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s daikness invaded the late

autumn sky, the hopes of a na-

-tionalist win in the Quebec

referendum slowly faded. The early re-

íurns from Eastern Quebec and ihe

chateaux forts of francophone Quebec

gave way to the massive 'no' vote from

the island of Montreal running along

the Ottawa River to Hull and beyond

mto the Pontiac and Gatineau counties

vvhere large nmnbers of civil servants

depcndent on the national capital for

Ihcir livciihood predictably voted in fa-

vour of the Canadian link.

The closeness of the vote (50.6% No

and 49.4% Yes) was perhaps the biggest

story of the night of Oclober 30, 1995.

The federalists had avoided the worst

which had been predicted in the polis of

the last two weeks of the campaign. A

lasí minute rally in the centre of Mon

treal saved the Canadian federalist Tor

ces from the jaws of defeat. On the other

side, the nationalists seeking a mándate

lo negotiate Quebec out of the Canadian

federation could lay a claim to victory

smce a majority of Francophone voters

supported their electoral thesis. Moreo-
ver since the last referendum in 1980,

there had been a progression in the na-

tionalist vote from the low 40 percentile

up and almost over the 50% mark.

Writing in Le Devoir several days añer

the referendum, political scientist and

Quebec nationalist Guy Laforest gives a

political meaning to the results: "La re-

marquable pousséc du vote souverainiste
vient de révéler, á la face du monde,

l'ampleur du malaisc qui secoue la fédé-
ration canadienne... Dorénavant, il est

Bruce Mabley*

"The owl ofMinerva spreads iís wings only with the falling ofdusk."
G- W, Hegel. The Philosophy ofRighl

clair que le Québec n'acceptera pas le

statut de province comme les autres

dans la nation canadienne. Dans la re-

lation entre le Cañada et le Québec, le

referendum du 30 oclobre a brisé le

statu quo" (Laforest, 1995b).

Ths afermalh ofthe 1995 referendum

will doubtlcss see the emergence of a

plethora of analyses from what has be-
come a homegrown industry in Cañada
and Quebec: political scientists or spin

doctors- However this is not the objecti-

ve of this cssay. The hegelian precept

upon which political analysis exists is to

be found in the history or rather clash of

ideas. To bcgin to understand what

happened on the night of October 30th

in Quebec, it is essential to understand

the ideas that French nationalism in

Quebec promotes. To understand the
English Canadian response (which has
ranged from paralysis to panic), one has
to evalúate anothcr form of nationalism.

For Cañada is a land of ideas, in fact, a

phantasmagoria of cleavages, divisions

and competing paradigms of thought, a

real political laboratory. Urban versus

rural, French versus English, young

against oíd, immigrant against non

immigrant, Aboriginal against colonial

peoples. This celebration of difference
provides us with an invaluable instru-

ment of theoretical analysis. It is not

howevcr a cali to mcdiocrity ñor should

it valídate shallow claims of Canadian

nationalism based on hypotfietical polis

performed by UN agencies.^

1. Pre referendum manoeuvrcs

The early ycars (1750-1980)

The complete background to the
Frcnch-English rivalry can be traced as

far back as the Hundred Years War in

the mid 1750s. Although it is not the
objcctivc of this paper to describe this

background, il may be useftil to quickly

review the history of the clashes. One

might perhaps bcgin with the English

victory over the French in 1756 on the

Plains of Abraham, adjacent to the city

of Quebec. This English victory signa-

lled the decline of French military

might on the North American continent

and confirmcd the French colonists'

suspicion that the French monarchy had
abandoncd her subjects to a foreign

*4RueSatnJJoachin. Poinler Clair, Montreal,
Quebec,H9S4P!. Faculty ofLavi, Universiléde
Montreal.

1. Federalist campaign slogans repcated ad nau-

seum that accordinglo Ihc United Nalions, Ca

ñada is the Enest country in Ihc worid lo live,

The impUcalion beingwhy would anyone wish

lo brcak up sucha perfectunión?
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power who sharcd ncither their langua-

gc ñor their religión. The ncw Brilish
governor however was modest in victory

and ensured that the French Canadians

could continué to develop their Freneh

culture and traditions including their

religión (Catholicism) and language.

