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H E  C O N F E D E R A T I O N  
known as Canada may have T reached a dead end. As the vic- 

tory of the separatist Parti QuCbtcois in 
the Quebec provincial election of 
November 15, 1976, revealed, Canada 
is a country at the point of disintegra- 
tion. For Canadians (and all others) 
who were willing to look, the election 
was like the lightning flash in Robert 
Louis Stevenson’s Kidnapped, which re- 
vealed to the hero of the tale that the 
staircase he was groping up ended in 
thin air. The  ardent desire of the 
French to preserve their own culture, 
the differing interests of the provinces in 
the east and west, the thinness of any 
unifying patriotic sentiment, and the 
unimaginative policies of the ruling 
Liberal Party, all have combined to 
create this situation. 

For years, English Canada had 
blindly accepted the bilingual prescrip- 
tion of the governing Liberal Party- 
which is equivalent to the U.S. Demo- 
cratic Party but with an even keener 
instinct for survival-that quotas, lan- 
guage guarantees, and subsidies would 
somehow sedate the minority of 6 mil- 
lion French. Now, not only was the PQ 
in power, but  even the defeated 
premier, leader of the Liberals’ own 
Quebec wing, was expressing skepti- 
cism about the confederation he was 
supposed to be defending. And various 
prominent English Canadians were 
suddenly confessing to a total pes- 
simism, which they had nurtured in 
secret as long as the Liberal prescrip- 
tion was a seldom questioned or- 
thodoxy. Ironically, when expressions 
of this despair made their way in to the 
somewhat inbred Canadian media, the 
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general public was not at all discon’- 
certed by the despair of these promi- 

and largely built the city of Montreal. 
Emigration should make it easier for 

nent citizens or by  the prospect of 
Quebec’s departure. In fact the public 
was rather delighted. All this is further 
evidence that what preoccupies politi- 
cians in the federal capital of Ottawa, 
with Quebec just across the river, is 
remote, geographically and emotion- 
ally, from many of their constituents. 

The staying power of the French 
Canadian instinct for autonomy is one 
of those political facts so elementary as 
to be frequently overlooked, especially 
in the practical, materialistic, un- 
romantic world of English-speaking 
North America. I t  has been the 
predominant French Canadian theme 
since the habitants refused to aid the in- 
vading army of the American Revolu- 
tion for fear of its proselytizing inten- 
tions. The bureaucrats, journalists, and 
academics of the PQ are effectively a 
new clerisy, filling the role pIayed in the 
nineteenth century by the Catholic 
church in protecting the French farm- 
ers and their culture from the lure of the 
industrial melting pots. Everything in 
their history indicates that the French 
Canadians will forgo economic growth 
and prosperity and accept regulation, 
theocratic or socialistic, in order to re- 
main mahes  chez now. 

HERE IS DEBATE AMONG 
French Canadians about the PQ, T although significantly con- 

ducted in terms of what is best for 
Quebec rather than loyalty to the fed- 
eral ideal. But cultural survival is a goal 
so universally accepted among the 
French that even the Quebec Liberals, 
when in power, were imposing 
French-only language laws that ar- 
guably trampled on the constitutional 
rights ofthe million English-speakers in 
Quebec. For years French Catholic 
schools rejected Catholic immigrants 
from European countries other than 
France; they now reject bilingual 
English students, apparently from fear 
of cultural adulteration. 

The fierce intensity of this QuCbCcois 
nationalism has, since the PQ victory, 
motivated the most bilingual of all 
Canadian groups, the Montreal Jews, 
to lead an exodus of the English- 
speakers from Quebec. Many are sur- 
vivors of the holocaust, and sensing 
trouble, want no part of future ethnic 
turmoil. As the PQ tightens language 
regulations and forces businesses to 
work in French, the English minority is 
being edged out, even though some of 
their ancestors homesteaded in Quebec 

the PQ to win its promised referendum 
on separation, which is due sometime 
in the life of this government. An in- 
tense propaganda war is being waged 
for the vote of the still cautious French 
community. But if it loses the referen- 
dum, the PQ says it will simply hold 
others until it wins. 

