydro Quebec was to exert an
effective voice on the project came to a head over the choice of
management firms.

In May, 1972, more concrete plans regarding choice of development
sites were made public, and in August, 1972, Nadeau resigned as president
of JBEC to be replaced by Hydro Quebec's choice, Robert Boyd.

The implications of this resignation must be drawn from the
scenario surrounding the choice of dam sites. Hydro Quebec had always
favoured the "southern complex of the Nottaway; Broadback and Rupert (NBR)
rivers on the grounds that it is more economical" (R. Surette; et'al.,
1973: p. 28). Bourassa; in his May aﬁnouncement, cited environmental
reasons for the choice of a more northerly site: the LaGrande and
Eastmain (LG) rivers. (Since the James Bay Project had been annoupced
in 1971 "...the fact was that in the year after his political decision
was made, -$30,000,000 had to be spent on engineering studies designed
to justify his decision...None of them dealt with envirommental...effectg"
(B. Richardson, 1972: p. 47)). Before his resignation, Nadeau "himself...
admitted that the real reason was mineral deposits” (R. Surette,

"gi;gl:, 1973: p. 28} The mineral wealth of the area was attractive,
and Nadeau had professed a desire to let management be granted to Quebec
firms. The facts are sketchy, but with Nadeau's resignation and Boyd's
ascencion to the JBEC presidency; the JBEC handed management over to

Bechtel-Quebec Corporation . (the Canadian branch of Bechtel Corporation,

h

. . . . : s -
a Firm of international stature) along with Lalonde
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-Valois and Associaées (a Quebec firm of questionable expertise). The
complexity of interlocking directorates and past performances surrounding
Bechtel makes it clear, that Hydro Quebec, finally granted control,
.opened the door for massive amounts of foreign capital and control with
the choice of Bechtel. There seems to be good justification for the
observation that:

In the folkloric atmosphere of Quebec city, it appears

that the PQ and others had assumed that Hydro-Quebec's

nationalism extended into its boardroom, whereas, in

fact, it did not rise above the engineers and technocrats.

(R. Sureete, et al., 1973: pp. 24-25)
Hence, middle class control of a national institution, at least in the
case of James Bay, has not resulted‘in an effective shift in power.
Bechtel Corporation's ties with international finance are immense (there
are ties with the Hanna, Morgan and Rockefeller groups): it can be
assuned that the need for capital was a sufficient lever to the final
determination-of management control, a.good argument against the
effectiveness of middle class control of economic destiny. This, labour
contends, is the ultimate problem with PQ ideology. Substitution of
state capitalism for private capitalism will‘ééﬁ;alter'thesé larger
systems of power.

The Quebec state, already cemonstrated as using legitiwation,
also employs co—optation in order to minimize conflict -arising from
class nationalist demands. The best example of this is the institution
of Bill 22. The furor over Bill 63, and the continued awareness on
the part of middle class nationalists that occupational distribution

Ty e e e e e e T T o e o d e T - ~ Py 2 mam e -
vas not improving as quickly as it might has led to a perception on the
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'part of the QuebecAstate that political separation as a means to

improving these conditions is becoming an increasingly popular alternative.
Bill 22 has been introduced as a response to a central nationalist

demand - that French be the official language of Quebec.

The contents of the Gendron Commission Report bear mute witness
to the fact that there is a clear understanding that economic frustrations
underly middle class language demands. Bill 22, by making French minimally
the language of priority, attempts to occupationally integrate the middle
class and to remove one of the prime justifications for separatism. (The
recent policy of "cultural independence™ ﬁnder Bourassa can be . interpreted
in the same way: it is a tactic designed to 'pull the rug out from under'
the PQ.)

