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Individual Values and Popular Support 
for a Sovereign Quebec1 

I N THIS ARTICLE, I EXAMINE the relationship between the val­
ues of individual Quebeckers and support for sovereignty. I 

argue that generational differences in support for sovereignty are a 
consequence of a value shift in Quebec. Younger generations of 
Quebeckers have values thar are substantially different from the 
values of their elders and, thus far, this value shift has contributed 
to increasing support for a sovereign Quebec. Because those with 
different values may support sovereignty for different (and possi­
bly contradictory) reasons , however, those seeking to build a ma­
jority in favor of sovereignty in a future referendum have a difficult 
task. 

1 The author is grateful to Nelson Michaud, Saul Newman. Ruth Lane, and the 
anonymous reviewers for comments on earlier drafts of his article. He will be 
happy to respond to any questions or comments regarding hts work by electronic 
mail (sp7862a@american.edu). The author would also like to express his sincere 
thanks to those who have provided data for this study. Data from the 1974/ 1979/ 
1980 Canadian National Election Study and Quebec Referendum Panel Study, the 
1984 Canadian National Election Study, the 1988 Canadian National Election Study, 
the 1993 Canadian Election Slllvey. and the 1997 Canadian Election Study were 
made available by the Institute for Social Research (ISR) at York University and 
obtained through the Inter-university Consortium for Political and Social Research 
(ICPSR) at the University of Michigan. These studies were funded by grants from 
the Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada (SSHRC). In all 
cases the analyses and interpretations presented are solely the responsibility of 
the author. Additional data utilized in this article were originally collected by 
CROP Inc. The data were made available by Queen's University, Kingston, On­
tario. Neither CROP nor Queen's University bears any responsibility for the analy­
ses and interpretations presented here. 
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Various demographic variables have been shown to have an 
impact on support for sovereignty. For example, support for sover­
eignty increases with increasing education,2 and there is a small 
but consistent tendency that support for sovereignty is greater among 
males than among females. 3 The demographic variable with the 
strongest impact on support for sovereignty, however, is age. There 
is widespread agreement that a generational effect in support for 
sovereignty exists because those born prior to 1940 are not likely 
to support sovereignty. 4 Figure 1 demonstrates the relationship be­
tween age and support for sovereignty. Support for sovereignty 
averages 10 per cent higher among Quebeckers born in the 1940s 
than among those born prior to 1940 and another 10 per cent 
higher again among those born after 1950 than among those born 
in the 1940s. This difference has been attributed to socialization, as 
those born before 1940 were socialized prior to the Quiet Revolu­
tion of the early 1960s and prior to the formation of the Parti 
Quebecois in the late 1960s. 5 Socialization effects, however, can 
come from many different sources. Parents may transmit their po­
litical beliefs to their children. Students may be taught nationalist 
dogmas in schools. The political context existing as a young per­
son first begins to think about political issues may make a particu­
lar position seem especially appealing. Although none of these 
explanations can be dismissed, I contend that changes in political 

2 Edouard Cloutier, Jean H. Guay, and Daniel Latouche, Le Virage: !'evolution de 
! 'opinion publique au Quebec depuis 1960 ou comment le Quebec est devenu 
souverainiste (Montreal: Quebec/ Amerique, 1992) 125-27. 
3 Andre Blais, Pierre Martin, and Richard Nadeau. "Attentes economiques et lin­
guistics et appui a la souverainete du Quebec: une analyse prospective et com­
parative ," Canadian journal of Political Science 28 (Dec. 1995): 637-57. 
"Maurice Pinard, Robert Bernier, and Vincent Lemieux, Un Combat inacheve (Sainte­
Foy: Presses de I'Universite du Quebec , 1997); Andre Blais and Richard Nadeau, 
"To Be or Not to Be Sovereignist: Quebeckers' Perennial Dilemma," Canadian 
Public Policy 28.1 (1992): 89-103; Richard Nadeau, "Le Virage souverainiste des 
Quebecois , 1980-1990," Recherches Sociographiques 43.1 0992): 9-28; Andre Blais 
and Richard Nadeau , "La Clientele du OUI ," Comportement electoral au Quebec, 
ed. Jean Crete (Chicoutimi, PQ: Gaetan Morin Editeur, 1984); Cloutier, Guay, and 
Latouche, Le Virage. 
' Pinard, Bernier, and Lemieux, Un Combat inacheve; Kenneth McRoberts, Quebec: 
Social Change and Political Crisis, 3rd ed. (Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 
1988); Andre Blais and Richard Nadeau , "L'Appui au Parti Quebecois: Evolution 
de la clientele de 1970 a 1981 ," Comportement electoral au Quebec. 
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beliefs express much more fundamental shifts in societal values. 

Figure I 
Percentage Favorable Toward Sovereignty by Decade of Birth 1979-1997 
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Values are standards by which various alternatives are judged 
that can be applied to a variety of different situations. More than 
mere opinions, values can be generalized to numerous situations, 
and once internalized by an individual, values are unlikely to change. 
This article will demonstrate that different generations of Quebeckers 
have different values and that these values often lead them to have 
different opinions regarding the issue of sovereignty. The nature of 
these value differences is an empirical question that will be ad­
dressed in this study by examining the relationship between values 
and support for sovereignty. The values to be tested in this analysis 
fall into six categories: ethnocentrism, personality, religion/ moral 
values, collective vs. individual values, postmaterialism, and politi­
cal values. The hypothesized relationships between specific value 
orierllaliorls and suppon for sovereiguLy are based on previous 
research on support for sovereignty, political discourse, and my 
own observations in Quebec. 

Support for sovereignty among francophones has fluctuated 
over the past twenty years as Figure 1 demonstrates . If one as­
sumes that values are relatively stable and the relationship between 
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values and support for sovereignty are stable, then overall support 
for sovereignty should either be stable or it should increase or 
decrease incrementally as generational replacement takes place. 
The sharp increase in support for sovereignty measured in 1990-
coinciding with the failure of the Meech Lake Accord-does not fit 
this pattern, and clearly there are factors in addition to values that 
influence s~pport for sovereignty.6 Nevertheless, the overall pat­
tern is consistent with a generational effect as support for sover­
eignty. 