An equally significant but more 
obscure fact about Canada as a whole is 
the profound political malaise of the 
English-speaking majority. In part, this 
stems from a sectionalism more vehe- 
ment than anything found in U.S. poli- 
tics. Canadian provinces, with much 
wider powers than U.S. states, are 
virtually incipient nations. The western 
provinces unite with those of the east 
only in jealousy of central Canada (the 
province of Ontario and its burgeoning 
metropolis, Toronto). English Canada 
also lacks a unifying set of values. The 
fashionable “nationalism” developed 
in the late 1960s, which has taken the 
legislative form of restrictions on 
foreign ownership and investment, 
cannot be based on language and cul- 
ture for fear of upsetting the French or 
other ethnic groups. The British Em- 
pire, under whose auspices Canada was 
formed and in whose name she sent 
boatmen to help Kitchener invade the 
Sudan and sent incredible numbers of 
volunteers to fight Afrikaners, Ger- 
mans, and sundry other enemies of the 
Mother Country, is a bond of loyalty 
that has been erased utterly from the 
collective memory in the space of a gen- 
eration. This has left a certain emo- 
tional void, which a combination of ac- 
tivism in international organizations 
and loving references to geography 
cannot fill. 

ESTERNERS OFTEN SEE 
the new Canadian national- W ism as largely an attempt by 

elite Toronto business and media inter- 
ests to secure their hinterland from 
U.S. competition, and also, in part, as a 
product of the anti-American senti- 
ments of left-wing intellectuals. And it 
is true that Canada’s tariff system has 
historically subsidized Ontario and 
Quebec industry at the expense of the 
rest ofCanada, which has thereby been 
denied access to cheaper U.S. goods. 
Now oil wealth in western Canada has 
increased the desire there to be rid of 
the Quebec problem. At the same time, 
there are undeniable affinities with the 
United States to the south. The reality 
is that most Canadians speak English, 
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drink beer, watch the Rose Bowl on 
New Year’s Day, and are ultimately 
indistinguishable from Middle Ameri- 
cans. Politically, English Canada is still 
unformed. The effort to satisfy Quebec 
has distracted English Canada from 
examining closely its own national 
character. 

The present situation in Canada is 
largely the result of the longtime 
hegemony of the Liberals. The govern- 
ing party rides on the back of both na- 
tional communities like a circus ac- 
robat standing on two horses. No other 
federalist party can challenge its hold 
on Quebec, a hold reinforced by pa- 
tronage and tradition. These safe seats 
give the Liberals an enormous lead in 
obtaining a majority in the House of 
Commons. The necessary additional 
seats can usually be picked up in 
English Canada,  where the party 
strives to occupy a consensus center-left 
position. By making bilingualism 
Canada’s official dogma, the Liberals 
have been reshaping the country in 
their own image-virtually institu- 
tionalizing themselves. Only they have 
a substantial French base, and in Pierre 
Trudeau, with his French father and 
English mother, a symbolic Bilingual 
Man. For the Liberals, accordingly, 
Quebec separatism is the specter of 
death itself. This explains the extraor- 
dinary violence of their reaction to the 
terrorist outbreaks of 1970, when they 
declared martial law and imprisoned 
many perfectly innocent Qutbtcois 
nationalists. But the present threat is 
more difficult for the Liberals to han- 
dle. Separatism is not just something 
that affects Quebec. I t  could destroy 
Canada’s traditional rulers and may 
precipitate the breakup of English 
Canada. 

CTUALLY, IN VIEW OF THE 
fact that French and English A Canadians differ culturally on 

almost every issue, the real surprise is 
that they made confederation work at 
all. There were French Canadian prime 
ministers of Canada before World War 
I, and Quebec’s government has been 
in French hands since before 1867. 
Both communities seem to have tacitly 
agreed to pursue their own interests- 
commerce for the English; law, politics, 
and farming for the French-and to 
ignore the other. But with the growth of 
the Canadian state, which now inter- 
venes in everyday life and absorbs 45 
percent of the Gross National Product, 
points of conflict have multiplied. It 
matters what language the bureau- 

I N Q U I R Y  

cracy works in if you deal with it every 
day, if it supplies your power, educates 
your children, and invades your home 
through television. Language is one 
issue on which policy can’t be fudged in 
the way that is characteristic of demo- 
cratic politics. Organizations have to 
choose one or the other. T h e  
QutbCcois, conscious of immigration 
and of being surrounded by an 
English-speaking culture, fear that the 
choice-if left unregulated-will in- 
evitably be English. 