In this same‘vein, it is interesting to note that the'Finénéial
" Post sponsored a conference in the spring of 1975 for businesses
interested in'learning how to cope with Bill 22. Over-subscribed, the
conference featured ministers from Quebec explaining how Bill 22 would
improve corporate images in Quebec. So, it is also possible to identify
this same attempt at co-optation as emerging from the world of business
as well as the state;

The success of this co—optive attempt will be measured by the
success it has in quelling middle class consciousness. If it integrates
the middle class into positions of effective powér; it may be successful.
Howéver; as suggested earlier, this is-unlikely; For'Bourassa; the last
thing in mind is state capitalism. Therefore; assuminé continued wmiddle

class grievance and
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ideology cannot be adequately responded to by fulfilling only those
demands which centre on national consciousness. A more.active integration
of demands stemming.from class consciousness in the ideology is necessary-

Unlike the middle class, whose furthest dreams of reorganization
are not likely to be destructive of monopoly capitalism, Working class
nationalism receives from class consciousness an increasingly radical,
sociglist critique of capitalism. Consequently, co—-optive attempts such
as Bill 22 are even further removed from addressing the economics of
class nationalism.

In the case of working class nationalism, the more critical
perspective on capitalism is respon@ed,to by official sources; not with
co-optation, but with confrontation. For example; the recommendations
of the Cliche Commission Report provide for a broad system of controls
on labour. Because co-optation ig less likely to be .successful over the
long run with proponents of working class nationalism, the class consciousness
in the ideology must be responded to directly so as to protect the status
quo.

Co~optation and legitimation are 'double-edged' swords. The
temporary deflection of class nationalism may appear to minimize conflict,
but, over time, unless class consciousness dissipates, cannot adequately
respond to the elements of class consciousness in nationalism, whether
it be middle class or working class. From an analystic point of view,
co~optation is an essential tool to the understanding of apparent
nationalist ‘homégéneity' and provides a base for a more realistic set

of pragmatic political strategies'than Marxist conceptions of false conscicusness.



5) A Brief Reconsideration of Nationalism in Quebec

This.Chapter-has arqgued™tha

.

i o 8 ‘Quebec, natlonallsm 1s hatdenal

AN

consc1ousness moblllzed ‘'via the addltlon of components whlch stem,

SR W s

prlmarlly, from class and class consciousness. It has explored relation—

P e

the Chapter, ;

itﬂﬁggiaiéeem that as percewvtions of alienation from the centres
of power increases, so, too, does class nationalism. Thug, as the Quiet
Revolution fails, the middle class becoﬁes more nationalistic, and as
systems of foreign and internal domination remain unaltered, working
class nationalism increases in intensity. In particular; class
consciousness, as it mediates national consciousness, becomes increasingly
problematic in the relations among ideological proponents.

Consequently, over the last few years, c¢lass igsues appear
with more frequency in labour history, and the Parti Qudb&cois becomes
less and.less supportive of labour as their own class interest is threatened
(for example, L&vesque's refusal to endorse the general strike of 1972).

This is not to say that national questions disappear. They
merely become differentiated by the class thrust of the nationalist
ideolbgy;

On the one hand, Marxist approaches to.'nation', because of their

political derivation, have consistently found Marx's nation-based
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internationalism to be theoretically problematic. On the other hand,
the Rioux/Dofny school, with their need to define priority of one form
of consciousness over the other, have consistently failed to see the
co-incidence of class consciousness and national consciousness. The
work presented here suggests that a closer look at the definition of
nation may help to resolve the dilemma of the Quebec left, as MacLeod

so succinctly calls it.
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NOTES

1. I refer to quasi-nationalism under the Lesage regime as a
response to the tendency on the part of most analysts to see modernization
under Lesage as nationalist ideology. I suggest that it is only with
the policies of the Liberals - primarily the manipulation of state power
and authority - that committment to modernization is transformed into a
committment to control. This is the critical distinction between quasi-
nationalism and nationalism.

2. Labour support for the Union Nationale can also be interpreted
in this manner. Particular ‘populist' orientations in the past may have
meant tacit, unspcoken support due to national consciousness.

3. See J. Piotte, "A Question of Strategy"” in Canadian Dimension,
March, 1975.- _ ) -

4, Having defined the problem of the thesis as the relation..of
class to nationélism, I cannot define nationalism as influenced solely
by class. However, I do think I have effectively demonstrated a very
significant role played by class. In addition, I would intuitively
suggest class is the major source of components combining with national
consciousness to creat nationalism. The point; however, is not necessarily
to identify what these other components might be. Rather, it is to
effectively demonstrate the inadequacy of current approaches.