This general policy permitted the Bri-

tish to cali upon the Canadians to repel

the American invader during the War of

1812. Indeed most English Canadians

fondly recall this chapter of Canadian
history as proof of Freneh Canadian lo-

yalty to the British crown and by exten
sión to Cañada. In reality, it may have

had more to do with saving their farms

and families from yet another incursión

by English and Protestant forces.
Before Confedcration in 1867 which

created Cañada, the French Canadians

attempted a rebellion against British
rule in the ñame of responsible go-

vemment. The Papineau rebellion of

1837 was easily crushed but it created

the fírst martyr for French Canadian
nationalism, Louis Papineau. The Bri

tish North América Act formally created

Cañada which at the time consisted of

Lower Cañada (Quebee), Upper Cañada

(Ontario) and the Atlantic proviees.

Conceived more as a contractual deal

designed to forestall US designs on Ca

ñada (let US not forget that the doctrine

of Manifest Destiny was designed not

only for México but for Cañada too)

between two businessmen, Georges

Eticnne Cartier and John A. MacDo-

nald, the BNA Act divided powers
between the provincial and federal go-

vemments. For example, education was

to be a provincial rcsponsibility as it

was explicitly stated in the Act as wcre

other taxing powers, etc. There were

few explicit powers for the central go-

vemment although the "good go-

vernment clause" was left open to inter-

pretation. As time passed and the coun-

tiy developed and more provinces were
created, so the powers of the federal go-

vernment grew. And so the balance of

2. Mauríce Duplessis was clcctcd PremierofQue

bee under the batuier of provincial rights for the

Unión nationale party.
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power and demography militated

against the French Canadians.
Philip Rcsnick in his book Thinking

English Cañada is particularly critical

of the process by which the BNA Act
created Cañada. He will draw a parallel
with the way in which the Meech Lake
(1987) and Charlottetown (1992) ac-

eords were negotiatcd: "I would argüe

that Canadians, by and large, have not

known popular sovereignty in its fullcst

measure. The process by which the Bri

tish North América Act came to be fra-

med involved closed-door meetings of

the elected politicians of the day; the

constitutional proposals in question we

re never submitted directly to the people

of the then colonies for approval but we

re passed as a statute of the British Par-
liament... " (Resnick, 1994: 87).

As if to counter this growing political

imbalance in the country between the

French nation based in C^ebec or

Lower Cañada and the English nation

in Ontario (Upper Cañada) and the

Atlantic provinces, Louis Riel, a French

Canadian Métis in the newly created

province of Manitoba in the West rebe-
lled against the central govemment. Sup-

ported by the French Canadian clergy in

Montreal and Quebee City, Riel scored

a number of victories with his Métis

army until MacDonald's troops captured

him. Riel was hung and French Cañada

now had a second martyr. Ricl's death

would sígnal the end of a politically

viable French nation in the Canadian

West. The two world wars confírmed

the downward spiral of French influence

in Cañada as the central govemment in-

crcased its powers by leaps and bounds

using its spcnding power to invade hi-

therto provincial rcalms of authority.

The BNA Act which had been passed to

protect French culture and traditions by

entrenching provincial rights now tur-

ned against their makers in an almost

unconscious historical development.
The obsessive inward years of Du

plessis^ conservatism in the forties and
fífties in the province of Quebee gave

way to the Quiet Revolution led by the

Liberal Party of Quebee. Its leader, Jean

Lesage, sought to awaken Quebee from

its political, economic and social isola-
tion. During this pcriod of intense inte-
llectual ferment ñielled by other move-

ments of the sixties, Quebee society

changed considerably by limiting the
power of the Catholic clergy which had
dominated Quebee social and political

Ufe for so many years. In the late sixties,

one sees the development of an anti

clerical coalition composed essentially
of organized labour and left wing inte-

llectuals. Like many other valúes and

traditions in Quebee, this questioning

included for the fírst time the possibility
of establishing an independent C^iebec.