What happens next in Canada is a 
subject upon which Canadians them- 
selves have fewer ideas than do foreign 
observers. So complete is the Liberal 
domination outside Quebec that after 
the 1976 Quebec election, the orthodox 
dogma of an eternal, indivisible confed- 
eration reestablished itself more 
strongly than before. All that can be 
discerned now are growlings that 
English Canada will not consider any 
economic links with a separate Quebec. 
This is patently ridiculous, but then the 
Anglo-Saxons are notoriously volatile 

and emotional. The Liberals’ bank- 
ruptcy is so total that they can think of 
no alternative to their old policy. It is 
obvious that they have not decided 
what they would do if the French 
Canadians unilaterally declare inde- 
pendence, although when backed into a 
corner by questioners recently, 
Trudeau said he would use “the 
sword” to combat “illegal” separation. 

The official line is to let the PQ 
conflagration burn itself out, which 
might well result in a monolingual 
Quebec, independent in every respect 
except for its continued representation 
in the federal parliament. And since the 
PQ refuses, with more logic than politi- 
cal sense, to participate in federal elec- 
tions, those representatives would be 
Liberals. I t  is doubtful that such a 
situation-ludicrous as it would ap- 
pear to all-could prove stable. It is 
more likely that there would be further 
fragmentation and that some of the 
English-speaking provinces would try 
for some sort of accommodation with 
the United States. Q 

Forthcoming in 

edited and translated by Tad S,&c 

H Noam Chomsky reviews Michael 
Walzer’s Just and Unjust Wars 

H Earl C. Ravenal on Carter’s 
defense budget 

w Articles on Native American 
land rights, the rebirth o f  Catalonia, 
police spying in Seattle 

w The secret diav Ofa Polish dissident, 
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THE 
NATIONAL 
SECURITY 

STATE 
(CAR IER-STYLE) 

By MARCUS 6. RASKIN 
Don’t be fooled by the administration’s rhetoric. 

It is simply a new, more sophisticated disguise for 
the same old interventionist foreign policy. 

N 1973, M E N  WHOSE ECONOMIC AND POLITI- 
cal interests transcend any political party, who meet 
in private clubs like the Links Club ofNew York or the 
Metropolitan Club in Washington, began talking 
about the need to find a presidential candidate who 
could master the populist stance without being a popu- 
list. Their ideal was a man.whose style would not be a 

public embarrassment, who would give the appearance of 
accessibility, who had learned the Eugene McCarthy 
method of going to the people with a cause, and who would 
not challenge .the dominant American corporations and 
banks, the national security apparatus, or any of the gov- 
ernmental agencies and elites who befriend such institutions. 

Their task was an urgent one, partly because a terrible war 
that they had once strongly supported was “winding down.” 
By 1973, they were undercutting its purpose by their dissent 
and distaste for the occupant of the White House, Richard 
Nixon. Nixon was haranguing them with a most astonishing 
idea. He said that they had lost the will to govern. He and his 
group of arriviste millionaires-C. Arnholt Smith, Bebe Re- 
bozo, and Clement Stone-together with White House 
operators like John Ehrlichman and Bob Haldeman-were 
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seeking to set their own terms for the operations of the state 
and the corporation through centralization of power. These 
pretenders frightened the old oligarchs in ways that Senator 
Joe McCarthy had frightened the CIA and the Army some 20 
years before. McCarthy, bored with hunting dentists as 
Communists, had extended his domain to generals and 
upper class officials in the CIA, men protected and nurtured 
by the oligarchs. They had destroyed McCarthy politically 
under the klieg lights of television. So it was with Nixon. The 
old oligarchs saw their chance when Nixon dithered and 
faltered by not burning the Watergate tapes or by acting with 
cruelty and dispatch against his many adversaries, including 
the head of IBM. 

Once Nixon had lost the presidency, the question soon 
arose whether those who had initiated the Vietnam War, but 
who had then slunk off to law firms, corporations, and uni- 
versities, could again return to political power without hav- 
ing to operate through surrogates. It is said that after a war is 
lost, those who lose that war cannot in the short term expect 
to survive its loss politically. They are required to give way to 
a new elite, one that is divorced from the war or its failure. At 
first, it appeared that the men who served as the initiators of 
the Vietnam War would not be able to return to power. But 
as it turned out, Nixon, then Ford and Kissinger, watched 
their ambassador, Graham Martin, scramble out ofVietnam 
with those who had served the American expeditionary 
force. Nixon and Ford were tagged the “losers,” and those 

A P R I L  3, I 9 7 8  LICENSED TO UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED


