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Chapter 1: Introduction

In 1995, the Québec government launched a second referendum for indepéhdefaiked by
an extremely slim margin--less than one percent. The resslt2,362,648 votes to remain in Canada
against 2,308,360 votes to form a new country. The French Canadian Québeedisstveaiting for
the opportunity to do something about their situation; an uncomfortdabbgien that made them feel
unwelcomed in their own country and threatened their stake in dieeateon. The result was that they
lost their chance to change things by less than half of a percentage point.

. The rise of the separatists in Québec might appear agprssugiven Canada’s democratic
institutions, yet democracies may serve to institutionalizeoapys status as a minority (see Bourgault
et la souveraineté, 1980), a thing that in the presence of a pawsitibn leads a group to see secession
as a better-off alternative than political subjugation. Thiseisause while it is true that a democracy
might seek to guarantee equal individual power in the form of pami@merepresentation, that same
democracy may fail to address the issue of equal group representation.

Given that democracy is just an approximation to utopia, we must rdeptise way we look at
domestic politics. The idea has long been that in domestic patigasnderlying principles are different
than those in international power politics. In domestic politics theran emphasis on political
philosophy and democratic principles, while in international poliheset is a focus on anarchy and the
lack of a hierarchically superior entity than may resolve disparidsenforce law. This is evident in the
way we study both realms.

In this thesis, | discuss the domestic decision to secede frond&dmaugh the eyes of an
international relations theory. My goal is to test a hypothesissing quantitative data gathered during
the 1995 Québec sovereigntist referendum, and qualitative insightsegbittsepart of an ethnographic

exploration in 2009.



| will show that the current trend in applying power transitiorothgPTT) to international
conflicts is also applicable for domestic confrontation within @enadian subsystem; international
conflict is not the only kind of conflict affected by a power tramis in where the rising actor is
dissatisfied with the status quo.

This thesis is organized as follows. First, a quick summaryeoéxisting literature is presented.
The theoretical assumptions are examined and their main poirasgaied to fit the PTT framework.
After surveying the existing literature, | defend PTT laes best theoretical perspective from which to
study secession, chapter 3 then presents the individual as the umialgfis and explains my
hypothesis. This chapter discusses in detail what the theory tardbrdy ‘power’ and ‘dissatisfaction’
and justifies a handful of alternative explanations that will be asecontrol variables in chapter 4. In
chapter 4 | move to a quantitative analysis of ‘power’ and ‘d&fsation’ through a statistical testing of
the relationship between these variables and an individual’'s wayptofg. | then follow with the
graphing of a secessionist barometer that illustrates sexisssupport amongst individuals and show
that both ‘power’ and ‘dissatisfaction’ explain much of an individualasywef voting in the 1995
referendum.

In chapter 5 a qualitative description of ‘dissatisfaction’ espnted. | start by summarizing the
overall group dissatisfaction with the federation within Québed,then provide individual statements
as evidence of status-quo dissatisfaction. Finally, chapter 6 condbydesstating the findings and

presenting the general implications.



Chapter 2: Literature Review

The literature on secession is not extensive, and the few tlwabetrspectives can be grouped
into two different avenues. Some scholars have presented thefideaession as a series of steps, or
dynamics that seek a goal—secession. Their main idea isdp stcial group processes and look at the
interrelationship of various parts within the polity. Others--stmat theorists--have taken a step back
and sought an understanding of the source of these dynamics. Stihetaraits provide no explanation
for the internal decision making of the polity nor do they exantire interrelationships of actors.
Instead, their aim is to understand how different contexts affect theitytefgthe state.

In this chapter | will review the different theoretical p&spres in the study of secessionist
support and conclude that PTT, albeit being a general conflict {hesrmes best because it incorporates

both dynamic and structural approaches into one perspective.

STRUCTURAL THEORIES

Structural scholars explore how power affects the decision emlee@hey accomplish this by
focusing on both the constraints as well as the triggers of a secessioveshent.

In the case of structural constraints, deterrence theory has long argued dlstor will be able
to hinder an aggressor given its relative capability to make crediblestiofedestruction, where the
ability to do so is a function of military power. In regards to secession, Miéideo¥ic, in his book he
Economics of Secessimuggests that freedom from an external threat provides states with the option to
secede without being deterred by the possibility of armed conflict. Zarkogues that “no longer
restrained by a cold war polarization and encouraged by the winds of rapid chémggiomal groups
are seeking to free themselves from central authorities” (Zarkovic, 1993, pp 2)le@hs that the

economic structure at the international level presents a deterrencessi@eice movements.



It has been argued that “the increase in deterrent effect is less tharipnahéo the increase in
magnitude of potential destruction” (Brodie, 1959). In other words, if a threat istedaance, it will
not be as effective the second time around. Brodie discusses this point as he stédtesetiaash to
visualize the situation graphically, we will think of a curve of ‘deterrenfeeein which each unit of
additional damage threatened brings progressively diminishing increofatdgterrence” (Brodie,

1959). Therefore, deterrence is only a plausible explanation at firstaafegrgression has been
reciprocated deterrence becomes ever less effective, becausefigaaf additional damage threatened
brings progressively diminishing increments of deterrence” (Brodie, 1959hatlthese additional
damage points that actors can be non-rational, “especially under high stress, hdndtiteality may

be neither necessary nor sufficient for deterrence.” (Jervis, 1979).

It is in the realm of non rationality where we find emotions. Emotions have not been gigen m
consideration by structural theories who presume that an actor will conformragitimal structure
within the international system. In the case of secessionist movemdatsB@thanan’s bool;he
Morality of Political Divorce states that it is “the cynic [who] assumes either that there is no such thing
as moral reasoning and that there are no moral judgments and that only the lust falgpemmanes
behavior in the political realm” (Buchanan, 1991). The idea presented by Buchanamheréh&s more
than conforming to the structural system.

In this sense, there is an inherent feeling of right and wrong that serxe®esssary condition
for conflicts. This suggests that ideas like distributive justice, politicajatiobn, and the moral
discourse in general will provide a judgment that brings about the underlyingagiteferences of an
actor. Specifically, Buchanan sees secession as morally jugtiiader some conditions and presents a

repertoire of moral arguments for and against secession from which hengiieisa cases.



DYNAMIC THEORIES

Dynamic theorists look at how an actor’'s underlying prefereiieen. By following the way
relationships evolve within a state. For example, it is commorgyear by dynamic theorists that
secession support is built up as a series of steps amongst é&thsicalar communities.Michael
Hechter, in his essay entitled “The Dynamics of Secesg®82), and Bartkus, Viva Ona in her book
The Dynamic of Secessiqh999), agree that high group identification is a necessary condition for
conflict to emerge. Hechter presents an analysis based on ethnigdraity that suggests that the
secession ought to be seen as “the outcome of a series ofieeltErisions made by regional leaders
and populations” (pp 267-269). Later in her book, Bartkus sees the decisiocetle ss a rational
choice that weights the benefits of continued membership with diecseeding. Specifically, she states
that “a secession crisis occurs when the leaders representgmgitorially concentrated and distinct
community within a larger state translate discontent into denfandgcession, and possess the power,
either through sufficient strong internal community mobilizatiomhoough the use of force, to compel
the central government to react to those demands” (Bartkus, 1999).

In both cases the assumption is that secession is the outcomermsao$ collective decisions
(or dynamics) that are made given a context of power and discdmtentdistinct (or homogeneous)
community. That is, according to both authors, secession is a decidloenced by the political
context, and that happens only within highly homogenous communities.

Yet the idea that only homogeneous communities will secede gtfueefact that homogeneity
is a vague concept. Homogeneity is a concept that is intergrgtpdlitical and intellectual elites who
“build around, or form among, preconstituted and resonant representafi@mnmunity” (Duara,
1995). According to Christopher Wellman, a nation is just a cultucaipgof people who identify with
one another and who either have or seek to have some degree cdl®ifrdetermination. In addition

he remarks that “it does not mandate that the separatist betusaltyll distinct minority group”
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(Wellman, 2005). Instead dynamic theories would do better by subggiethnic homogeneity with a

polity’s level of dissatisfaction with the status quo.

POWER TRANSITION THEORY

Having seen that ‘power and ‘dissatisfaction’ are two varglilat are common to both
dynamic and structural theorists, | have chosen PTT to exple@ssien because of its emphasis on the
levels of power and dissatisfaction illuminate both the goal anddhstraint present in international
conflicts. PTT equally considers the two variables when asgessinflict. In addition the theory
presents us with a straightforward perspective that identieh the origin of the secessionist goal (i.e.
dissatisfaction with the federalist status quo) and its constraint &te.psiwer).

It has been said that when it comes to international relations “the debateeisoncerned today
with the extent to which state action is influenced by ‘structure’ (agaand the distribution of power)
versus ‘process’ (interaction and learning) and institutions” (Wendt, 1992) yitsnsidering those
international contexts in where power will deter conflict, as well as tgpding that dissatisfaction is a
necessary condition, that PTT provides a framework for the assessment at.confli

Specifically, PTT would claim that in the presence of dissatisfaction wiktdee a secessionist
conflict when the dissatisfied actor surpasses the dominant actor in powiecda@d Levy (2003)
best describe this phenomenon by stating that “if a rising power is digshtisth its own place in the
existing order, it may wish to challenge the existing order,” wereribteability of conflict “between the
rising challenger and the dominant state, peaks near the point of powerdndnsitveen them” (pp

115).