At the same time, some of the oppo-

nents of Duplessis including the "three

wise men", Gerard Pelletier, Picrre

Tmdeau and Jean Marchand, steer the

federal Liberal party towards a historie

policy of bilingualism and bicultura-
lism. Moulded during the Quiet Revo

lution, these three Quebekers seek to

demand French rights from Ottawa by

occupying key positions in a federal

party.

By 1970, despite having "Freneh

Power" in Ottawa, a formcr Lesage ca-

binet minister bolted and unifíed va-

rious facüons in Quebee behind the

banner of "independence" from Cañada.
The new party called the "Parti québé-

cois" is gaining ground in provincial

elections. In the Fall of 1970, tcrrorists

known as the "Front de libération du

Québec" (FLQ) kidnap the BriUsh trade
Commissioner and the provincial Minis
ter of Labour, Pierre Laporte. The FLQ

Manifestó is read on televisión and wins

a measure of support from sectíons of

Quebee society. From Ottawa, the res-
ponse will be swift; it is the War Measu-

res Act and Canadian army units invade

the streets of Montreal. The crisis ends

with the death of Laporte and the flight

ofFLQ members to Cuba. Cañada, once

known for its democratic tradition,

shocks the world press. FederaUsts take

advantage of the crisis to imprison Parti

Québécois supporters based on the

theoiy that there had been an apprehen-
ded insurrection. Octobre 1970 joins the

list of nationalist rallying calis. The PQ
under René Lévesque, the popular Que-



bec leader, takes power in 1976. A refe

rendum is called in the Fall of 1980 on

Ihe possibility of a pact of "sovereignty-
association" with the rest of Cañada.

Qucbecwill now try lo negotiate its way
out of Ganada.

2. Constitutional wrangling (1980-199S)

The 1980 referendum in Quebec took

place in a highly charged emotional

climate. The actual question was not

very daunting sincc it called for the ne-

gotiation of a pact of sovereignty asso-

ciation with the rest of Ganada. Modera-

tes within the PQ had argued successfu-

lly that an economic association with

the rest of Ganada was as important as

creating a sovcreign country and the fi
nal question reflected that duality. Fi-

nally Trudeau succeeded in convincing

Quebeckers that scparation of Ganada

was the real question and argued for
changes within Ganada to accommodate

some of the desires of Qucbec. The re-

sult gave the federalists a resounding

victoiy approaching 60% of the vote.

However the changes Trudeau had in

mind did nothing to calm the waters.

Determined to repatríate the Gonstitu-

tion formerly known as the BNA Act,

Prime Minister Trudeau overrídes Que-

bec's opposition and repatriates the
constitution from Britain. Agreement

was secured amongst all provincial

premiers except René Lévcsque who
claimed he had been betrayed by his

English Ganadian colleagues. The Que

bec nationalist reading of the repatria-

tion exercise is summed up by Laforest

in an articlc published in the English

Ganadian daily The Globe and Maii two
weeks before the October 30th referen

dum: "... the court system was still

studying whether Quebec had a right of
veto according to Ganadian laws and
conventions... it remains improper for

the government to behave as if a favou-

rable decisión had already been given by

the courts. This amounts to a clear in-

tímidation of the tribunal" (Laforest,

1995a). Trudeau's provocative action
was condemned by English Ganadian

opponents of repatriation as 'Bonapar-

n t r le o u i e t i e

tism'̂ while Qucbec nationalists oppo-
sed repatriation as much for the way in
which it was cíTected as for the content

of the act. Quebec docs not sign the
constitution and has no veto power over
federal legislation. By the mid eighties,

new players are in power in Ottawa and
Quebec Gity. Prospects for constitutio

nal changc including giving Qucbec a
veto power and a form of special status

vis a vis the other provinces appears
possible now that Trudeau's Liberáis

werc out of the way.
Leading up to the 1995 referendum

and heralding the surge in the Quebec
nationalist vote were two attempts at
constitutional reform. It must be re-

membered that to change the constitu
tion, an almost impossiblc consensos is

Y

required from the regions of Ganada.

However the impossible almost happe-

ned with the approval of the Meech La-

kc negotiations in which the Liberal
leader of Quebec Robert Bourassa could

take some comfort. Yet in 1989, abori-

ginal groups and a rump of provincial
premiers opposed to special status for

Quebec succeeded in blocking the

Meech Lake proposal. This rejection

was seen by many French Quebeckers as

a rejection of their specificity and many
joined the swelling ranks of the PQ. In

an insightfiil article titled Shared and
Divergent Valúes, the Ganadian Hegel
scholar Gharles Taylor employs the he-
gelian notion of mutual recognition in

his support of Meech Lake which would

have conferred on Quebec distinct socie-

ty status. He wrítes, "With the demise of

Meech, something snapped. I think it
can be rather simply described. Quebe

ckers would no longer live in a structure
that did not fíilly recognize their natío-
nal goals. In the early 1980s, after the

defeat of the "yes" in the referendum,
many toyed with the idea of accepting
the marriage of convenience, and ma-
king a go of it with or without recogni
tion. The new confidence could aiso ha-

ve been motivated by this rather diife-
rent stance, which marginalized the

issue of recognition. After all, if you
know your own worth, why do you need
the other? But, in a sense, Meech wiped
out this possibility just because it raised the

hopeof recognition" (T^lor, 1993:171).
In an effort to stem the tide of aliena-

tion in French Quebec, the Gonservative

Prime Minister of Ganada, Brían Mul-

roney attempted to once again change

the constitution to accede to some of

Quebec's histórica) demands. This pro-
cess which was designed to circumvent
opposition from recalcitrant premiers

contained less than Meech and was re-

jected by Quebec in the 1992 Gharlotte-

town accord. Mulroney's view was that
when the question of constitutional

change was clearly set before the Ga
nadian people as a whole, the desire for

unity and keeping Quebec in confedera-
tion would tríumph. The Gharlottetovm

comprontíse offered however less than

Meech Lake and was brought forward

an intensely unpopular government.
The fragile accord worked out at Ghar-

lottetown went down to defeat in Que

bec and the West, the former believing
it was not enough for Quebec while the
latter belicved it was far too much since

it would confer a special status on "la

belle province".

The defeat of Meech and Gharlotte-

town was accomplished in diíTerent

ways yet the result was the same: consti

tutional deadlock. As a result, Quebec

had not signed the repatríated constitu
tion of 1982. However the Meech and

Gharlottetown debacles had decisive

political ramificatíons which can be di-

3. PhilipResnick wasofthis petsuasion.

CIENCIA EROO SUM 209



rcclly iraccd through thc rcsuUs of the

1995 referendum results. These political

events had the cffcct of rcsurrecling the

Quebec nationalist forces that had been

defeated in the 1980 referendum. The

nationalist forces in Quebec increased

their momcntum and refmed their poli

tical and electoral machine while

everyone awaited thc inevitable fall of

the Mulroney and Bourassa go-

vcrnments. Resnick opposed both

Meech and Charlottetown in thc ñame

of the as yet ill-defmed English Cana-

dian nation. His analysis highlights the

two solitudes of thc French and English

nations in Cañada; "One variant, which

underlay both Meech and Charlotte

town, is that of wholesale dcvolution of

power to the provinccs. In attempting to

addrcss Quebec demands for greater

autonomy, onc will place limits on fede

ral spending powcrs; transfer jurisdic-

tion over labour market training, hou-

sing, tourism, and culture to the provin

ccs... The price of renewing the Cana-

dian federation would thus be a signifi-

cant weakening of thc federal go-

vernment... The formula of dcvolution

is, therefore, extremely divisive whcrc

EnglishCañada itself is concerned.'"'
The decisión of the Canadian people,

tired and disunified by constitutional

failure was swift and merciless. Mulro-

ney's Conservative majority was eradi-

cated in the Canadian general clection

of 1993 leaving thcm only two seats in

the entire parliament. More menacing

however were the two new opposition

parties: the Reform Party based in the

West and instillcd with the fervour of

fiscal reform, prevention of crime and

no special deals for Quebec and, at the

opposite spectrum, now holding a ma

jority of federal seats in Quebec, the

Bloc québécois led by a former Mulro

ney cabinet minister and Quebec natio-

4. Thinking English Cañada, pagc 97.

5. Parti d'action démocratiquc du Québec led by a

fonticr mcnibcr of thc youlh wing of the pro

vincial Liberal Party, Mario Dumont. 'Ilic

PADQ capturcd one seat in the Quebec Natio-

nal Asscmbly as a rcsull of the 1994 Quebec

clection.
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nalist, Lucien Bouchard. The Liberáis

under a former Tmdcau acolyte, Jean

Chretien, obtained a majority go-

vernment in Ottawa but the presence of

strong regionally-bascd political parties

was ominous to say the least.