Methodology 
This a1ticle will make use of data from the Canadian Election Stud­
ies (CES) that were conducted between 1979 and 1997 to test 
whether consistent relationships can be identified between the values 
that individuals hold and whether such individuals support sover­
eignty. In some cases, data from suryeys taken by the Quebec 
public opinion firm CROP are used as well. In all cases, my analy­
sis is confined to francophone Quebeckers and is limited to re­
spondents who express an opinion on the question that is under 
consideration.- The basic strategy is to locate questions that meas­
ure value orientations and cross tabulate the responses with sup­
port for sovereignty. The questions need not be directly about val-

"There are at least two additional components affecting whether a Quebecker 
supports sovereignty: injustice and agency. Injustice refers to the perception that 
existing social conditions are unfair to a particular group. Agency refers to one's 
belief that collective action can ultimately succeed in achieving a group's goals. 
-Eliminating non-francophones is standard practice among those who study sup­
port for sovereignty in Quebec because non-francophones are nearly unanimous 
in their opposition to sovereignty. This study defines francophones as those who 
speak French at home. My choice to eliminate respondents who do not give 
decisive answers follows from the nature of the research. Those who express "no 
opinion·· on the question of sovereignty may do so because they are torn be­
tween the two sides, because they have not seriously considered the issue, or 
because they do not want to reveal their preferences to the interviewer. There is 
no way to distinguish one reason from another when analyzing the data. Taken 
together, these methodological decisions may create a false impression about 
support for sovereignty in Quebec. Because non-francophones typically oppose 
sovereignty and because it seems that more undecided Quebeckers eventually 
opposed sovereignty when forced to choose in a referendum, support for sover­
eignty is greater among those Quebeckers included in the analysis than in the 
population of Quebec as a whole. 
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ues because in some cases questions about specific issues or ques­
tions about behaviours can provide a reasonable indication of re­
spondents' underlying values. Ideally, such questions are asked on 
multiple surveys and the relationship can be tested multiple times 
to establish whether it endures over time. Because values by defi­
nition should not fluctuate wildly over time and because a 
generational shift in values is predicted, my analysis also focuses 
on the distribution of value orientations by age cohorts. 

Although this is a quantitative analysis, my goal is not simply 
to identify statistically significant relationships. Problems of meas­
urement error must be taken seriously. Survey questions often do a 
poor job in distinguishing the respondent w ho cares deeply about 
a given issue from a respondent who gives a certain answer with­
out having ever given any thought to the subject at hand, and 
surveys tend to assume that respondents share common defini­
tions of political concepts when this is not necessarily the case. In 
Quebec, even the dependent variable, support for sovereignty, 
presents problems. Although it may be difficult to imagine that 
many Quebeckers would not have an opinion regarding an issue 
that has been so central to the political debate, Quebeckers may 
not always agree on a common definition about what many of the 
key terms in the debate mean. Because the term sovereignty has 
been linked with the word association so often in public discourse , 
sovereignty is indelibly linked in the minds of many Quebeckers 
with some type of association w ith Canada. Independence, on the 
other hand, may imply the absence of an association with Canada. 
Sovereignty consistently does receive more support than does in­
dependence or separatism and less support than does "sovereignty­
association" or a "mandate to negotiate sovereignty-association" in 
public opinion surveys .R In this article, sovereignty or sovereignty­
association will be the preferred choice of dependent variable when 
such a choice exists 9 

"Pinard, Bernier, and Lemieux. Un Combat inachcuc 38 39; Cloutier, Guay, and 
La touche, Le Virase 45-46 
9 The 1988 CES uses the term independence, and one can only specu late to what 
degree results would have been different had the term soL•ereignty been used. A 
more serious problem existed in 198-t, because the CES did not ask about the 
subject at all. In some cases. support for the Parti Quebecois CPQ) is used as a 
substitute dependent variable, but it is clear that in 1984, with sovereignty tempo­
rarily off the agenda , support for the PQ and for sovereignty were not equivalent. 
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Ethnocentrism 
Opponents of Quebec's nationalism often emphasize its ethnocen­
trism and point to discourse by nationalist leaders that seems to 
divide Quebeckers along ethnic lines as evidence of this ethnocen­
trism. Premier Parizeau's disdainful post-referendum remark that 
the refere~dum's defeat was the result of "money and the ethnic 
vote" is perhaps the most egregious example in recent memory of 
this phenomenon. For some Quebeckers, sovereignty is seen as a 
way to promote the interests of pure laine Quebeckers at the ex­
pense of other groups . On the other hand, defenders of national­
ism contend that it would be wrong to characterize the nationalist 
movement in Quebec as a primarily ethnocentric movement. For 
example, Balthazar10 contends that Quebec is developing a "civic 
nationalism" that is not ethnically exclusive. If support for sover­
eignty is primarily a function of ethnicity, evidence should support 
the following hypothesis: 

Hypothesis 1 a: Quebec Jrancophones of French descent 

will be more likely to support sovereignty than will those 

of other ethnic backgrounds. 11 

Table 1: Percentage of Francophones Favourable toward Sovereignty by Ethnicity 

Percentage Favourable toward Sovereignty 

1979" 1980"" 1984' • 1988 1992 1993 1997 

French 42.6 533 39.9 47.7 55.4 53.2 56.9 

Other 32.1 28.3 269 39 0 45.4 43.5 48.6 

" Support for Pm1i Que&ccots 
• significant ar p""'O.OS 
•• ~ignificant ar p=O.Ol 

As Table 1 indicates, Quebeckers of French descent are more likely 
than are Quebec francophones with different ethnic backgrounds 
to support sovereignty for Quebec in each of the surveys analyzed. 
The gap between these two groups, however, has narrowed over 
time. Considering that in 1997 nearly half of Quebec's francophones 

tn Louis Balthazar, ·'Within the Black Box: Reflections from a French Quebec Van­
tage Point," The Amen"can Review of Canadian Studies (Winter 1995): 530-32. 
11 Note that a francophone is someone who speaks the French language, whereas 
someone of French descent can trace his or her ancestors to France. 
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of non-French descent have a favorable view of sovereignty, it 
would be difficult to argue that nationalism in Quebec has appeal 
only to the dominant ethnic group. Although sovereignty has greater 
appeal to Quebeckers of French descent than to others, this factor 
alone ce11ainly does not explain much of the variance in support 
for sovereignty. Of course, simply being a member of a particular 
ethnic group is a characteristic, not a value, and having a particular 
ethnic background does not guarantee that any individual will have 
an ethnocentric world view. One cannot infer that a desire to cre­
ate a sovereign state to promote the interests of one's ethnic group 
implies a desire to exclude those from other groups. Conversely, 
even Quebeckers who are not particularly attached to their ethnic 
heritage or francophones of non-French descent could be moti­
vated by antagonism toward other groups to support a change in 
the political order. If the worst fears of opponents of sovereignty 
are true, and sovereignists truly do feel animosity toward other 
groups, the following hypothesis should be confirmed: 

Hypothesis lb: Quebec francophones who have more 

negatiue views regarding Quebeckers of non-French de­

scent will be more liiJe(r' to suppo11 sovereign(v than Lcill 

those having more positive views of such groups. Such 

groups include: (i) Immzgrants. (ii) Aboriginals, and (iii) 

English Canadians. 

Many Quebeckers have an unfavorable view of immigrants. 
In each of the past three CES surveys (1988, 1993, and 1997) 
francophone Quebeckers were more than twice as likely to re­
spond that Canada should admit fewer immigrants than to respond 
that Canada should admit more immigrants. How one answers this 
question, however, seems to have no bearing on whether one sup­
ports sovereignty. Similarly, in 1992 and 1997, large majorities of 
francophone Quebeckers agreed with the statement "Too many 
recent immigrants do not want to fit in," but there is no indication 
that such sentiments are related to support for sovereignty. 
(Sovereignists are in fact more likely than are non-sovereignists to 
express support for immigration, but this correlation disappears 
when one controls for education.) Any relationship between age 
and views of immigration is very weak. With regard to the question 
of how Quebeckers view aboriginals, there is likewise no evidence 
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to support the notion that anti-aboriginal sentiment was in any 
way related to support for sovereignty. As with immigrants, pro­
aboriginal sentiments are highest among the most educated groups, 
but there is little evidence that younger generations are becoming 
more favorable toward aboriginals. 

Supporters of sovereignty do tend to have a more negative 
view of English Canadians than do opponents of sovereignty. As 
Table 2 shows, sovereignists rated English Canadians significantly 
lower on the feeling thermometer scale than did non-sovereignists 
in 1988. In addition, Quebeckers born after 1940 have more nega­
tive views of English Canadians than do those born prior to 1940. 
Negative views are more prevalent among sovereignists than among 
non-sovereignists and are more prevalent among younger 
Quebeckers than among older Quebeckers. The views of French 
Quebeckers toward English · Canadians, of course, cannot be 
analyzed outside of a historical context. Relations between these 
groups have historically been characterized by cultural isolation 
and economic exploitation. Although there is evidence that 
anglophone Canadians and francophone Quebeckers are becom­
ing increasingly similar in terms of lifestyles12 and values, 13 Pinard 
and Hamilton's observation1 

.. that French and English Quebeckers 
maintain separate societies with separate media , schools, churches, 
and even places of work remains largely true. In addition, the per­
ception that group differences exist endures. Laczko15 reports that 
58 per cent of francophone Quebeckers and 40 per cent of 
anglophone Quebeckers view the two groups as "very different" 
or as "f;:Jirly different." Despite the findings regarding feelings to­
ward English Canadians, the weight of the evidence suggests that 
nationalism in Quebec is not based on an animosity toward outsid­
ers. 

12Stephane Dion, "Le Nationalisme dans la convergence culturelle: Le Quebec 
contemporain et le paradoxe de Toqueville. " L 'Engagement intellectuel: Melanges 
en l'honneur de Leon Dion, ed. Kaymond Hudon and Kejean Pelletier (Samte-foy: 
Les Presses de l'Universite Lava!. 1991) 299-301. 
'
3 Neil Nevitte, The Decline of Deference: Canadian Value Change in Cross-Na­
tional Perspective (Peterborough: Broadview Press, 1996) 295-97. 
1•Maurice Pinard and Richard Hamilton, ·'Les Quebecois vorent NON: le sens et la 
portee du vote," Comportement electoral au Quebec 225. 
" Leslie S. Laczko, Pluralism and Inequality in Quebec (New York: St. Martin's 
Press, 1995) 56. 
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Table 2: Mean Feeling Thermometer Scores for Various Groups by Support for Sovereignty, 1988 

Percentage Favourahle roward Sovereignty 

Very Favourable Somewhat Somewhat Very 
Favourable Unfavourable Unfavourable 

French Canadians• 86.5 82.2 79.2 77.1 

English Canadians' 56.5 58.5 65.6 66.1 

Ethnic Minorilies 67.0 60.7 633 62.1 

Native Peoples 69 .6 64 .9 64 3 609 

• :-;igniticam al p""'O.Ol 

Personality 
As an outsider observing Quebeckers, I am often surprised by the 
adulation that many Quebeckers seem to have for their political 
leaders. There is a certain deification of Rene Levesque, and for 
some a statement like "X is part of the legacy of Rene Levesque" is 
intended to indicate that the praiseworthiness of X is beyond dis­
pute. Similarly, admiration for Lucien Bouchard often seems exag­
gerated. His triumph over a deadly flesh-eating virus, his oratorical 
skills, and his rescue of the Yes campaign in the 1995 Referendum 
give Bouchard an aura that is clearly a political asset. The contribu­
tion of the "Bouchard effect"- the personal popularity of Lucien 
Bouchard- to the near victo1y of the Yes side in 1995 has stirred 
considerable academic debate. 16 Recognizing that some Quebeckers 
may decide whether to support sovereignty on the basis of their 
feelings toward the political leaders championing one side or the 
other does not, however, demonstrate that this effect favors one 
side or the other. Sovereignists do not have a monopoly on charis­
matic leaders. The spectacular (and short-lived) turnaround in public 
opinion in the Spring of 1998 regarding the Parti liberal du Quebec 
(PLQ) following the news that Jean Charest would assume the lead­
ership of the party can only be explained by his personal popular­
ity. Clarke and Kornberg1

- examine the role that personalities played 
in the 1980 and 1995 referendums and find that public feelings 

16For contrasting analyses see Pinard, Bernier, and Lemieux. Un Combat unacheue 
285-87; and Pierre Drouilly, Independance et democratie: Sondages, elections et 
referendums au Quebec 1992-1997(Montreal: L'Harmattan, 1997) 265. 
1-Harold D.Clarke and Allan Kornberg, "Choosing Canada? The 1995 Quebec Sov­
ereignty Referendum," PS: Political Science and Politics 29 (Dec. 1996): 676-82. 
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about the principal advocates for each side-Chretien, Parizeau, 
and Bouchard-are an important variable in explaining the votes 
of many Quebeckers. In their view, however, this effect did not 
greatly benefit one side or the other. Never1heless, the following 
hypothesis deserves consideration: 

Hypothesis 2: Quebec ji-ancophones who base their deci­

sions on political issues primarily on their evaluations of 

political leaders will he more likely to support sovereignty 

than u·il! those who base political decisions more on other 

factors. such as on issues. 

In 1979-80 and 1984, CES respondents were asked whether their 
decisions on how to vote in the Canadian federal election were 
based more on the party leaders , the parties themselves, or on 
local candidates . For those answering "party leaders, " a follow-up 
question asked if they reach their decisions based on the leaders' 
'' stands on issues" or on the leaders ' ·'personalities." If this hypoth­
esis is correct, one expects that the respondents who chose "per­
sonalities" would be more likely to support sovereignty than would 
others. One should note, however, that not very many people fall 
into this category (16 per cent in 1979- 80 and 32 per cent in 1984) 
and that the size of this group may be underestimated because 
some respondents may be reluctant to admit making voting deci­
sions on such a "superficial" basis. Nevertheless, assuming that this 
variable does capture some of the differences between those mak­
ing their decisions based on personality and those who do not, the 
above hypothesis receives no support. On the contrary, in 1979 
those making their decision on the basis of personality were less 
likely to support sovereignty than were those who made their de­
cision based on other reasons, by a margin of 48 per cent to 24 per 
cent. Similarly, in a 1989 CROP survey regarding the Quebec pro­
vincial election, 46 per cent of those who indicated that they would 
decide how to vote based on the personality of the leader sup­
ported sovereignty as compared with 54 per cent of those who 
indicated that some other factor was most important. Furthermore, 
if a generational shift is taking place , it is away from basing one's 
political decisions on the personalities of political leaders, as it is 
the oldest Quebeckers who are most likely to base their votes on 
personalities. 
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Religion and Moral Issues 
The decline of religion is a trend that is evident in many advanced 
industrial societies. 18 When measured in terms of church attend­
ance, the decline of religion in Quebec has been exceptional. Pinard 
and Hamilton19 report that in 1962, 88 per cent claimed to have 
practised their religion once a week or more, whereas in 1980 only 
37 per cent of Quebeckers claimed similar levels of religious prac­
tice. In the same period, the percentage of those practising rarely 
or never increased from 5 per cent in 1962 to 48 per cent in 1980. 
Data from the 1981 and 1990 World Values Surveys reveals that this 
trend continued in the 1980s as Quebeckers reporting weekly church 
attendance declined from 35 per cent in 1981 to 26 per cent in 
19902 0 The relationship between more secular orientations and 
support for sovereignty has been well documented 21 ClolHier, Guay, 
and Latouche22 write that in 1980, aside from language, religion is 
the best predictor of support for sovereignty because support for 
sovereignty declines as church attendance increases. They argue 
that the relationship continues to exist in 1990- 91 but is less strik­
ing. The most in-depth analysis of the relationship between reli­
gion and nationalism was conducted by Gingras and Nevitte. They 
argue that the Quiet Revolution marked a shift from religious to 
secular values in Quebec. 23 Gingras and Nevitte distinguish be­
tween personal and cultural dimensions of religioq. Using a survey 
conducted in 1976, they measure cultural religiosity by asking re­
spondents whether they view religion as ''important or very impor­
tant to French-Canadian culture. " They find that those who view 
religion as lt>ss ~nltm::~ lly import::~nt are more likely to support in­
dependence for Quebec than are those who place greater empha­
sis on the cultural importance of religion. A generational trend 
was also evident as younger respondents were less likely to re-

18 Ronald Inglehart, Jl!Iodernization and Postmodernization: Cultural. Economic, 
and Political Cbange in 43 Societies (Princcton: Princcton UP, 11)1)7) 1)1). 
19 -Les Quebecois votent NON" 381 
'
0 Nevitte, Decline of Deference 210. 

'
1 Pinard and Hamilton. "Les Quebecois vQ[ent NON" 376: Blais and Nadeau. 

"L'Appui au Parri Quebecois" 297. 
''Le Virage 141-43. 
23 Fran<;:ois-Pierre Gingras and Neil Nevitte. "La Revolution en plan et le paradigme 
en cause," Canadian journal of Political Science 16 (Dec. 1983): 305. 
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spond that religion was important to the culture. 2~ The above dis­
cussion suggests the following hypotheses: 

Hypothesis 3a: Quehecfrancophones who attend church 

infrequent~v will he more like~v to support sovereignty tban 

will those wbo attend cburcb more regularly. 

Evidence from the CES data demonstrates that the relation­
ship between church attendance and support for sovereignty is 
clear and enduring. As Table 3 indicates, support for sovereignty 
(or support for the PQ in 1984) declines steadily as frequency of 
church attendance increases. Table 4 shows that younger 
Quebeckers attend church far less frequently than do their elders . 
More than half of those born prior to 1940 report weekly church 
atLen<...lance, but a sharp drop occurs aruoug the cohort born in the 
1940s-the generation of the Quiet Revolution-Df whom only about 
a quarter attend church on a weekly oasis, and a gradual erosion 
continues to the point where nearly three-quarters of Quebeckers 
born in the 1960s attend church rarely or never. Controlling for the 
respondent's age does substantially reduce, but does not entirely 
eliminate, correlations between church attendance and support for 
sovereignty; thus, the interpretation that this relationship is largely 
spurious cannot be entirely dismissed. 