5. The proletarianization of the bourgeois nation, by definition
erases nation in Marxist terms. Politically-derived perspectives again
fail to account for the cultural view of the nation.

6. For example, Bourque and Laurin-Frenette (1972) argue, in
footnotes to their article, that apparent “"radicalization® of labour
should not be interpreted as class consciousness. They essentially see
unions as co-opted bodies. My own argument suggests precisely the
opposite. [

7. See S.H. Milner and H,uMilneriﬁThe’Décoldnization"of‘Quebec,
1973, or M. Rioux, Quebec id Question, 1971, for excellent descriptions
of the degree and breadth of this control.

8. The fact that this tendency was actually created and sustained
by the elite does not invalidate it. On the contrary, the degree to
which ideological channels were controlled by this elite is the best
argument for understanding the popularization of an ideology of national
awareness and defence of national existence.’
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9. The guestion of co-optation could be brought to bear at this
point. There is an important distinction . to be made here between
co-optation which seeks both the reduction of conflict and broadening of
popular support, and convergent goals arrived at for quite different
reasons by different class nationalisms.

10. See M. Rioux (19271) Chapter 2 for a discussion of these
roots.



CONCLUSIONS

The last fifteen years of Quebec's history are rich sources
for social analysts; Rapid changes in all sectors of society have
contributed to a dynamic and sometimes volatile social climatep It
comes as no surprise; then, to discover the emergence of equally dynamic
debates over the nature and sources of change and conflict in Quebec.

My thesis has focussed on a particularly important exchange
of viewpoints: the nature of nationalism and; by implication; language
conflict. The debate has centred on the relationship of class to
nationalism, and has been dominated by two schools of thought: the
"ethnic class" position, which I have called the Rioux/Dofny approach,
and the Marxist position, represented by N; lLaurin-Frenette and
G. Bourgue. Each of these perspectives derives its analysis of the
relationship of class to nationalism from different views. on the
'nation'. These definitions of nation, I have argued, are rooted in
particular academic traditions: the Rioux/Dofny position employs a
modified Weberian concept of the nation; while Marxist analysis,
plagued by Marx's lack of a theory on nation; tends to use a definition
of the nation which is co-terminous with,nation—staté (therefore, it
becomes forfMatxists; a consequence of capitaliét development rooted
in bourygeois class J'_nterest.i

These variant approaches to nation carry implicit assumptions

regarding class. The "ethnic class" proponent sees nations and

187,
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classes as co-existing, but posits that they are conflictual. Hence,
class consciousness and national consciousness exist in an antagonistic
relationship: one dominates at the expense of the other. In contrast,
Marxists, whose very conception of nation imputes class interest
“(bourgeois}, see national consciousneSS‘éé_class consciousness: national
conscioushess is not disinterested. When applied to the case of Quebec,
this approach denies the existence of consciousness (whether national
or class in character) in the working class. Apparent national
consciousness in the working class is styled "false consciousness" as
the working class is manipulatively brouéht into the vanguard of

middle class nationalism.

I have argued that both.thése positions inadequately take into
account and describe the recent shift in ideological stances among
nationalists in Quebec. While the weaknesses in both approaches aré,
themselves, different, the reasons for these weaknesses appearing in
the first place stem from an identical shortcoming in both perspectives.
Marxists and "ethnic class" proponents alike are theoretically constrained
by assuming a relationship between class and nationalism. This
assumption is then carried into the analysis; although the problematic
has been definitionally done away with. In other words, by delineating
the relationship between class and nationalism before doing the analysis,
the relationship between class and nationalism is not really investigated.
What'ié»investigated is the selective interpretatibn'of data which will
prove the'assumption.c Class in relation to nationalism is no longer

a problem: analytically proving an assumption becomes the issue.
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What I have suggested as an alternative is leaving the relationship
of class to nationalism an open-ended question. This has been accomplished
in two ways. First, the definition of nation which I have used allows a
potentially free interplay of factors associated with c¢lass: nations
and classes are said to co-exist. Secbnd; nationalism has been defined
in such a way as to leave any number of poténtial relations with class
open to investigation; Hence, the admissability of evidence'is not
constrained.