On the heels of the federal campaign,

the Quebec provincial clection of 1994

ended with the clection of the PQ led by

Jacques Parizeau. Both nationalist

wings were now iinitcd: the PQ and the
Bloc. In Quebec, both federally and

provincially, the trend was clear. The

Quebec nationalist forces were gathe-

ring and on thc move poised to deliver

independence and sovereignty to French

Quebec. Predictably, thc anglophone,

allophone and aboriginal vote in Quebec

was massive and directed against the

PQ. The minorities of Quebec had not

changed their allegiance to Cañada sin-

ce 1980 and PQ strategists knew that if

victory was to be theirs, they would ha-

ve to count on the Francophone majority

especially dominant in regions outside

the island of Montreal, the cosmopolitan

business capital of thc province of Quebec.

3. The campaign

The unofficial referendum campaign

had begun well before the official an-

nouncement in late September 1995.

The "yes" and "no" campaigns had

effectively spared throughout the pre-

vious summer working assiduously in

preparing their electoral machines. In

this sense, the real campaign began on

June 12th with the regrouping of the

thrce nationalist political parties: the

Bloc, PQ and thc PADQ.^ Thc Agree-
ment, which had been the object of a

long debate between the interested par

ties, joined the three nationalist forces

within the umbrella of the "yes" cam

paign. Parizeau and the more radical

nationalist elements of the PQ had been

convinced that a puré sovereignty posi-

tion would fail to collect the "soft natio

nalist" vote. Both Bouchard and Du

mont favoured a referendum question

which would contain an offer of asso-

ciation to Ganada. If añer a year, En

glish Ganada were to reject the offer to

negotiate an offer of economic associa-

tion then Quebec could legally sepárate.

The early weeks of the campaign

appeared to confirm the comfortable

lead enjoyed by the "no" committee

despite the complete absence of any new

offers of decentralization or change

similar to Trudeau's promises just befo-

re the 1980 vote. Federalist strategists

believed that the onus of proof was on

the "yes" supporters. Meanwhile a

"gag" order had gone out from Ottawa

to the provincial premiers advising

them and their colleagues not to inter-

vene in the Quebec referendum. It really

seemed as if the 'Phony War' had arri-

ved in Quebec.

It was felt by federalists that nothing

had to be done except wait for the inevi

table "no" result.

Soon however polis began showing

that the federalist lead was being cut.

Premier Jacques Parizeau, the titular

chief of the "yes" campaign increasingly

gave way to Lucien Bouchard, leader of

the BQ whose popularity in Quebec

continued to rise. Suddenly Ganadian

and Quebec federalist forces began to

question the "no" campaign strategy of

doing nothing and non-intervention.

During the last ten days of the cam

paign, the federalist forces were being

routed and the possibility of a "yes" vote

became very real indeed. Even Ghretien

now began to make several promises for

some change including the addition of a

"distinct society" clause to possibly be

included in the constitution (an element

of Meech!). Then on the eve of the vote,

droves of panic-stricken English Gana-

dians invaded downtown Montreal for a

"solidarity rally" plcading with Quebe-

ckers not to vote "yes". Federal bureau-

crats were given the day ofifand airlines

put on additional planes. Despite natio

nalist claims that the Quebec Elections

Act had been violated by these prácticos,

the rally went forward and was perhaps

the only reason why the "no" side won

the October 30th referendum. Ghretien's

referendum strategy lay in ruins and his

leadership questioned. Despised by a

vast majority in his home province and

obviously unable to effectively evalúate

VoL. S NOHEno Don, Julio 1SS6
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public opinion, the Canadian PM was

obliged to ovcrhaul the federalist strate-

gy with one vvcek leñ. Laforest notes

with conviction that "Tardivcment, á

mots couvcrts, il a été forcé d'ouvrir son

jeu. Dans la dernicre semaine, sur un

mode de panique indescriptible, il est

inten'enu á cinq reprises dans la cam-

pagne référendaire. II a promis des

changements" (Laforest, 1995b).