Table 3: Fn::quency of Church Attendance by Support for Sovereignty 

Churc.:h Attendance 

Once a Week or More 

I to 3 Times Per Month 

Less Than On<.:e a Monrh 

·' Suppon for Parti Qw§hecois 
• Significant at p•O.OI 
•• Significant a pa0.001 

Percemage Favourable toward Sovereigmy 

1979"" 

29.2 

35.7 

49.8 

1984'• 

24.2 

39.8 

47.0 

19AA" 

33.1 

409 

51.7 

Declining church attendance does not necessarily translate into 
declining religious beliefs. Harvey25 notes that only seven per cent 

2;"La Revolution·· 312-17. 
2'Julien Hatvey, "Le Quebec, devenu un desert spirituel?'' La Societe Quehecoise 
apres 30 ans de changements, ed. Fernand Dumont (Quebec: Institut Quebecois 
de Recherche sur la Culture. 1991) 155-57. 
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Tahit 4, Frequency of Churc h Attendance by Decade of Binh 

Percentage Attending Church, Weekly, Monthly, and Rardy or Never 

1979 1984 

Decade of Binh w M R w M R 

1930s or Earlier 58.3 12.0 29.7 55 2 13.1 31.7 

1940s 32.3 21.3 46.5 27 .5 25.5 47.0 

1950s 18.7 16.7 64.6 185 16.7 64.9 

1960s or !..Her 22.8 63 709 

W•Weekly M=Monthly R•Rardy or Never 
• Those horn after 1%0 have heen comhined wirh [he 195~1959 age cohon . 
All differences are significa nt at p=0.001 

1988 

w M 

51.7 18 5 

24.2 21.9 

11.8 24.1 

13.6 12.9 

R 

298 

53.9 

64.2 

73.6 

of Quebeckers in one survey admitted themselves "without faith"; 
that surveys show that between 60 per cent and 80 per cent of 
Quebeckers are conc.erned with spiritual matters ; and that more 
than 75 per cent of Quebeckers report that they occasionally pray. 
Depending on how the question is ashd, one can find a majority 
of Quebeckers in even the least religious age cohort that will re­
spond that religion is important to them personally. Nevertheless, 
in terms of its relationship with support for sovereignty, there are 
no striking differences between religiosity measured by church at­
tendance and religiosity measured by one ·s view of the importance 
of religion. Sovereignists are less likely than are non-sovereignists 
to view religion as imponant, and members of younger birth co­
horts are less likely to view religion as important than are older 
Quebeckers. 

Although there seems to be universal agreement that the 
relationship between religious belief or practice and support for 
sovereignty exists, there are conflicting explanations for why this is 
the case . The most extreme argument is that nationalism has re­
placed religion.26 Another explanation is that those who have moved 
away from the controlling authority of the church find it easier to 
question the utility of other long-standing institutions. Blais and 
Nadeau, 27 for example, suggest that religious practice is linked to a 
more general conservatism and a lack of willingness Lo 4ueslion 
existing social institutions, such as traditional political parties and 
the Canadian regime. Others note that secularism brings with it a 

'
6 ]acques Bouchard, Differences: Tbe 36 keys of the Qw3becois According to their 
Six Vital Roots, trans. Marc Plourde (Montreal: Editions Heritage, 1980) 37. 
,- Blais and Nadeau, TAppui au Parti Quebecois" 297. 
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different set of values. Langlois28 contrasts traditional values, which 
emphasize conformity and the acceptance of authority, with the 
new values of individualism and immediate gratification. This sug­
gests that the decline of religion has had an indirect influence on 
support for sovereignty because religious values are replaced by 
other values that are not reflected in older political institutions, and 
those who adhere to those new values tend to favour radical changes. 

Decline in church attendance and religious beliefs have been 
mirrored by other changes in moral values that are not necessarily 
related to religion. Attitudes in Western societies are changing with 
regard to many moral issues , such as abortion and homosexuality. 
These trends are particularly evident in Quebec. Nevitte29 repo1ts 
on a scale of "moral permissiveness, " constructed using the 1990 
World Values Survey, that French Canadians are not only more 
permissive than are English Canadians but rank behind only the 
Dutch in a comparison of attitudes in industrialized countries. Al­
though moral permissiveness is certainly not incompatible with 
religious beliefs, there are strong correlations between less permis­
sive attitudes with regard to such moral issues and measures of 
religiosity. Because the leaders of the Catholic Church generally 
oppose abortion, homosexuality, and pornography, and practise 
institutional discrimination against women, it would not be surpris­
ing to find that less religious Quebeckers have more permissive 
attitudes on such moral issues. Given that less religious Quebeckers 
tend to support sovereignty, one expects that those Quebeckers 
with permissive attitudes on these issues will also be more likely to 
support sovereignty. 

Hypothesis 3b: Quebec franc ophones who have more per­

missive opinions regarding matters such as homosexual­

ity, abortion, and women s rights, will be more likely to 

support sovereignzv than will those who adhere to more 

traditional moral values regarding these issues. 

The evidence strongly supports this hypothesis. Those with more 
permissive attitudes toward homosexuality are more likely to sup-

"' Simon Langlois. ''L'Evolurion recenre des valeurs dans la societe quebecoise," 
L ·action nationale 80 (Sept. 1990): 926-32. 
19 Decline of Deference 218. 
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port sovereignty. In 1993 and 1997, 56 per cent and 64 per cent of 
those respondents who agreed that homosexual couples should be 
allowed to legally marry supported sovereignty, whereas only 45 
per cent (in both surveys) of those who opposed homosexual 
marriages supported sovereignty. A similar pattern exists with re­
spect to views regarding abortion. Those who agree that the deci­
sion of whether to have an abortion belongs solely to the pregnant 
woman were also more likely to support sovereignty in 1988, 1993, 
and 1997 (49 per cent, 55 per cent, and 62 per cent respectively) 
than were those who oppose abortion under any circumstance or 
would impose conditions on when abortion may be permissible 
( 40 per cent, 41 per cent, and 42 per cent). Likewise , when 
Quebeckers were asked whether they agreed that "society would 
be better off if women stayed home with the children," in 1993 and 
1997, those who agreed were much less likely to suppmt sover­
eignty than were those who disagreed (60 per cent to 40 per cent 
in 1993, and 69 per cent to 31 per cent in 1997). Younger Quebeckers 
consistently gave more permissive responses than did their elders 
regarding homosexuality, abortion, and the role of women. Strong 
correlations among permissive responses on homosexuality, abor­
tion, and the role of women, as well as among these variables and 
the various measures of religiosity, provide strong evidence that it 
makes sense not only to view these issues together but also to 
view these issues in conjunction with religion. Overall, there is a 
clear trend for younger Quebeckers to have more permissive atti­
tudes regarding moral issues, and these value orientations are 
strongly related to support for sovereignty. 