Chapter 3: Exploring the Québec Sovereignty Movemen

In this chapter | present an introduction to the Quebec sovereidatgnmdum, affirm the unit of
analyst and define my hypothesis. | also explore the conceptsiesuthy the theory through a
discussion of the definitions and the measurements of ‘power andtigiasaon,” as well as other
variables of interest that might influence the decision to vota “daring the referendum. Finally |

suggest that a mixed methods approach is the best approach to study their effects.

INTRODUCTION TO THE QUEBEC SOVEREIGNTY REFERENDUM

In the 1995 referendum the people of Québec were voting for a non-bifativisory)
referendum for independence in which the provincial government reguestmission to secede from
Canada. Specifically, the 1995 sovereignty referendum asked the following:

"Do you agree that Québec should become sovereign after having made adffiemtd Canada for a
new economic and political partnership within the scope of the bill résgete future of Québec and
of the agreement signed on June 12, 1995?"

The June 1995 agreement mentioned in the referendum question was ameag@e the transfer of
sovereignty between two of the three political parties inb@agplus théloc Québécoipolitical party

at the federal level. This agreement was mailed to every hodsehQuébec. The agreement stated the
following:

“... our common project [the sovereignist project] departs from the Canadiamsjab, rejected by an
immense majority of Québecers. It is true to the aspirations db&geés for autonomy and would allow
Québec to achieve sovereignty: to levy all of its taxes, pasd @l laws, sign all of its treaties. Our
project also reflects the wish of Québecers to maintain equitable exidld ties with our Canadian
neighbours, so that we can manage our common economic space together, particutagqrsy of
joint institutions, including institutions of a political nature. We are coced that this proposal is in
the interests of both Québec and Canada, though we cannot of course presumewb&nGanadians
will decide in this regard (extract from the June 1995 Agreement).



ON DISSATISFACTION

According to power transition theory, the interests and valudseofi@minant power shape the
relationship, roles, and behaviors of international actors—unless succesallénged by an emerging
power. Specifically it is argued that “the patterns [the dontirsdate] creates and defends are the
international projection of the political and economic resource dibocapatterns it employs
domestically” (as quoted in Lemke, 2002, pp 22). These patterns ate baicome the prevailing status
guo. Status-quo simply means the condition of “economic, diplomatic, artdrgnilelations between
states” (Lemke, 2002, pp 22).

Given that the prevailing status quo is set by the condition ofedlagians between states,
dissatisfaction with the status-quo has to do with relationships astateg that go sour. In the case of
secession, these failed relationships concern economic, diplomadigniditary issues that have not
been satisfactory resolved with the higher authorities from which the astugsato separate.

Dissatisfaction might arise because a balanced compromiktesa issues cannot be achieved
under the current political configuration. The dissatisfied actoplyi ‘had enough,” and in the presence
of a power transition it might see secession as a bettattefhative than political subjugation. In the
case of ‘dissatisfaction,” Randolph Siverson (1996) a prominent sabfopewer transition theory, has
defined it as the access to benefits that “would include secadtess to resources, trade advantages,
and even something as simple as deference from other states.” (1996¢r watds, dissatisfaction has
been measured by the degree of benefit that an actor receides the current arrangement, which in
turn is determined by the dominant state. For example, under fingiale of ‘Dissatisfaction’ it is
expected that those populations of Québec that have been included irefgetadederal resources will

be less dissatisfied with the federal government than those who have been excluded.



Also concerning the definition of status-quo dissatisfaction, itoeas argued within the power
transition perspective, that “the gains provided to the dominant posverthis status quo are more than
material” (Lemke, 2002, pp 22). Specifically Lemke argues whagn it comes to states, they may be
dissatisfied with the status quo for a number of reasons:

“It is possible the existing informal rules of international politae explicitly constructed to isolate
and/or deny value to the dissatisfied state. It could more simply beafee that some states are
dissatisfied because they had little or no say in the construction ekiiing status quo, and enjoy no
direct or indirect benefits from it. Still other states maydissatisfied because they employ different
domestic institutions for the allocation of values in their societynfthose used by the dominant
power.” (Lemke, 2002, pp 24).

Subsequently, when considering ‘dissatisfaction,’ the current @¢oeesources as well as historical

aspects appear as relevant factors in determining its current level.

ON POWER

Power is important because of the idea that dissatisfied “states arékmlyrto fight at parity
because under such equality both are more likely to expect they will not losek] 2802, pp 39).
According to Lemke, power exists in the potential of the state, and consecqueraiging to PTT,
“those governments which prove effective in organizing this potential, by both gtergetheir societies
and extracting resources there from, will be the governments of developedybsrates” (Lemke,
2002, pp 26). This is seen when acknowledging that those governments that hater agreal over
economic, diplomatic, and military relations between states, charadfeeinselves for penetrating

their societies and extracting resources there from.

For example, in the world stage the governments of influential countries likinitesl States,
those in Western Europe, Japan, and evermore China, distinguish themselves fromdes$ pow
countries by the fact that their national budgets are significantly ldrgeitihose of less powerful

countries. The fact that the control over economic, diplomatic, and milékatyons between states is



correlated with a State’s budget illustrates that ‘power’ can be nesbhlsyrlooking at the budget. In
turn, one can determine the size and potential of a state budget by considering inebomaland the
effectiveness of the tax system. It can be suggested that those governitieatsold tax system
(which acts as a way of penetrating their societies) and a relatisfedy population (which allows for

an ability to extract resources) will be the governments of powerful deestaies.

A DISSATISFIED POWER TRANSITION

Historically, taxable income in Québec has been lower than ineteof Canada (due to a
historically lower annual family income in Québec). Consequdptlgbec has not been considered a
powerful actor. Yet since the 1940’s the country “has been accordpayifaster per capita economic
growth in Québec than in Ontario” (Fortin,2001). This increase in econgnowth has been reflected
in the size of the budget and consequently provincial power. Accoraifgrtin, “in the last 40 years
the standard-of-living gap between Québec and Ontario has shruglkiat 14 percent in 1999 from 26
per cent in 1960. This translates into an average gap-narrowing th& mércent per year over the last
four decades” (2001). Summing up, Québec has been growing in economicfgsterethan the rest of

Canada.

90
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Figure 1: Real Domestic Income Per Capita, Québec as a percentagarid,1926-1999; Extracted
from Fortin 2001.
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The term Quiet Revolution was first used by the Toronto Globe Maidl to describe the
mushroomed developments in Québec after 1960 (Andre, 1989). It was duritigné¢hibat the change
in the balance of power rendered this “no longer the traditional cobiittveen a majority and a
minority. It [was] rather a conflict between two majoritifsat which is a majority in all Canada, and
that which is a majority in the entity of Québéc.

PTT tells us that “if a rising power is dissatisfied withown place in the existing order, it may
wish to challenge the existing order” (Levy, 2003), and this is wiaat cultivating in Québec at the
time of the Quiet Revolution--a conflict between two majasitihat was fueled by a lingering
dissatisfaction and "a new ideology, born in the context of the quieutmrglbut largely influenced by

the decolonization movements of the former Afro-Asian colonies ansgottialist ideology2”’(Murria,

pp17).

THE UNIT OF ANALYSIS

It is worth noting that in the case of PTT the unit of analyastraditionally been the dominant
nation-state in the world system. Just like in many other irtierred relations theories that ignore the
individual, the PTT has relegated individuals to simple spectatooppased to political actors. In turn,
states have been assumed to be the only actor worth looking at when using the RWbifkam

Here | attempt to extend the PTT postulations to the individual,rihég effort to provide a
deeper understanding of the implications of the theory. Extending thieirRd@ deeper realms has

already been a success. The theory has been proven to not onlyoagpbse dominant actors in the

1 Reported in 1962 by the Royal Commission on Biliaigsm and Biculturalism. Extracted from: Dion, lnreQuébec: the
Unfinished RevolutioMontreal, QC: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 69page 42.

2 Originally, “une nouvelle idéologie, née dans le contexte dévialution tranquille, mais largement influence pes

mouvements de décolonisation dans les anciennesieslafro-asiatiques et par I'idéologie sociallstdurria, Vera.Le

Parti Québecois4™ edMontreal, QC: Editions Hurtubise, 1976. Page 17.

11



world stage, but also within regional hierarchies. For example, L€b886) in his paper “Small States
and War” argues that the logic presented by the PTT can leadext to subsystems within the
overarching international order. In addition, recent studies have preése®@T analysis of conflict
within groups in the interior of a state (for an example seéyQ@07). Yet there is no instance, that |
am aware of, that extends the PTT postulations to the individual.