4. The result

The closeness of the result 50.6% "no"

and 49.4% "yes" indicates just how ció

se Canadians carne to losing their

country. There are a number of elemen-

tary political lessons to be extracted

from this popular consultation. Clcarly

the "soft nationalist" vote by French

speaking Quebeckers was won over by

the Bouchard appeal and strategy. The

gamble of the June 12th accord, which

had diluted somewhat Parizeau's puré

sovereignty position, had succeeded. Se-

condly, Prime Minister Jean Chretien's

unity campaign was a miserable flop.

Without the last minute Montreal rally

which would have been unthinkable in

the early days of the campaign, the "no"

side may well have lost the day. Bou

chard was the big wiimer on October

30th especially since his leadership lar-

gely eclipsed that of Jacques Parizeau

who aimounced his resignation as Que-

bec Premier ostensibly to make way for

Bouchard. The general sentiment is that

the strength of the nationalist vote he-

ralds a cry for change in the Canadian

federation, in particular devolution of

more powers to Quebec and the other

provinces.

Before interpreting the result, let us

first rapidly look at the regional and

linguistic breakdown of the vote. Why

was the vote so cióse? Normally in a

cióse vote, one can usually conclude that

the polity was undecided or torn

between attractive options. Not so in

Quebec where anglophones and allo-

phones voted in high numbers for the

Canadian link whilst a majority of

Francophones voted in favour of the

Bouchard versión of sovereignty-
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association. An example of bloc voting

can be gleaned from the Montreal island

riding of 'd'Arcy McGee' where there is

an e.xtremely low percentage of Franco-

phone voters. In the 1980 referendum

the "no" side won an ovenvhelming

96.1% of the vote.® In the 1995 vote,
this high score was actually improved

on and went up to 96.7%. This is to be

contrasted with majority Francophone

ridings where the yes side won convin-

cing victories usually outside Montreal

and the Ottawa River corridor.

The región of Abitibi located in north-

west Quebec running along the Ontario

border but north of the national capital

región voted "yes" 55%, Lanaudiére and

Laurentides located north of Montreal

64.9% and 57% respectively, the Que

bec City constellation of Mauricio Bois-

Francs, Saguenay-Lac-Saint-Jean and

Quebec City 56.2%, 68.8% and 53.4%

respectively and finally Gaspcsie where

the "yes" forces amassed nearly 60% of

the vote. South of Quebec City running

along the USA border to Just south of

Montreal which contains a large num

ber of smaller export driven industries

there was a relativo dead heat. The "no"

victory esscntially racked up huge ma-

jorities in Montreal especially the an-

glophone and allophone West and Cen

tre. Populous Montreal West went

76.8% to the "no" while Montreal East

was closer with the "no" win substan-

tially less at 51.4%. Fifteen years ago,

Montreal East supported independence

and was the home of a strong majority

of nativo French Quebeckers. Predicta-

bly the Outaouais región west of Mon

treal along the banks of the Ottawa Ri

ver voted massively in favour of Cañada

71.6% perhaps since independence might

have seen a rcduction in government

Jobs for the inhabitants of that región.

5. The canadian sisyphus

The Canadian federation was a big loser

of the Quebec October 30th referendum.

It may be months before the full politi

cal fallout of the referendum becomes

known. Jacques Parizeau resigned as

Quebec Premier after the narrow defeat

paving the way for a triumphant Lucien

Bouchard. Canadian PM Chretien's lea

dership was revealed to be shaky at best

and his role in Quebec has been reduced

oven further than the marginal role he

played before the referendum. Perhaps

more important and in keeping with the

hegelian ethos, it may be more impor

tant to look beyond the daily political
scuflling and wrangling to observe the

real impact of the October referendum.

What is the impact on a society as it nears
ever closer to the brink of destruction?