Collective versus Individual Values 
Although Quebec has not avoided the trend toward individualism 
that has occurred throughout advanced industrial societies, there 
are reasons to believe that Quebeckers may tend to value the good 
of the community more so than do other Canadians. Quebec's 
language legislation is often portrayed by its opponents as a viola­
tion of a basic individual right to express oneself in the language of 
one's choice. On the other hand, its defenders contend that certain 
restrictions on individuals are necessaty to protect a larger good of 
the community-the survival of the French language. This sug­
gests the following hypothesis: 
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Hypothesis 4: Quebec francophones who tend to value 

the welfare of the group more than the rights of individu­

als will be more likely to support sovereignty than will 

those who tend to value the individual more than the 

group. 

Unfortunately, there is very little evidence in the CES sur­
veys that is useful for testing this hypothesis. The evidence that 
does exist, however, suggests that sovereignists may be more rather 
than less individualistic than other Quebeckers . A 1988 statement 
asked respondents whether "in society today, there is too little 
emphasis" on "respect for institutions" or on the "rights of indi­
viduals ." A majority of respondents chose the ·'rights of individu­
als," and of this group, 46 per cent support sovereignty, whereas 
only 34 per cent of those choosing "respect for institutions" sup­
pott sovereignty. This difference, however, disappears entirely when 
one controls for age. Furthermore, the fact that younger Quebeckers 
were more likely than. their elders to choose individuals over insti­
tutions suggests that the societal trend is toward more rather than 
less individualism. On the other hand, in another 1988 question, 
nearly three-quarters of Quebec respondents agreed that ''in soci­
ety today, too much emphasis was placed" on "individual free­
dom" as compared to "the community"; however, there was no 
relationship between the responses to this statement and support 
for sovereignty. The problem here is that the dichotomy between 
individual and collective rights fails to identify where value divi­
sions exist in Quebec and elsewhere. Rather, one needs to con­
sider under what circumstances one would privilege collective rights 
over individual rights and vice-versa. For example, a 1993 question 
that asks whether the respondent agrees that the government should 
"crack down on crime even if it means losing rights" receives sig­
nificantly less support among sovereignists than among non­
sovereignists. Altho ugh this finding provides evidence that most 
sovereignists tend to value individual rights more than they value 
"law and order," perhaps the results would be different if the state­
ment posed individual rights against some other collective good, 
such as the preservation of the French language or the protection 
of the environment. Conversely, perhaps those willing to restrict 
individual rights in order to fight crime would be less willing to 
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restrict individual choices in matters such as the use of private 
property or the use of corporal punishment. In its simple form, the 
existing evidence does not support the hypothesis that sovereignists 
are more likely to favor collective rights over individual rights . 

Postmaterialist Values 
An impressive amount of data suppot1s the argument that a value 
shift is occurring in advanced industrial democracies as younger 
cohorts adopt what are termed "postmate rialist" values. Surveys 
asking respondents to rank four societal goals in order of their 
importance (maintaining law and order, fighting rising prices, pro­
tecting freedom of speech, and giving citizens more say in govern­
ment decisions) have revealed that while older cohons are more 
likely to choose the materialist goals as most important (law and 
order, fighting rising prices), younger cohorts are more likely to 

chose postmaterialist goals as more important (freedom of speech, 
more say). 30 There are data that indicate that this phenomenon is 
taking place in Quebec. Using data from the 1981 and 1990 World 
Values Surveys, Nevitte31 finds that more French Canadians32 were 
postmaterialists in 1990 (29 per cent) than in 1981 (13 per cent), 
and fewer French Canadians were materialists in 1990 (21 per cent) 
than in 1981 (35 per cent). He notes that across Canada , 
postmaterialism is most prevalent among the youngest-age cohot1s. 

Inglehart33 suggests a link between nationalist movements 
and postmaterialist values because the rise of postmaterialism cre­
ates space for ethnic and cultural issues to become prominent where 
c.lass conflicts have receded. Studlar and McAllister3" consider the 

30 Respondents are asked to choose the goal they find most important and the goal 
they find second most important. Those choosing the two ··materialist options·· 
are catego rized as materialists , and those choosing the two ·'postmaterialist'' op­
tions are categorized as postmaterialists. Those choosing one materialist and one 
postmaterialist option are categorized as ··mi_'Ced. ,. This is the basic model. More 
complex batterie5 of que:>tion:; have been devised as well. 
31 Decline of Deference 31- 32. 
32 Note that Nevitte's figures include fra ncophones throughout Canada and are not 
limited to Quebeckers: nevertheless over 80 per cent of Canada's fra ncophones 
reside in Quebec. 
33 Modernization 237. 
J< Donley T. Studlar and !an McAllister, "Nationalism in Scotland and Wales: A 
Post-Industrial Phenomenon?" Ethnic and Racial Studies 11 (Jan. 1988): 48-61. 
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issue of the link between postmaterialism and nationalism in Scot­
land and Wales and find that supporters of "territorial autonomy" 
for Scotland and Wales in 1983 were slightly more likely to be 
postmaterialists than was the average voter. Although 
postmaterialism has been suggested as a possible factor in support 
for sovereignty in Quebec,35 there has not been a detailed study of 
the link between Quebec nationalism and postmaterialist values. 
In terms of partisan orientation, however, Pelletier and Guerin36 

find that PQ voters are much more likely to be postmaterialists 
than are PLQ voters (35 per cent to 13 per cent). One would ex­
pect sovereignists (who also tend to be PQ voters) to be more 
postmaterialist than non-sovereignists because the case for an in­
dependent Quebec relies on postmaterialist arguments about im­
proving quality of life and access to political participation, whereas 
materialist concerns, such as economic growth and security, make 
the best arguments for Quebec remaining in Canada. In addition, 
young and more highly educated Quebeckers are disproportionate 
supporters of sovereignty, and these are the same groups that tend 
to be the most postmaterialist. This suggests the following hypoth­
esis: 

Hypothesis 5: Quebec francophones who have 

·post materialist·· values will be more likely to suppo11 sov­

ereignty than will those U'hO have ··materialist'" or "mixed., 

values. 