The fact that an international politics issue like Quebec secessdelegated to the individual
through a referendum for independence, urges that one shifts thef anélysis from the state to the
individual. | do this by recognizing that there is an undeletabkeletween the state and the individual,
in where the actions of the state are dictated by those individuetsnmand. Specifically, | recognize
that “any leader who fails to satisfy his fellow playetrsh@ domestic table risks being evicted from his

seat” (Putnam, 1988).

HYPOTHESIS

The idea being tested is whether the hypothesis posited byd&irecapplied to the individual.
Specifically | will test the hypothesis that individuals Maé more likely to challenge the federal status
guo in the face of both dissatisfaction and a power transition.

H1: dissatisfied individuals higher in the power hierarchy, vis-a-vis othéividuals, will be
more likely to challenge the federal status-quo than those that are lower in the powerhyierarc

The hypothesis implies that secession support arises amongsinitheglials that are dissatisfied with
the federally imposed status-quo, and are at a higher power level than their peers

The idea that a secessionist movement in Québec would be suppprtied Wwealthy is not
widely shared. On the contrary, the concept of Québec sovereigntycisived as that of a fight
engaged by the lower class against the rich elites and therfob interests in the rest of Canada. The
story behind the French Canadian sovereignty movement reflectelébisThe whole movement is
legitimized by the idea that French Canadians have been treatszbad slass citizens and that Québec

12



has been negatively impacted by past economic colonialism. bistidlay this hinders Québecois self-
determination and the development of the French language. Even todagwieyed, the members of
the sovereigntist parties tend to be of a working class background while tharsgithglto the Federalist
Party are seen to be of upper middle class individuals who optxftareéaks at the expense of national
sovereignty. In contrast, PTT would argue that higher income individualmore powerful and hence
less likely to be deterred by Canadian repercussions—as opposed to the wossinghcdse jobs can be

swiped away by economic instability.

M EASURING POWER

It was said that an entity’s level of power is determinedhgy size of its budget. This means that
governments with larger budgets will be those governments of pdwstates that can deter the
emergence of a secessionist movement. For example, in thef c@sébec we can see the power of the
budget being used to deter the province from pursuing independence. Oppafindrgssecession
movement deter Québec's idea of sovereignty-association with Cdnyadaguing that this is
unacceptable under the current economic dependency of Québec.
“If Québec separates”, he stated, “Ontario would trade with it on nerifit a basis than it trades with
other foreign country...We would have no special obligations tied to histogormmon national
interest...if Québec separates, there would be international borders ne@veario and Québec. And
borders do matter” (Ontario’s Prime Minister).
"Québec would lose up to 10 percent of its GDP and up to 140, 000 people wagriatenThe rest of
Canada would suffer its longest recession in 50 years, because of highestintetes, reduced
investment, and reduced exports to Québec" (a study revealed in1994).

At the same time it is apparent that richer societied hdarger budget potential because they

have more resources to tax, an aspect that places a directtivdebdahe budget potential and income

per capita. That is, those who find themselves higher in the punghamiver hierarchy are expected to
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be more likely to challenge the status quo when their interestthi@atened. This is in contrast to an
individual of low power that is equally as upset about the circumstances, but confonmstitus-quo.

It is true that the average participant in the 1995 referendumdependence does not know the
size of the budgets and cannot make a certain assessment wimgneg to defining his level of
deterrence. But this does not mean that the structural contexhalo@spact that individual's decision;
rather an individual can still make (and does make) an assessntieatpaitential causes of his actions.
Specifically, the individual uses his immediate experience psogy to assess the budget and the
potential of his state. For example, one may compare how ayflwas in Québec vis-a-vis those in

Ontario, in an effort to asses an actor’s relative capabilities.

MEASURING DISSATISFACTION

Deterrence is only part of the story; dissatisfaction withfelderal status-quo must exist before
any secession argument is considered. Looking at secession,aVelhgued that this does not only
pertain to groups that deem themselves a nation. His moral tbewnsydered in the literature review
states that “it does not mandate that the separatist be aattyltlistinct minority group” (Wellman,
2005), for as long as a group is able to perform the essamtigidns of the state, it has the right to
secede and that no strong correlation exists between a group’foriglelf determination and the idea
of being a nation. Anyone can be dissatisfied with a status-gdaclaoose secession as an option—
irrespective of that actor being nationalistic or ethnically hgeneous. In summary, dissatisfaction
must have different roots—not just national self determination.

According to PTT, dissatisfaction with a regime arises ftloenlack of access to resources, a say
in the construction of the existing status-quo, and other issues¢hatgaied to be more than material.

The reason of dissatisfaction is an inherent lack of legitinzay trust that becomes a reluctance to
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cooperate, as well as a sense of otherness and alienatiorffédrantiates that which is dissatisfied vis-

a-vis the perceived source of dissatisfaction.

VOTE FOR SECESSION VARIABLE

In the case of my dependent variable (Vote in Referendum), this is generata#libg encopy
of the data set variable FQ8B which asked respondents “Will you voté, 'Méavour of the
referendum proposal, or "No", opposed to the referendum proposal?” The variable was @oded as
categorical variable and for simplicity’s sake it is later recoded intoaaybdependent variable in the

form of a yes/no response.

Table 1: Votes captured by the survey.

VoteForSecession Number of respondents
No 338
Yes 451

This was done by eliminating a third category for those responses thateapaganissing

observations. So that a ‘Yes’ vote is coded as 1, and a ‘No’ vote is coded as 0.

INCOME VARIABLE

In the case of annual family income, this variable was generating bingdpg dataset variable
FQ57 ANNUAL FAMILY INCOME in where respondents were asked; “Into whichheffollowing
groups does the approximate annual income of your family fall--that is, thraénar earnings, before
taxes, of all family members who live in your household added together?” Ogigthal variable had
13 cathegories, with number 1 to 11 being income groups, 12 being for those individuals whbtoefuse

answer, and 12 for those who did not know. Given that only those who accurately responded are of
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interest, the last two categories are eliminate@.variable is comprised by eleven categories ranging from

$10,000 or less to a maximum category of $100,000 or more.

Table 2: Annual Family Income in Quebec.

Number of

Income respondents

< $10,000 39
$10,000 < $20,000 113
$20,000 < $30,000 115
$30,000 < $40,000 132
$40,000 < $50,000 101
$50,000 < $60,000 73
$60,000 < $70,000 60
$70,000 < $80,000 52
$80,000 < $90,000 30
$90,000 < $100,000 23
$100,000 OR MORE 51

In the case of ‘power,’ it is important to remember | aramexing whether individuals conform
to the structural patterns set forth by the provincial budget. This in turn isteofuatthe annual family
incomes across the province. The end result is to view ‘power’ gingdithe annual level of family
income and explore the effect that this might have on the decissupfmrt secession. To accomplish
this | use thdNNUAL FAMILY INCOMEFQ57) variable.

Figure 2 shows that those voters with a higher income heldla glieference for the secession
side in the 1995 referendum, while those with a lower income had exemeé for the "No" side. One
can see that the darker "Yes" area has a mode that is tighhef the lighter "No" area. From these
data it can be argued that there is a link between individual mem whether the individual supports

(or does not support) the sovereignty movement.

16



Individual Voter Preferences
by Annual Family Income

90
80
70
60
50
40 -
30
20
10

Number of Respondents

S
o oF o o o &
2 B P AR = Y &
L L [ [ L L L L [ Ty &)
N o o o o ©
oM o oX & & M oM oX & M
5 A 21 PSS AN ° o
& - & ) & L) & = e o

Income

Figure 2: Histogram Showing Individual Voter Preferences as Segidgatennual Family Income

DISSATISFACTION VARIABLE

To measure the lack of trust, | use the variable F11C CANABERMOMETER, which asked
respondents across the country to express their intensity aigdelivards the Canadian federation.
Specifically, respondents were asked to “[tlhink for a moment abdlkranometer scale which runs
from 1 to 100 degrees” in which 50 was a neutral point in theimigeliin general about Canada” (Can
Democracy Fail, 1995). The intensity ranges from 1 to 100 in thendimeeter variable and from this |
create a variable called ‘Dissatisfaction.” | copied the @atagariable F11C CANADA
THERMOMETER and dropped the missing values that where coded ast#96rehated a mirror image
of the observations so that an answer that was coded as 40 degreesl@itwajuld appear as 60
degrees of 100, and a variable that was coded as 70 degreesilie @ 400 appeared as 30 degrees in a
scale to 100. This was done by first subtracting 100 from the oliseraad then multiplying by -1 to

remove the negative sign

3 . replace Dissatisfaction = (Dissatisfaction-100)* -1
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The variable is contrasted against observations in the restnafl@an Figure 3. There one can
see that In the case of Ontario, Alberta, and British Columbieeiponses follow the same pattern and
there are no responses manifesting a high level of satisfagitbnthe Canadian federation. The
important thing is the difference in dissatisfaction acrossptbginces. Figure 3 indicates that most
individuals across the Canadian provinces feel similarly about thadiza federation, except for those
in one province—Québec.

When we focus on Québec, we see that dissatisfaction is alsmipetshigh levels of dissatisfaction
because the data is skewed to the right. Suggesting thatghedifierence in the way Québec and the
rest of Canada perceive their federation. For example, Quahss&isfaction data has its highest mode
at around the middle of the range. This is in contrast to Ontaliberta, British Columbia and Nova

Scotia that have a mode that is tended towards a low dissatisfaction with Canada.

Personal Dissatisfaction with
the Canadian Confederation Across Provinces
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Figure 3: Personal Dissatisfaction with Canada

This suggests that individuals in Québec feel significantly difteadout the Canadian federation than
individuals in the rest of the provinces—as measured by the thermroragtble. The interesting part
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is how different the responses between Québec and Ontario apareairio the patterns observed in
other provinces. It could be argued that that those in Québec hassea dtachment that might be
attributed to the historical and present policy differences athes$wo regions. But before arguing
about the definite causes of dissatisfaction, | use the Canadandimeter variable as a way to identify

differences across individual's dissatisfaction with the Canadian femterat

INTERACTION VARIABLE
The interaction term captures the combined effect of power aratidiastion in assessing the

way an individual voted in the referendum. This is constructed by piyitiy both the income and
dissatisfaction variables. By multiplying both these variablesave left with one variable that at its
maximum level will represent a high income individual with a higsalisfaction, while at it minimum
level will represent an individual with a low income and no didsati®n. For example, an individual
in the highest income bracket (i.e. thé"Htacket) and in the highest dissatisfaction level (i.e. a tEvel
100 points) will have a resulting interaction value of 1,100 points (11 * 100 = 1 li@6ise, and
individual in the lowest income bracket (th&Hraket) and in the lowest dissatisfaction level (i.e. a level
of 1 in a range from 1 to 100) will have a resulting interaction value of 1 point (1 * 1 = 1).

For all other respondents their score ranges somewhere in betweeh 1,180 points, for
example, an individual with a medium level of dissatisfaction gelgvel of 40 points in a scale of 1 to
100) and a medium level of income (e.g. a level of 5 in a ranfjgaiL1l) will have an interaction value
of 200 (i.e. 40 * 5 = 200). At the same time, and individual with allxel of dissatisfaction (e.g. a
level of 20 points in a scale of 1 to 100) and a high income (e.gekhdg11 in a scale from 1 to 11)
will have an interaction value of 220 (i.e. 20*11= 200).

As seen in figure 4 the data is normally distributed and ibvicdlthe same pattern as that of the

“Income” and “dissatisfaction” variables.
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Figure 4: Interaction of power and dissatisfaction in Québec

ETHNICITY VARIABLE

Hechter (1992) argued that secession could be explained by lodkimg eorrelation between
ethnic identity and the way people voted. So in an effort to elimawayespurious relationships, and
hence to identify the explanatory power of the PTT variables, tiebla “Ethnicity” is incorporated in
the model.

To measure differences that may be attributed to a respon@gmie background, | use the
dataset variable FQ50S1 ETHNICITY in where individuals weke@sCan you tell me what ethnic or
cultural group your forebearers belonged to?” The categoricaleasigor those individual s in Québec,
varied for over fifty different groups in where observation ranfgeh a maximum of 329 observations

for “French,” to 1 observation for “Portuguese.”
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Table 3: Quebec’s ethnicities captured by the survey.

Number of Number of
Ethnicity Observations Ethnicity Observations

French 329 | Haitian 3
Quebecois 181 | Croation 2
French Canadian 174 | Hungarian 2
Refused 88 | Roumanian 2
Canadian 84 | Iranian 2
Irish 46 | South American 2
English/British 36 | Portugese 1
Italian 22 | Lithuanian 1
Dk 22 | Greek 1
Scottish 19 | Syrian 1
Canandian Indian 15 | Swiss 1
Acadian 13 | Russian 1
Not Stated 13 | Austrian 1
White/Caucasion 12 | East Indian 1
Indian (Unspecified) 11 | Finnish 1
American 10 | Japanese 1
Francophone 10 | Phillippino 1
German 9 | Metis 1
Spanish 8 | Hutu 1
European (Unspecified) 7 | Tutsi 1
African (Unspecified) 6 | Latin-American 1
Belgian 6 | Cuban 1
Jewish/Hebrew 4 | Peruvian 1
Chinese 4 | Armenian 1
Polish 3 | Zairian 1
Dutch 3 | Lebanese 1
Arabic 3 | Mixture (Unspecified) 1
Bengali 3

Egyptian 3

To make the categorical data shown in Table 1 useful in a stgnes constructed a dummy
variable for those observations that could be argued to represemh Rperebeckers. The dummy
variable is labeled “Ethnicity” and is constructed based on ttaefdand in the original dataset variable

“‘FQ50S1 ETHNICITY.”
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This is done by merging the French, Quebecois French Canadian amabgpirone categories
into a new category labeled French Quebecker, which is then tbddde rest of the observations are
coded as “0” and represent those respondents that can be said toFnendte Quebeckers. The new
variable is shown in Table 2. There it can be seen that FrenebheQkers—those who were initially
categorized into the French, Quebecois French Canadian and Francgphgrsee—make up a total of

694 respondents (or observations), while the rest amount to 484.

Table 4: Quebec’s ethnicities captured by the survey, as recoded into a dunahlevari

Number of
Ethnicity Respondents
Not French
Quebecker 484
French Quebecker 694

POLITICAL INTEREST VARIABLE

Harold Clarke (2004) stated that the way the referendum ques@snworded may have
impacted the outcome, implying that political awareness acnosgduals may impact the result. To
control for an individual’s political awareness | use the datagriable “FQ1 GENERAL POLITICAL
INTEREST.” When coding this variable, respondents were askedel@y, would you say that you
follow politics very closely, fairly closely, or not much at all?”

The responses collected show that 182 individuals in Québec answeredtiethabllowed
politics “very closely,” while 492 said that they followed polititsirly closely” and 330 confessed that
they followed politics “Not Much At All.” The observations are codenin 1 to 4, and the closest
followers are coded as “1,” the middle ones as “2” and the omaéglitth not follow politics as “3,” the
number 4 was left for those that were not sure what to answae 3Fahows the number of respondents

in the variable.
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Table 5: Respondents’ general political interest.

Number of
General Political Interest Respondents
Very Closely 182
Fairly Closely 492
Not Much At All 330
Don’t know 1

EDUCATION VARIABLE

Because education is strongly correlated with income, this @suned independently when
assessing an individual’s decision to vote ‘Yes’ in the referendunmd&asure an individual's level of
education, | use the dataset variable “FQ48AS1 EDUCATION” in evivadividuals were asked “What
is the highest grade or level of education you reached?” Thidblearanges from 1 to 8 with “1” being
some elementary up to “8” being for those that completed urtiyekéissing values appeared as 98 and
were subsequently recoded as “.”

Table 4 shows the responses for the education variable in Québec. One cantlseditaest
category, with a total number of observations of 259, is for those that completed sg¢oadaigh

school). This is followed by those that completed university with 230 observations.

Table 6: Respondents’ general political interest.

Education
Some Elementary 30
Completed Elementary 39
Some Secondary 199
Completed Secondary 259
Some Technical College 105
Completed Technical College 185
Some University 128
Completed University 230
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AGE VARIABLE

Greenberg (1985) argues that age and crime have a stroetptonr that should be
considered when assessing conflict. Likewise, it can be arguedifteeent age groups present different
risk propensities. To measure an individual’'s age, | use the datasdilerdFQ56A AGE EXACT,”
which asked respondents to answer “What was your exact age on sobirtladay?” The responses
range from 18 years to 89 years and can be seen in figlitee4node in that data is around 40 years of
age and is distributed across all age groups. This tells uhéhadlue that occurs the most frequently in
the Québec subsample is that of those individuals of 40 years,oivaigh happens to be the same as

the average age in the province.
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Figure 5: Age histogram for those respondents in Quebec

GENDER VARIABLE

There are also those that suggest that gender differencete dhota conflict is perceived and

whether a resolution is sought (see Haferkamp, 1991). To measure dédfetences independently
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from other variables, | use the dataset variable “FGENDER,thwinecorded the respondents sex.
Initially males were coded as “1” and females as “2”. ¥emake the coding regression friendly, |
recode the variable so that female is coded as “0” and mal&”aBable 4 shows that in Québec

subsample 621 males and 554 were contacted by the survey.

Table 7: Respondents’ general political interest.

Gender Number of Respondents
Male 621
Female 554

PoLiTicaL |IDEOLOGY

In the case of Québec the sovereigntist movement has baemadd by "a new ideology, born

in the context of the quiet revolution, but largely influenced bydieolonization movements of the

former Afro-Asian colonies and the socialist ideol&j§Murria, pp17). Here | control for political
ideology as an alternative explanation for secession. To meaglitieal ideology | use the dataset
variable “HQ21 IDEOLOGY - LEFT-RIGHT SCALE,” which told respomdethat “people often
classify themselves as being on the "left" or on the "righdlitics. On a scale from 1 to 7 indicating
left versus right, where would you place YOURSELF?”

For those respondents in Quebec one can see in Table 8 that thew@isal distribution in the
answers presented for the Ideology variable. It appears tstindividuals would consider themselves

moderates, as seen by the 265 respondents labeled in number 4. Those that see thsrofalleftinst

4 Originally, “une nouvelle idéologie, née dans le contexte dévialution tranquille, mais largement influence pes
mouvements de décolonisation dans les anciennesieslafro-asiatiques et par I'idéologie sociallstdurria, Vera.Le
Parti Quebecois4™ edMontreal, QC: Editions Hurtubise, 1976. Page 17.
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ideology were 13 and those from the right were 29. The variableptsakeit is, and the “N.A.” are

recoded as “.”

Table 8: Respondents’ Ideology on a Left-Right Scale.

Ideology
Left-Right Number of
Scale Respondents
Left 13
2 35
3 64
4 265
5 97
6 45
Right 29
N.A. 43

CONCLUSION TO CHAPTER 3

In this chapter | delineated the research design for thefrés¢ thesis, where | will use a mixed
approach to examine the relationship between a dissatisfied pawsition and the decision to support
a secessionist movement. The sovereignty referendum introduced diee teeghe dependent variable
by putting in context the question that was asked to the people of Q&ebercthis | hypothesized that
those individuals dissatisfied with Canada and higher in the powardhg will be more likely to vote
‘Yes'’ in the referendum. This based on the expected relationship that PTT gplies @ states.

‘Power’ and ‘dissatisfaction’ were defined and operationalizedrbindividual’s annual family
income and the expressed feelings towards the Canada, respelctahiy, a respondent’s ethnicity,
political interest, education, age, and gender were justified asoteatiables that will be incorporated
in the model presented in the following chapter. There | will proteedst the relationships between
the variables and explore the issue from a quantitative perspethis is done by presenting statistical
evidence for the argument posited by PTT.
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Chapter 4: Quantitative Test

In this chapter | follow by executing a regression analysislibth tests the hypothesis posited
by the theory and serves as a barometer for predicting seceasgipart across individuals, | then
calculate their relationship with the referendum vote through r@ssign analysis. The cross-sectional
data used there were collected by a survey conducted two wdeks tie referendum held in 1995.
This as part of a larger study titled “Can Democracy Fail?”

Using this same data Harold Clarke (2004) wrote an essay mahwasing Canada? The 1995
Québec Sovereignty Referenduvhjch claimed that differences in the votes during the dinst second
referenda can be explained by differences in the wording of th&igueThis implying that little
attention is paid to power or dissatisfaction with the fedeealistquo. Instead of focusing on group
dissatisfaction, Clarke states that "reinforcing cleavagesinea the growth of Québecois nationalism"
(2004, pp345-355). For Clarke, secessionist support occurs because people mv@nébetionalistic
and not sure of what they were voting for. This suggests thagrfoged the fact that the issue of
secession has been much debated in Québec. In addition his nationalism argoonestthat a ‘nation’
IS a vague concept that gets interpreted by the ideas ofcgloknd intellectual elites. In lieu of
accepting Clarke’s explanation, below | test the hypothesis etheh a dissatisfied power transition
increases the propensity of a secessionist movement. To accorh@idhfitst examine the existing

correlations that look correspond to the variables outlined in the previous chapter.

CORRELATIONS

Table 1 shows the distinct correlations amongst the variablebeinmiodel vis-a-vis the
dependent variable. Here dissatisfaction appears with a strontatorr€0.63) to the variable ‘vote for
secession.’” This indicates that PTT is right in including disfsetiion as a necessary condition for

secession.
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Table 9: Pairwise correlations
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Vote for
Secession 1.000
Dissatisfaction 0.6313 1.000
Income -0.005 -0.033 1.000
Political Interest  0.0117 0.0398 -0.151 1.000
Ethnicity -0.055 -0.059 -0.13 0.069 1.000
Education -0.001 -0.059 0.408 -0.2 -0.074 1.000
Age -0.215 -0.153 -0.071 -0.191 -0.116 -0.216 1.000
Gender -0.092 -0.035 -0.111 0.155 0.077 0.007 0.017 1.000

On the other hand, my second variable—income—appears negatively correlated t@bie va
“vote for secession.” Thus indicating that a higher income is negativelyatedelith secessionist
support, a fact that follows with the idea that the secessionist movement in @uébesupported by
the wealthy—instead, as said, the concept of Québec sovereignty is persdivadad a fight engaged
by the lower class against the rich elites and the powerful interests.

Moreover, it is worth noting that PTT does not talk about ‘power’ or ‘dissatisfactiomedn t
own. Instead, the theory hypothesizes about the effect that these variablegka they present
themselves together which cannot be illustrated by a simple correlation. Foisamatilbn of the effect

of a dissatisfied power transition | rely on multiple regressions.
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REGRESSING THE M ODEL

The model that will be tested is one that includes the power ittoendhypothesis as
operationalized by both the level of annual family income and tlensity of feeling towards the
Canadian federation. In Table 5 one can see the relationship thadfethe variable has in the model

that will be regressed in chapter 4.

Table 10: Model Specification

Variable Relationship
Vote for Secession Dependent
Interaction Independent
Ethnicity Control
Political Interest Control
Education Control

Age Control
Gender Control

The dependent variable is “Vote for Secession” and is coded flihése individuals that vote
Yes in the referendum, and “0” for those individuals that vote No. Thisxdepévariable is in the form
of a dichotomous variable that tells us how an individual voted in tleeerefum, and will serve to
contrast a given vote with the different levels of income and tdiaetion. The idea is to see measure
across all respondents how their particular level of income andtidfsstion influenced their voting
behavior. If as expected most highly dissatisfied individuals votegefmssion, then it can be said that
dissatisfaction has a positive relation to a secessionist votethatethose that are upset with Canada
will more likely vote for secession from Canada. In turn, gsinhigh income individuals vote for
secession, then it can be said that income has a positive retaicgetessionist vote. In the case of the
hypothesis being tested | show that those dissatisfied high endodividuals, as measured by the

interaction term, are more likely to vote for secession.
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The interaction term was presented in chapter 3, and is constryctealtpplying both the
income and dissatisfaction variables. Table 2 presents the cafi@rising after regressing the model.
The table’s usefulness pertains only to the significance ofdb#idents, which fall within the 95%

confidence interval.

Table 11: Logistic regression at a given combination of ‘Power’ and ‘iséasetion’

Iteration O: log likelihood = -261.23194

Iteration 1: log likelihood =-197.49397

Iteration 2: log likelihood =-191.57512

Iteration 3: log likelihood =-191.23958

Iteration 4: log likelihood = -191.23795

Logistic regression

LRchi2(7) = 139.99 Number of observations = 382

Prob>chi2 = 0.0000 |

Log likelihood =-191.23795 PseudoR2 = .2679
VoteForSeccesion Coef. | Std. Err. z P>|z| [95% Conf. | Interval]

Interaction 0.008 0.001 7.280 0.000 0.006 0.010

Political Interest -0.057 0.191 -0.300 0.767 -0.431 0.318

Ethnicity 1.165 0.266 4.390 0.000 0.645 1.686

Education -0.170 0.070 -2.430 0.015 -0.306 -0.033

Age -0.036 0.010 -3.660 0.000 -0.055 -0.017

Male 0.278 0.256 1.090 0.277 -0.223 0.779

Political Ideology -0.192 0.102 -1.870 0.061 -0.392 0.009

_cons 1.283 0.977 1.310 0.189 -0.633 3.198

Of special interest is the coefficient for the term which serves aseaadtion term. In Table 11
it is seen that the coefficient for the interaction term is significatea®5% interval level. This means
that one can have a 95% certainty that the interaction term impacts an indsvicded behavior, as
operationalised by the dependent variable. This then proves the hypothesis pdsitdd by

In figure 6 one can see the relationship between the dependent variable atetdicion term

as plotted in a graph. Here that those individuals that vote “Yes” are skewed towards$ the hi
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power/dissatisfaction, while those that voted “No” are biased towards avehdf dissatisfaction

and/or power.

Voting behavior and Interaction term
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Figure 6: Voting behavior as seen across the interaction of power andstiistan.

To measure the strength of such a relationship one could see that the coeffitienbtaraction
term contributes 0.008 to the provability of secessionist support in the referendums yatue means
nothing until it is translated into a probability value. To accomplish tmsit¢le the probabilistic logit
model by using the prgen post estimation command found in STATA. In other words, taertnesla
coefficient into a probability value | use an equation in that allows us tolache likelihood of a
dichotomous event occurring. Then | can explore how the independent variabke tagmtobability of
a Yes vote in the referendum. This is possible, given “that the probability depends @tribetidin of
the error” (Long & Freese 2001).

From this estimation | can construct a barometer for the propensity o$ieetstssupport. This
is done by relying on multiple regressions of the model tested in Table 11, whiphegent the
probability outcomes at distinct combinations of ‘power’ and ‘dissatistatiWe can then explore how
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each combination of income and dissatisfaction affects the probability eeahaecurring. In other
words, to successfully assess the probabilities of an event occurring unidet tigels of ‘power’ and
‘dissatisfaction,” one must present a spectrum that can describe thecladmgé at various points. This
is illustrated in Figures 7 and 8, which show the different propensities undeplenstenarios.

Figure 7 graphs the predicted probabilities of voting “Yes’ on thereedum under distinct levels of
dissatisfaction, while controlling for different levels of incorrethe figure below the diamond-shaped
line illustrates those individuals with an income of $10,000 or less airdinbeeasing propensity to
vote ‘Yes.” As we move from a minimum dissatisfaction to a mmaddissatisfaction, one can see that
the propensity increases from 0.0 to 0.4 in this line, thus indicatingathggher dissatisfaction will
result in a higher probability of voting ‘Yes’ for secession. @ar see that those people that are most
dissatisfied will more likely vote for secession. This is iei and was seen by the correlation

presented in Table 9.

The Effect of an Increase in Dissatisfaction under
different levels of Income
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Figure 7: The Effect of an Increase in Dissatisfaction at difféesrels of Income.
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What is not intuitive, and what could not be seen by the correlations presented in Tabead, is
happens after this relationship is replicated multiple tiniat is, income alone will not bring about a
secessionist vote, yet the increase in the likelihood of such @amtee contrasted across income levels
to show the effects hypothesized by PTT. For example, the bloendshaped line (underneath all
other lines) illustrates the lowest probabilities of any otlee across the different points of
dissatisfaction. Under this line, there are no other lines.

The square-shaped line represents those making between $20,000 and $30,000, atithshows
these higher income individuals are more likely to vote ‘Yeshatsame degree of dissatisfaction than
their blue line counterparts.

The same thing can be said above the line above it, all theinthyve reach the circle-shaped
line that represents those incomes of $100,000 or more. If we contrasopieasity of an individual in
its highest income category--the orange line--with that ohdividual in its lowest income bracket--the
diamond-shaped line--we can see that at the same level of sfexstaiin (as illustrated by the vertical
line) their propensities are significantly different; the lo{@&#) manifested by those with an income of
$10,000 or less is lower than the propensity (0.8) manifested by thtiseamwincome of $100,000.
Thus illustrates that at the same level of dissatisfaction, incomedigisifecant effect on the decision to
vote ‘Yes'’ in the referendum.

This reflects the fact that when dissatisfaction is in tidglla, those voters with low income will
be less likely to vote for secession than those with a hggme at the same level of dissatisfaction. As
soon as we see dissatisfaction increasing we observe tha¢ diies move towards a higher propensity
of a ‘Yes’ vote at different rates with those in a higher inctewel moving faster to increase than those
with lower income. By examining the distinct rate of increase, can assess the effect that income has

on secessionist support at the individual level. PTT would arguethisadifference in the rate of
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increase represents a difference in the rate of detersmmoss income levels—suggesting the rich are
less deterred than the poor.

Figure 8 controls for levels of dissatisfaction, as oppose to ichiere one can see the effect of
income for a given level of dissatisfaction. One can see that those indivithizdse represented by the
diamond shaped line at the bottom of figure 8, are those individuals hahct dissatisfied
(dissatisfaction is at 10 points in a 100 point scale), and as a result their propkasitys vote remains

zero regardless of the increase in income.

The Effect of an Increase in Income under
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Figure 8: The Effect of an Increase in Income at Different Cesgoé Dissatisfaction

In a similar way, one can see in the top light blue star-shipedthat the propensity to vote ‘Yes’
maintains itself steady at 1 (or 100% certainty). This line at thetapris representing those individuals

that expressed 70 points of dissatisfaction towards the Canadiameati@n. In turn, these highly
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dissatisfied individuals all vote for secession irrespective obn Instead, income becomes
significant at middle points of dissatisfaction. For example, thuodigiduals in the middle (i.e. those
individuals that expressed 40 points of dissatisfaction) are iltedtfay the triangle-shaped line, and
present themselves as significantly sensitive to increasasame. One can see that for the individuals
that hold 40 points in dissatisfaction, an increase in their annualdeywecome (as represented by a
move from left to right) will significantly increase their probability fating for secession.

Figures 7 and 8 show the effects of a dissatisfied powerttcamein the propensity to vote ‘Yes’
for secession. In figure 7 we see that an increase in gissaiton is not the same for every individual.
Instead, the rate of increase in the propensity is dependent on\dduatis income level. This means
that those that are higher in the purchasing power hierarchynamie likely vote ‘Yes’ than those that
are low in power in the presence of dissatisfaction. In other waglgef7 illustrates that a power
transition, as operationalized by a higher income, will increbselikelihood of challenging the
Canadian status quo. Figure 8 explores income from a more detaibpegieve and leads to the same
conclusion. Here one can see that as income increases thagipéso increases, yet only for those

individuals that are averagely dissatisfied.

L OOKING AT THE RATE OF CHANGE

As seen in figure 7, there is a difference in the level of supaba medium point of
dissatisfaction. This difference is dictated by the levahobme and can also be seen in figure 8. In
both illustrations the story is the same—as income increasedpensity to vote “Yes” increases faster
for those individuals expressing a level of 30,40, and 50 points of dissatisfaction.

To quantify the rates of increase at different levels | lodkatiscrete changes in the predicted
probabilities across the board. There it can be see thatefantdractions term the change in predicted

probability as x changes from its minimum to its maximum is of 0.77, as sagnresf7 and 8.
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More specific, when the term changes from 1/2 standard deviatiow base to 1/2 standard

deviations above the base, there is an increase of 0.312 in support for secession.

Table 12: discrete change in the predicted probabilities

~sd/2 | MargEfct | x= | sdx=_|

Interaction 0.770 0.001 0.002 0.312 0.002 | 210.071 | 168.929
Political Interest -0.027 -0.013 -0.013 -0.009 -0.013 | 2.02356 | 0.700184
Ethnicity 0.276 0.276 0.269 0.133 0.275 | 0.620419 | 0.485919
Education -0.263 -0.028 -0.040 -0.076 -0.040 | 5.38743 | 1.90362
Age -0.525 -0.004 -0.008 -0.120 -0.008 | 43.1047 | 14.3757
Male 0.066 0.066 0.066 0.033 0.066 | 0.528796 | 0.499825
Political
Ideology -0.263 -0.034 -0.045 -0.057 -0.045 | 4.18063 | 1.26795
0 1
Pr(y|x) 0.3809 0.6191
Pr(y|x): probability of observing each y for specified x values
Avg|Chg|: average of absolute value of the change across categories
Min->Max: change in predicted probability as x changes from its minimum to its maximum
0->1: change in predicted probability as x changes from 0 to 1
change in predicted probability as x changes from 1/2 unit below base value to 1/2 unit
-+1/2: above
change in predicted probability as x changes from 1/2 standard dev below base to 1/2
-+sd/2: standard dev above
the partial derivative of the predicted probability/rate with respect to a given independent
MargEfct: variable

CONCLUSION TO CHAPTER 4

In this chapter | test the hypothesis that those dissatisfied individuals lighexr income will
be more likely to vote ‘Yes’ in the referendum, this as opposed to equally disshitnsfividuals with
less income. To do this | first recognized that in Québec a higher incongais/ely correlated with
secessionist support, and that the Québec sovereignty movement has historinglgrbeiwed as that

of a fight engaged by the lower classes.
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Then after recognizing what might appear as an obvious contradiction to the argosi@t by
PTT, | proceed to explore what happens when dissatisfaction is at a midpoint. By legisiic
regression and a probabilistic generator, | graph the calculated probsimliigure 5 and figure 6. In
turn, | find that the PTT postulations apply albeit the apparent inverse reltapidretween higher
income and secessionist support. That is, | find that at middle levels of desgatrsfincome” has a
decisive role in determining an individual’s vote in the referendum.

The implication is that as long as dissatisfaction exist in the province, aegseadn the living
standard of the voters will result in an subsequent increase in secessionist supiperekt chapter |
present qualitative evidence of the lingering dissatisfaction in Québed)rihugh a qualitative
description of the issues is presented. This description includes interviews ofiticalgures in
Québec, as well as a youth focus group, which are incorporated in the form dfatigeatudy that

allows for a description of dissatisfaction within Quebec.
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Chapter 5: Qualitative Description

Having seen that when together, both power and dissatisfaction are strongligtedrwith the
decision to support the sovereigntist cause, in this section | present a qual#atxiption of how these
two variables urge and deter support amongst individuals. | start by summdremgetall group
dissatisfaction with the federation in Québec, and then present individeahstds as evidence of

status-quo dissatisfaction as indicated by the theory.

GROUP DISSATISFACTION

The sovereigntists in Québec are dissatisfied with the fegtatais quo dictated by the majority
in the rest of Canada. The June 1995 agreement specifically used the words iCsiadigsaquo’ which
as seen in chapter 3 the agreement was part of the referendum question.

In the case of Québec, a long history of subjugation vis-a-vis theofeéCanada has led to a
sense of dissatisfaction with the status-quo. What is more, irothext of Canadian federalism, recent
factors like changes to the constitution without Québec’s conserhridst of federal unilateralism, and
differences over free-trade with the United States, have amtedt conflict in the political system
(Simeon, ppl147). Most importantly, the English language has been ambeda main concern and a
threat to Québec's regional culture. The sovereigntist argusiéhat the same economic forces which
in the past have pushed towards the usage of English, over the usadf,Ffmay once again return to
Québec, and with it a new subjugated status within the Canadian confederatiewbrds of historian
Alain Gagnon:

"That the British Conquest in 1759 was not marked by overt oppression @mcgatould not lessen the
fact that the sizeable French population was subject to English laws.icaaiflrelations were

inevitable. More importantly they are still difficult to avoid becaisench Canadian culture and
institutions are continuously threatened” (Gagnon, pp151)
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Specifically, sovereigntists argue that Québec’s ideas@isistently ignored because they appear as
radical to the majority in the rest of Canada. This has rekultea failure to attain a balanced
compromise in the eyes of certain groups and led them to sesise@sa better alternative to political
subjugation (see Bourgault, 1996 and 2003). The consistent and histotiga faireach a balanced
compromise has accrued a set of dissatisfaction issues thatpblreed Canadian politics and
subsequently “polarized choice between opting for the status-quo sovereignty” (Simeon, 2004, pp
116). According to Gagnon, the constitution has set forth a bad tone,iwhemey Canadians still do
not recognize or accept the importance of maintaining the righitsesponsibilities that pertain to the
French Canadians and the idea of Canada’s two founding nations as thmaduatadgrinciple upon
which the country was created (Gagnon, 1989, pp 151). This convinced many Québeduisubhbtit
history they have been a besieged society whose only hope forigotiere complete independence. In
other words, the “failure to settle the constitutional issue aocogréze the special status of Québec
fuelled Québecois nationalism anew” as it was seen to bentantaunt rejection of Québec itself”
(McKay, 2001, 55).

It was said that dissatisfaction has been defined by SiversbMaler (1996) as the access to
benefits, and that Lemke (1996) has extended the definition to include féwlseys arising by
isolation, having no say, as well as discrepancies within st@d@séstic pattern of resource allocation.
Below I identify those experiences that lead to dissatisfadimberviews were conducted with members

of Québec’s political parties in the spring of 2009.

PERSONAL ACCOUNTS OF GROUP ISOLATION

During a sovereignist focus group session held in Montreal, repregestibm theQuébec
Solidaire, Parti Québécoisand Bloc Québécois youth commissions expressed their feeling as

Québecois or French Canadians. The main idea that was expwaseithat French Canadians in
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Québec see themselves as a linguistic, cultural, and politicalrityi that remains isolated. According

to the participants, this feeling has been cultivated because Qudédreguage and culture have been
historically isolated from the rest of Canada. In the wordBrahcois Roberge, even today in Québec
“there is too much English language on the TV and the Englishamgnores the French language
events.” The idea that the English media ignores French pragrmmmakes Francois believe that

“Canada is not a bilingual country” but that “Canada is an Engbsimtcy that tolerates the French

language?”

Furthermore, there are others that see the language ssudyaone piece of a bigger puzzle.
For example, Maxime Laporte, a member of Reseau de Resistance Québécdams that Québec
“is a country that was conquered and occupied by force” and thesolniyon is independence. This is
an idea that many French Canadians were exposed to in high Scioljs fueled today by the
supremacy of the English language and culture.

In sharp contrast, Mattew Dumais, a French Canadian feddrahs Montreal, claims that this
independence rhetoric is just part of the “stupid rivalry that Fnench and the English have had
forever.” Dumais remarks that he does not support Québec indepenéenasdof the provincial labor
unions; that, according to him, monopolize provincial politics. In additioogrding to Dumais, “I
don’t want those people running my country—there needs to be change befaranwalk about
independencé:

From a different perspective but also against independence, Steploamgafgderalist from the
Parti libéral du Québecclaims that “today culture does not depend on borders” and that in Québe
need to accept differences” and stop being afraid of the resamdda. Stephan claims that for him

borders are useless and we all need to open ourselves to the wordvtpiStephan believes that

5 Francois Roberge, from the Bloc Québecois

6 A majority of those interviewed agreed that theierest in the sovereignty movement started dfigir instruction in
Québec history.

7 Interview Mathiew Dumais from the Liberal Party
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“Québec and Canada have the same interests... and even if tmetwhe case we ought to change it
from the inside,” and this is because in the case of culturainadéism, in Québec “we have more in
common with the USA than with France... we are North Americarm®éhian Europearss,and in the

case of geography “Montreal is closer to Ottawa than to Québe¥ city.

PERSONAL ACCOUNTS OF QUEBEC NOT HAVING A SAY

Interviews with executive officers from thiRarti Québecoisand theQuébec Solidareshed some
light into the feeling of *having no say,” as well as its efean the political climate. Francois Rebello, a
deputy, and vice-president for political affairs underRlaeti Québecoisclaims that there is currently a
“political coup” at the federal level that limits the provincalslity to construct a European style fast-
train between Montreal and Boston. Rebello claims that “Ottawag@svernment that only cares about
oil and the interests of the western provinces,” and thisdause “there is no such things as Canadian
politics; there are only backdoor agreements.” Because of this/ichepresident has dedicated his
career to arguing that secession is the only way to achkadfreetermination. Rebello adds, “we need
to control our own budget” after affirming that “the free marldzgisnot work if only a few have all the
power.10’

In a similar manner, Amir Khadir, also a provincial deputy aresipent of th&Québec Solidare
political party, believes in the principle of Québec sovereigntyeitnot being ethnically French
Canadian—his background is Iranian and he is fluent in Farsi. Accotdinghadir, if “self-
determination were possible with the federal government, there wotiloe a need for secession.” Yet
Khadir claims that emancipation does not fall within the inteoéshe federalist. Moreover, Khadir

hints that the Canadian government might be corrupt and claimshbaténadian elites do not want to

8 Stephane from the Liberal Party Youth Commission.
9 Stephane from the Liberal Party Youth Commission.
10 |nterview with M. Rebello, Vicepresident for padil affairs under the Parti Québecois
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address Québec’s demands” and that this reflects more than “@michisinsensibility towards
Québec,” wherein the only solution is secession.

Concerning his party’s ideology, Simon Tremblay, the communicatiimestor for Québec
Solidare states that culture is a “community of experience” and that that Québehamaghe ability to
share that with the world. Tremblay identifies himself as @aBsicand believes that culture is important
because of history and identity. According to him, Québec and Canada Havecdthe same interests.
Tremblay then adds that Québec has more in common with Latin édartban with the United States,
stating that “the United States had the opportunity to develop aleeié; we were colonized [by the rest

of Canada] just like the rest of Latin AmeritH.

PERSONAL ACCOUNTS WITH RESPECT TO RESOURCE ALLOCATION

According to Christine, president of thdniversité du Québec a Montrédlaw Student
association, when she was little, her peers would call heophétause she would sing separatist songs
all day long. This was a time of idealism and nationalism.CGfeistine now affirms that “the romantic
period has passed, and we now want sovereignty for economic and podiisahs2” She strongly
believes that an independent Québec will create more wealthdgeita economy is different from that
of the rest of Canada. She believes that by attaining nationalegpwgrthe province will be able to
better direct public policy and benefit economically. Specificalig argues that the rest of Canada’s
economy revolves around oil and gas interests while Québec aaliegdraulic energy for most of its
consumption, a dynamic that leaves room for economic rearrangeviteimt Québec and its federal

policies. Under the same argument, ®iec Québécoislaims that “Québec could make better

11 nterview Simon Tremblay, Communications Direcfor, Québec Solidaire
12 Focus group comment
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decisions about its interests,” and that “federal investmentaareonvenient for the way Québec’s
economy is structuret®’
On the opposing side of the argument, Martin Bourbonnais, the youth maptesefrom the

ADQ party claims that “before secession, there are maolylgms that should be fixed first. Like the
provincial debt.” The issue here is to be fiscally responsiltdéns Bournnais. His fear is that “it is
difficult to know what will happen if Québec secedes.” An examplgives is the 1995 referendum’s
effect in the financial markets in Québec, which plummeted #fie beginning of the referendum
campaign. But more than stopping secession, the “ADQ wants a refdhme state,” for they believe

that former provincial governments have made “really irresponsible dexisio

DISSATISFACTION AND EMBEDDED BELIEFS

In this chapter a short description of group dissatisfaction wasemed first, then personal
accounts of those issues that PTT outlines as the sources tittlisian are examined. The result is a
polarized response from both federalist and sovereigntist in wherec#theulations remain as beliefs
that draw their conclusions from emotional appeals. This watsdientified by Paul Howe (1998) in his
paper “Rationality and Sovereignty Support in Québec.”

According to Howe “embedded beliefs and convictions are importetérminants of
Québeckers’ opinions about the likely effects of sovereignty,” (HA®88, pp32). Howe performed a
study that suggests that the estimated amount associatedheitolfar cost and benefits becomes
tainted by emotional sentiments and preferences about the outcomi@c&8pe Howe explains the fact
that individual opinions about the effects of Québec’s sovereigetyh@ same within party lines by
arguing that former socialization and moral perspectives arévebgicorrelated to the assessments of
the actual economic costs of secession. His claim is that petylestrongly favor secession will
perceive low costs, while those who oppose it will expect high @enoosts. In his own words,

“rather than sunny assessments of the economic effects of gmwgrgenerating its support, it is

13 Emile Grenier Robillard from Bloc Québecois yo@bmmission.
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enthusiasm for sovereignty that causes people to be optimistic dboeitaonomic consequences”
(Howe, 1998).

In addition to Howe's findings, Lemke later argued within the pawaersition perspective that
“the gains provided to the dominant power from this status quo arethasrenaterial” (Lemke, 2002,
pp 22). The idea is that the gains (and dissatisfaction) that fesisethe status quo are more than
material because they arise from subjective assessmesg¢em®@bove. The fact that dissatisfaction is
such a subjective matter places further importance in understanding its coinflict, and urges that the

issue be further explored.
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Chapter 6: Conclusion

The fact that a foreign policy issue is being discussed within a domespeq@rs is of
importance to those who believe that the domestic and international arenas opéeatdifferent
principles. The Québec referendum challenges the assumption that domesti gquditate under
different principles than international politics, this by directly askimeggopulation to decide without
the need of a legislative intermediary. In turn, to partially explerQuébec sovereignty movement an
international relations theory is here used as a framework-- power tratisgmy (PTT) is used in this
thesis. The theory tells us that “if a rising power is dissatisfied vgitbmiin place in the existing order, it
may wish to challenge the existing order” (Levy, 2003). In where the yimgrtlea is that “a nation
gaining on an adversary will try to make its advantage permanent by rgasaipponent by force”
(Organski, 1980).

The PTT focuses on the role of “power” and “dissatisfaction” conditions, insfesichtegies,
when predicting the emergence of conflict. There is no explicit consoletatthe thought process that
a decision maker goes through, instead “they are simply expected to conforrstta¢heally induced
pattern” (Lemke, 2002, pp 39). In turn, the Quebec sovereignty referendum is usedhiesikiot test
whether decision makers actually conform to the structurally inducestpathis is done in an effort to
test at the individual level the suggestion that adversary power willalptaential challenger, and that
status-quo dissatisfaction is a necessary condition for conflict to emerge.

Specifically, | hypothesize that an individual that has experienced a pawsttion, as
measured by income, will be more likely to challenge the status quo than one thait. fde
hypothesis is tested by relying on a mathematical probability model amehisarroborated through a

qualitative analysis. The probability model that allowed for testing tleetsfthat ‘power’ and
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‘dissatisfaction’ had on an individual’s decision to vote ‘Yes’ for secessipresented in the
guantitative section (chapter 4) of the thesis.

This analysis was accomplished by using a dataset that was collectedac@uéng the time
of the referendum; the final vote of each individual was contrasted with theivealatome and
dissatisfaction with the federation. In addition to this, other variables wedetagheck against for
potential spurious relationships. Specifically, the model considered ethniciticgbahterest,

education, age, gender, and ideology as alternative explanations of secesgpoist s

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

In the model presented in chapter 4 the changing probabilities of a ‘Yesveogegraphed for
the different ‘Power’ and ‘Dissatisfaction’ endowments. These figures gt the rate of increase in
the propensity to vote ‘Yes’ is contingent on an individual’s level of income—the richless deterred
from voting in favor of secession under the same degree of dissatisfaction.

In other words, while income alone will not bring about a secessionist vote, the énicréaes
likelihood of such a vote can be contrasted across income levels to show the gffettissized by
PTT. The result being that when we control for dissatisfaction at a middle poise, toters with low
income will be less likely to vote for secession than those with a high income atrtedevel of
dissatisfaction. Again, | find that at middle levels of dissatisfaction “irédmas a decisive role in
determining an individual's vote in the referendum.

In chapter 5 the findings of the model were complemented by a qualitative lsatidy t
summarized the overall group dissatisfaction with the federation, and then imgegaaividual
statements as evidence of status-quo dissatisfaction. The idea was to shosgdltiafatition with the
Canadian federation is latent in Québec. Interviews served as evidenceditbatisfaction effected a

person’s decision to support or not support the secessionist movement. The lingeriigfadissa in
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the province suggests that any increase in the living standard of the voteeswilin a subsequent

increase in secessionist support.

PoLiIcY RECOMMENDATIONS

The finding that the richer will be less deterred from voting in favor of secesalls for a
rethinking of the sovereigntist strategy, which has for long been preseradzhtie between the power
classes and powerful economic interests in the rest of Canada.

If I were advising the Quebec sovereigntist | would urge them to shiftdfieits towards
economic development and the improvement of individual family income amongst thosethasure
about the potential consequences of a sovereign Québec. A strategy that bringscaissubaolitics
and federal pork has already been implemented bl dhe Quebecoipolitical party and could be
enriched by including a multiethnic approach like the one implemented by anotheigoistr party—

namelyQuebec Solidaire

In the case of the federalist, they must focus more on respomdihg tingering dissatisfaction
that many people in Québec feel towards Canada. The group could eregdhiasirical circumstances
in where Québec saw itself benefited by the federation asawdiighlight the trend towards regional
integration. In the case of the latter this is already being, d@te@ddressing a historical dissatisfaction
has not been the strong of federalist parties likeRbadi Liberal du QuébecThe federalist must

convince the Québec voter that the rest of Canada is not conspiring against Quebec.

| MPLICATIONS OF THE FINDINGS FOR TEXAS

In the case of Texas, in April of 2009 the Governor hinted to the public that the gihte mi
secede to avoid paying higher federal taxes. At a press conferenceim Aagas Governor Rick Perry

was incited to vocalize the crowd’s anger towards the federal government.
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The event had been organized by a group of fiscal conservatives known as tlegges B/ho
draw their name in remembrance of the Boston tea party. Their aim to stopwitie gfrthe federal
budget deficit which some predict will have to eventually be adjusted lygdigure taxes. Yet just
like in the case of Québec, democracy fails to address the issue of equal gresentation and has
urged these people to see secession as a better alternative to politicakisubjuga

In the case of Québec the data showed that as long as dissatisfaction exigisowittice, any
increase in the living standard of the voters will result in a subsequent incresaeessionist support. If
one is to presume that what is seen in Québec may be generalized to the situatias,ithéa an
increase in family income in Texas would result in an overall increage@ssonist support amongst

those individuals that might considering secession but as of now believe it is not woitk.the

THE | SSUE OFVIOLENCE

Through the paper it was assumed that the electoral approach wothé lbaly option for
secession. Yet if one looks at the world one will see that tbosetries that achieve independence
almost always do so through violence.

In Québec in 1970&e Front de Liberation Québéco($LQ), a revolutionary group (i.e. a
terrorist group) that sought the independence of Quebec, confrontedddralfgovernment in what
came to be known as the October crisis. The FLQ was a group cedhpfidncreasingly anti-capitalist
as well as separatist” (Corbett, pp145) young people that engagemonsm acts. These acts ranged
from detonating a bomb at the Montréal stock exchange that injured 27 pam@xecuting a high
ranking British diplomat. These individuals advocated their actiorithasresponse to an aggression”

from federal colonization that threatened the Canadian governmémt“%00,000 "revolutionary
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workers armed and organizéd. In turn, the federal government responded by deploying itsamyilib
the province. Moreover, "English Canada was unpleasantly surpoidaditout that large parts of the
population [in Quebec] sympathized with the F.L1®.albeit relying on violence.

| suggest that secession in the case of Québec did not turn violent afteadke lay FLQ
because the province did not have the capabilities. In other words, the province appro&coedanic
power transition vis-a-vis the rest of Canada, as opposed to a military powiiotmar$e option to

challenge the status-quo militarily was not at the table, while theerefem was.

That is, the fact that the Quebec independence movement operatethenctertext of a liberal
democracy made armed conflict not a necessary condition for indegendlestead it was an economic
conflict. This assumption is in line with Lemke and Reed who argo@ddemocracies evaluate the
status quo similarly (see Lemke and Reed 1996), and therefoxrpdct@ violent war for independence
would be rare. Specifically, secession in Quebec needs not teitlerat one, for the Supreme Court of

Canada has ruled that:

“[t]he other provinces and the federal government would have no basis to deny the right
of the government of Quebec to pursue secession should a clear majority of the people of Quebec
choose that goalUniversité de Montréal Faculté de Droit)

In sum, there are several forms in which a power can maniée$t iThe economic power transition
explored in this thesis illustrates only the results of sucareition. The military power transition is not
explored here, but it is well know that the army and other Canadjaatbiities are in control of the

federalist. Thus Québec has not achieved a military power toansis-a-vis Canada. Future research

must further explore why the movement did not take a violent path.

14 They advocated their actions 4a féponse a une agressibinom federal colonization and threatened the Ciara
government with “100,00Gavailleurs révolutionnaires organises et arm&ioux, MarcelLa Question Du Québetiontréal,
QC: Parti pris, 1980. page 210

15 As a consequence “[EnglisBjanada a été trés désagréablement surpris de cemsijae plusieurs couches de population
sympathisaient avec le F.L.QRioux, Marcel.La Question Du QuébeMontréal, QC: Parti pris, 1980. page 224
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