The outcome of this investigation (for details, see Chapters 3
and 4) has been to suggest an entirely new relationship between class
and nationalism. Nationalism is now defined (at least for the case of
Quebec) as national conscicusness mobilized‘yié_the inclusion of ideological
elements stemming from class to form a new ideology: nationalism. On
thevbasis of data presented, there has been in Quebec in the last
fifteen years, the evolution of two class nationalisms: that of the
middle class and that of the working class. Each shares with the other
particular ideological similarities stemming from common national
consciousness, but each also differs from the other on the basis of
ideological peculiarities stemming from the class interest in the
particular nationalism.

The advantage of this approach lies in the fact that the
relationship of class to nationalism remains a problematic throughout
the data presentation: the lack of theoretical constraintsg permits a
resolution to the problem based on the evidence. Moreover, the '

.advantages thus obtained in attempting to describe nationalism in
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relation to class also carry over into a discussion of the exercise
of power in modern society.

Rather than resorting to prefabricated resolutions such as 'false
consciousness', this newly-formed definition of nationalism permits a
.fresh look at relations between classes. National consciousness shared
by all members of national society leads to consensus on particular
national issues (for example, language). By virtue of this similarity,
however, means to minimizing and (possibly) containing conflict also
exist - both between class nationalisms gnd among the state, the
dominant class, and class nationalists. This process is best effected
through attempts to legitimate and co-opt, and is particularly interesting
in that nationalism may become an effective tool for the maintenance,
and even extension, of monopoly capitalisﬁ relationships. Responding
to class nationalist demands (particularly in the case of the middle
class) may éffectively alter the form, but not the content, of existing
relations of power.

Common national consciousness is, however, altered by differing
class interest. Whereas legitimation does not necessarily imply the
modification of ideology, co-optation requires the active incorporation
of someone else's ideology. Therefore, co-optation may occur only to
the point where one's own class interest is not violated: the state
can actively co-opt only where existing relations of power are not
effectively altered. What this means in practical terms is that class
interest in nationalist ideologj is likely to resurface in cases where

co-optation cannot adequately respond to class-based demands in the
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ideology. Particularly in the case of working class nationalism,
confrontation is then employed to minimize and contain conflict.
Analytically, co-optation is an attractive alterhative to false
consciousness. Common concerns mobilize nationalists across class
.(althqugh support for goals may be for varying reasons);.SO’it is more
appropriate to see apparent 'consensus' as temporary alignment among
class nationalists. In any case, even though class conflict may be
temporarily obscured, until class interests in the'ideology are satisfied,
conflict will re—emerge. By this scheme, resolutioﬁ of national issues
may even accelerate class conflict as class interests come increasingly
into opposition.
The approach to class and nationalism I have outlined, then,
makes two important departures from perspéctives which currently
dominate the literature. First, the answer to the problem of the
relationship of class to nationalism is provided through an analysis of
data, not through the selective interpretation of data which demonstrates
a theoretically ccnstraining set of assumptions. Second, it permits
an identification of at least three mechanisms of control - legitimation,
co—-optation and confrontation — which can be descriptively-detailed
at various levels. The result is a more finely discriminated under-
standing of nationalism from which tactical plans might be derived.
Dominant perspectives, based on theoretical assumptions,
ignore the development of class nationalism for various reasons (see
Chapter 4); The result has been Alex Macleod's (l973)’“uﬁresolVed

dilemma of the Quebec left". In asking for more adequate analysis of
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the Quebec situation, MacLeod was responding to academic paralysis

which has fesulted in a debate which (albeit, interesting) seems to go
nowhere but in circles. Both sides have invested time in advancing
rhetoric and dogma, and no-one has, yet, divested themself of theoretical
‘patriotism in an attempt to arrive at a better, and more pragmatic,
understanding.

While I do not pretend to have found the ultimate solution, by
responding to MacLeod's challenge my thesis has made a first attempt to
re-interpret nationalism in Quebec so as to better reflect reality. 1In
so doing, I would hope others would be sﬁfficiently'persuaded that
further attempts should be undertaken. But I would caution that others
be prepared to respond to history ﬁeing made and would, therefore; as
much as possible, be also prepared to modify their theoretical
allegiances. The ability to fit theory to reality is the essence of

a much-needed and long called-for sociological imagination.
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