The results from the l<Jst three C':anaciian Flection Sruciies 
using the basic battery of four statements provide only modest 
support for this hypothesis. As Table 5 indicates, in each case, 
postmaterialists are more likely to support sovereignty than are 
those respondents characterized as mixed, who in turn are more 
likely to support sovereignty than are materialist respondents; how­
ever, the difference achieved statistical significance only in the 1997 
surveyY The trend toward postmaterialism among Quebeckers 

35 Pinard, Bernier, and Lemieux, Un Combat inacheve 63 
36Rejean Pelletier and Daniel Guerin, "Postmaterialisme et clivages partisans au 
Quebec: les partis sont-ils differents?" Canadian journal of Political Science 29 
(March 1996): 86. 
3' ! should note here that in each case , sample sizes are low-in 1988 and 1993 
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seems to have slowed down in recent years as the percentage of 
postmaterialism in 1988 (24.5 per cent) and 1997 (25.0 per cent) is 
nearly identical. In addition, evidence from these surveys (not pre­
sented here) suggests that younger cohorts of Quebeckers are not 
significantly more postmaterialist than are older cohorts. Although 
there appears to be a relationship between postmaterialist values 
and support for sovereignty, this relationship is relatively weak 
and cannot adequately explain the strong tendency of Quebeckers 
born in the 1940s and after to be more sovereignist than their 
elders. 

Table 5: Suppon for Sovereignty hy Postmaterialism/Materialism 

Postmaterialist 

Mix~d 

Materialist 

Percemage Favourable toward Sovereignty 

1988 

59 6 

5!.6 

43.2 

1993 

63.5 

56.3 

52.9 

658 

52 5 

38.0 

" Note that in 1997 an experimenr was conducted with the wording of this hauery of questions. Half of the 
respomJents were given the choke of "Fighting Unemployment" rather than "Fighting Ri<>ing Prices . ~ This 
change ahert::d responses consi<.lerahly, increa.sing the percentage of materialist responses. The re:mlts 
presented here include only those respondents who answered the original hattery of questions. 
• significam ar P""'O.OS 

Political Values 
The principal institutional advocate for sovereignty, the Parti 
Quebecois (PQ), has a history of supporting policies that are more 
left-of-centre than its political opponents and generally maintains 
closer ties with unions and weaker ties with business than its main 
rival, the Parti liberal du Quebec (PLQ). Its support for free trade 
agreements with the United States and Mexico, confrontations with 
public-sector unions in the early 1980s, and the deficit-reduction 
focus of the present PQ government have weakened the PQ's claim 
to be a true party of the left. Nevertheless, within the political 
context of Quebec, the PQ can still be regarded as more sympa-

these questions were asked on a mailback survey, and in 1997 an experiment in 
question wording halved the sample size- and if these small samples do accu­
rately reflect the opinions held by the population at large, the differences among 
postmaterialists, materialists, and mixed respondents are large enough to be wor­
thy of further analysis. 
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thetic to leftist goals than is the PLQ. Therefore, one expects to see 
a relationship between support for sovereignty and the political 
values associated with the left: 

Hypothesis 6a: Quebec francophones who identify mo-re 

with the political left will be more likely to support sover­

eignty than will those who identify with the political right. 

The evidence is convincing that those Quebeckers who place 
themselves on the political left are more likely to be sovereignists 
than are those who consider themselves to be centrists, who in 
turn are more likely to be sovereignists than are those who place 
themselves on the political right (Table 6). In addition, left-right 
self-identification does vary by age- those born prior to 1940 are 
more likely to identify themselves as on the right and less likely to 
identify themselves as on the left than are those born after 1940. 
One must note, however, that a plurality of respondents always 
tend to situate themselves in the center, and self-identification on 
the left or on the right may be an indication that the respondent 
believes that he or she is to some degree out of sync with the 
dominant position in society. Because dominant positions in soci­
ety change, one could find oneself on the left in 1980 and on the 
right in 1995 without ever changing one's personal preferences on 
the issues that constitute the left/ right axis. The determination of 
just what issues divide left from right is itself a subjective decision. 
As the earlier discussion on moral issues demonstrates, when it 
comes to issues such as homosexuality and abortion , Quebeckers 
who accept the morally permissive positions associated with the 
political left are more likely to suppor1 sovereignty than are those 
who accept the positions associated with the right. With regard to 

Table 6, Left-Right Self-Placement by Support for Sovereignty 

1979"" 1980'•• 1984"-• 1988 1992"" 1993"" 1995'" 1997"' 

Left 67 5 81.6 69.6 77.3 78.9 72.7 74.0 73.6 

Cent er 39.4 43.8 309 48.7 50.8 52.6 45.7 50.7 

Right 29.5 33.8 7.4 35.5 31.9 28.1 52.6 44.8 

'Voted "Yes" in 1980 Referendum • Significant at pz0.01 

"Support for Parti Quebecois •• Significant at p=0.001 

'Voted "Yes" in 1995 Referendum as reported in 1997 
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the economic positions associated with left/ right divisions, on the 
other hand, the trend is not so clear. 

The case for creating a new sovereign state is premised on 
the idea that nation-states are important instwments for advancing 
the interests of national collectivities. In Quebec there is a strong 
belief that the Quebec government is the best tool for advancing 
the interests of francophones in Quebec and for countering the 
economic power of anglophones throughout North America. Al­
though they disagree on the means for achieving the end, 
sovereignists and federalists in Quebec have often agreed on the 
need to increase the power of the Quebec government. Jean Lesage, 
the premier of Quebec during the Quiet Revolution, stated flatly 
that the Quebec state is "the necessary instrument for the cultural, 
economic, and social progress" of the French-Canadian commu­
nity. 38 This is a heavy responsibility indeed, and it seems reason­
able to hypothesize that sovereignist Quebeckers will be more likely 
than will non-sovereignists to believe that only a powerful state 
can hope to meet this responsibility. This suggests the following 
hypothesis: 

Hypotbesis 6b: Qzu?becj i·ancophones u·bo have more ex­

pansive views oftbe role of gouernment will be more likely 

to support souereignty tban will tbose wbo bave more re­

strictiue views of the role of gouernment. 