First of all, it should be noted as one

might deduce from the historical sketch

offered at the beginning of this article

that the génesis of the October referen

dum is a long one. Historically the roots

of the crisis can be retraced to the Riel re-

bellion, Manitoba school question, the fe

deral elections of 1911 and 1917, the

two conscription crises during the

World Wars, the October 1970 crisis

and the election of the first PQ go

vernment in Quebec headed by Rene

Levesque.

Let US try to imagine that the question

of Canadian unity is an allegory much

like Nietzsche's theory of eternal return

in which everything that has been lived

will be relived and that nothing new

will be created. It is often said that

Nietzsche's intent was to create a kind

of psychological test based on a

6. Tlic cicction rcsults and vote perccntages are ta-

kcn from the Montreal daily La Presse of Octo

ber 31, 1995.
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seemingly nihilistic hypothcsis. This
situation can be likened to a sort of Ca-

nadian Sisyphus slowly rolling the rock

of Canadian unity up the slippciy slope
oniy to watch it roll back down the hill.

The powers of Qucbec and Canadian

nationalism sow the secds of disunity

and effectivcly prevent any nation buíl-

ding of the type enjoyed by other poli-

tics including the American neighbour
to the south. Think the unthinkable:

what if disunity were to be a permanent

feature of Canadian politics and society?

What if in this sea of competing para
digma of nationalism, disunity is to be

our Manifest Destiny? Like Nictzche's

refrain in Zarathoustra of Shakespearian

inspiration that life is a tale told by an

idiot ñill of sound and fury but meaning
nothing. Indeed any unilateral attempt

to deny the contradiction may be inter-

pretcd as an act of bad faith, a denial of

the necessarily fragmented nature of

social being.

Let US howevcr tempt nihilism and try

to make some sensc of what my be a

cluc to undcrstanding the October 30th

referendum in Quebec. It may also pro-

vide US with some modest insight into
the entire génesis of this wcalthy but

brooding band of ncophytes of the north

rcady to dcfy economic realities at the

drop of a hat. To be surc, this view of

the 'Quebec or Canadian problem' dees
not tend to validate the Quebec nationa-

list drcam of a sovereign state ñor docs
it support a sense of English Canadian
nationalism born out of an desirc for

popular sovercignty or town hall go-
vernmcnt. Its philosophical inspiration
frees this analysis from the fctters of the

prophets of innato culture and tribalism.

Is it then a formula for liberalism, a

political form of skepticism?

Although their reading of Canadian
history and politics difiers from Qucbec
successionists, David Bercusson and

Barry Coopcr in their book Deconfede-
ration promote the separation of Quebec

from Cañada. Spurning both Mcech La-
ke and Charlottctown as responding
only to Qucbec's desirc for more powers,
these Westem Canadian political theo-

rists reflect the ras le bol of the English
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Canadian political class. Their thesis is

simple but clear: "We have already in-

dicatcd that the separation of Quebec
from Cañada is a fírst stop to resolving
the ongoing economic and constitutio-

nal crisis that we have endured for

practically a generation... we are veiy

confident that the Canadian state cannot

rcmove itself from its chronic state of

crisis so long as Quebec remains within

it" (Bercusson and Cooper, 1991; 17).

Resnick also argües for the emergence

of a self conscious English Canadian
nation although his conclusions are less

provocativo than those of Bercusson and

Coopcr. Yet the conclusión is the same:

there is a solution to Canada's problem

and it entails the separation of Quebec.

At last, the Canadian Sisyphus' trial is
over. The contradiction which has

haunted and indeed shaped Canadian

politics can be eliminated and each na

tion can then Uve a pcaceful co-

existence. These conclusions reflect a

naivety which is shared by both Quebec

and Canadian nationalists. They deny
the essential fragmented nature of being
and its historícal evolution on the terri-

tory callcd 'Cañada'". At the very least

one could argüe that a purely political

analysis misses the mark when applied
to Canadian political rclations particu-
larly regarding the notion of mutual rc-

cognition of nations and their self

conscious development.

To help contrast the views of the pre-
sent article with those of our erstwhile

nationalist friends, let us brieily look at
the origins of the issue of bilingualism.

This policy long reviled by Quebec and

English Canadian nationalists will

apparently not be necessaiy once añairs

sort themselves out. Bercusson and Co

oper argüe that the reason for the OHi-

cial Bilingualism Policy was to picase

Quebec. They note "Oíficial bilingua
lism is only the most blatant of a series

of futile policy initiativcs designed to

retain the allegiance of Qucbec" (¡bid\

60). In a word, this policy had been de

signed to strengthen Canadian unity or
in the words of English Canadian na

tionalists, to plácate Quebec. By con
trast, "Bilingualism can be understood

not as an attempt to create a monolithic

Canadian state, rather it is inextricably

linked to the imagination of disunion...
The ambiguous character of bilingua

lism in Cañada is the following: pur-

sued since it was thought that it would

unify the country, its actual role was

mistaken... Its meaning might best be

understood in the context of fragmented

national being or disunion. In this sen

sc, bilingualism is not a project for a

unified Canadian political culture. Ra
ther it is a reflection on the project of

disunion in harmony with the political

imagination. As a policy, it is a timely

affront to Quebec national being and
American social conformism. It also

plays a key role in preparing Canadians

and social Quebeckers for the diffícult

challenges of globalization and interna-
tionalization" (Mabley, 1994: 99).

Separation or not, the differences

which have invadcd the Canadian poli

tical agenda due to the 'Quebec problem'

will not disappear. The reason is quite

simple: the nature of disunity in the Ca

nadian federation is not a political pro
blem. It is much more of an existential

dilemma linked to social and economic

factors. Contrary to the Bercusson-

Cooper thesis, the requirement to de-
fend the French language in Quebec
through special laws and use of the

notwithstanding clausc will not vanish.

Rather it would increase under conti

nental pressiu-es and influences from the

United States. Ñor would the problems

associated with aboriginal self go-
vemment and linguistic minorities insi-

de and outside Quebec and Cañada di

sappear. Charles Taylor identifies the

major difilculty inherent in the 'natio

nalist' thesis: "Finally, añer dividing to
form two polities with uniform citi-

zcnship, both of the successor states

would ñnd that they had failed añer all

to banish the challenge of deep diversi-
ty... Neithcr Quebec ñor Cañada outside

of Quebec could succeed in imitating
the United States -or the European na
tional states in their chauvinist prime.
So let US recognize this now and take

the road of deep diversity together"
(Taylor, n/d: 184).
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Conclusión

The October SOlh referendum in Quebec

is yet another chapter in the saga of the

Canadian story of disunion. Rather than

to accept this essential fragmentcd

quality of Canadian and Quebec natio-

nai being, many Canadian political

theorists bave heeded the seductive calis

of cmpirical analysis in the ñame of

conformism and nationalism in order lo

achieve a 'solution'. Perhaps there ís no

real solution (understood as the taming

of diíTerence and diversity) and ceitain-

ly not one which would be of any real

consolation lo the Canadian Sisyphus.

The question of whether Quebec separa-

tes from Cañada is in this sense so-

mewhat secondary since like the perfect

imaginary Canadian unión prometed by

Canadian federalists, it will change very

Hule in terms of the fragmented nature

of this región of the worid. Canadians

and Quebeckers might do well to accept

their existential dilemma (which does

not mean that separation should not be
considered as an option) recognize their

el le

differences and profit from them to de-

vclop capacity for foreign trade and

build an international work forcé. In

any case, with globalization of econo-

mic relations between Cañada and the

world, the delightfiil dance of the dia-

iectic can only serve to enhance the

irksome destiny of this northern people

whose politics are as arcane and com-

plcx as any Central or Latin American

nation.

When observing the existence of fac-

tions within the state, a French political

philosopher lean Jacques Rousseau

provided the following advice: "Thus if

the general will is to be cleaily ex-

pressed, it is imperative that there
should be no sectional associations in

the state, and that evcry citizen should

make up his own mind for himself -
such was the unique and sublime in-

vention of the great Lycurgus. But if

there are sectional associations, it is wi-

se to mulliply their number and to prc-
vent inequality among them, as Solon,

Numa and Servius did. These are the

only precautions which can cnsure that

the general will is always enlightened
and the people protected from error"
(Rousseau, 1984; 73). ♦
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