There is little evidence from the CES data to support this 
hypotlwsis . In 1980, respondents were asked too assess the impact 
of government on life satisfaction. Sovereignists were not more 
likely than were non-sovereignists to respond that government has 
a Jarge impact. In 1984, respondents were asked if government 
should ensure housing, and in 1992, respondents were asked if 
government should ensure that basic needs are met. In neither 
case is one's position on the issue related to whether one supports 
sovereignty. On the other hand, responses to a 1997 question re­
veal that 60 per cent of those who respond that government is 
responsible for ensuring a decent standard of living support sover-

j!i Cired in Louis Balrhazar. Bilan du nationalisme au Quebec (Monrreal: L"Hexagone, 
1986) 126. 
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eignty, whereas only 39 per cent of those who respond that people 
should get ahead on their own support sovereignty.39 Overall, how­
ever, this hypothesis receives little support. Perhaps it is not opin­
ions regarding the size and scope of government that divide left 
from right and sovereignist from federalist; rather, perhaps it is the 
role of government in redistributing societal wealth and providing 
aid to the less fortunate that matters: 

Hypothesis 6c: Quebecfrancophones who have more egali­

tarian views on redistribution of wealth will be more likely 

to suppo11 sovereignty than will those who have less egali­

tarian views. 

There is evidence that those who favour programs to redis­
tribute wealth are disproportionately pro-sovereignist. For exam­
ple, those opposed to cutting welfare are slightly more likely to 
favor sovereignty than are those who support such cuts . Likewise, 
analysis of a 1997 question shows that of those favouring tax cuts, 
only 47 per cent support sovereignty, whereas 59 per cent of those 
who answered that taxes should be increased or kept the same 
support sovereignty. On the other hand, there are no significant 
differences on support for sovereignty among those who responded 
to a 1997 question asking respondents to assess whether protect­
ing social programs was "very important," "somewhat important," 
or "not very important. " Younger Quebeckers are actually more 
likely than are older Quebeckers to agree that social programs that 
redistribute wealth, such as welfare, should be cut and are more 
likely to give lower assessments of the importance of social pro­
grams. Although it may be true that there is a long-term trend for 
Quebec society as a whole to move toward the left on issues of 
personal morality, a contrary trend may be taking place on issues 
of redistribution of wealth. In 1993 and 1997, 55 per cent and 59 
per cent, respectively, of those who agreed that government should 

39 Each of these questions shares the problem that there are at least two govern­
ments that Quebeckers may be considering when answering these questions. A 
sovereignist, for example, may favor a very expansive role for the government of 
Quebec and a minimal or nonexistent role for the Canadian federal government 
in Quebec's affairs. 
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do more to reduce the gap between the rich and the poor also 
supported sovereignty, whereas 47 per cent and 44 per cent of 
those who disagreed supported sovereignty. These differences are 
not statistically significant, and very few respondents disagree that 
this is a problem that justifies government intervention. In 1988, 
CES respondents were asked two questions about the relative fair­
ness of the distribution of wealth with regard to the working class. 
Of those who responded that working people "do not get their fair 
share," 54 per cent also support sovereignty, whereas only 35 per 
cent of those who responded that working people "get what they 
deserve" supported sovereignty. Similarly, of those responding that 
the wages of unskilled workers are "much too low," 49 per cent 
favored sovereignty as compared with only 30 per cent of those 
who answered that such wages are "about right." In both cases, 
however, the results are based on a small set of usable responses · 
and achieve only modest levels of statistical significance. In both 
cases, younger Quebeckers were more likely to give an egalitarian 
response than were older Quebeckers. 

Conclusion 
The hypotheses tested in this article are summarized in Table 7 
(see next page). Clearly, supporters of sovereignty can be differen­
tiated from opponents of sovereignty in the categories of religious/ 
moral values and political values. Quebeckers who have less strong 
religious beliefs and more permissive attitudes regarding moral is­
sues and locate themselves on the political left are considerably 
more likely than are other Quebeckers to support sovereignty. 
Weaker relationships are evident in the categories of ethnocen­
trism and postmaterialist values, as supporters of sovereignty do 
have a tendency to have less favourable views of English Canadi­
ans than do opponents of sovereignty, and there is a weak ten­
dency for those who have postmaterialist values to support sover­
eignty. Evidence regarding collective versus individual values re­
mains inconclusive. The hypothesis that Quebeckers who make 
political decisions based on the personalities of political leaders 
rather than on issues are more likely to support sovereignty re­
ceives no support. 

There is strong evidence that there is a value shift taking 
place in Quebec when it comes to religious/ moral issues as younger 
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Tahl~ 7: Summary of Hypotheses T~sted 

Category 
Hypothesis 

Ethnocentrism 

la : French des<.:ent 

lh: Negative views of (i) Immigrants 

(i i) Ahoriginals 

(i ii) Englbh Canadians 

Personality 

2: Decide based on ~rsonalities 

Religion/Moral Values 

3a: Less frequent church attendance 

3b: Permissive opinions on moral issues 

Collective vs. Individual Values 

4. Values group more than individual 

Postm.aterialism 

5: Posunateriali."it values 

Political Values 

6a: Locates self more toward political left 

6b: Favor large role for government 

6c:: Egalitarian I Favor.; social programs 

Relationship with: 

Support for Sovereignty 

Positiv~ (Weak) 

Negative (Weak) 

~gative (Weak) 

Positive (Weak) 

No Relationship 

Positive (Very Strong) 

Positive (Very Strong) 

Insufficiem EY"idence 

Positive (Weak) 

Positive (Very Strong) 

Positiv~ (Weak) 

Positive (Weak) 

GenerJtional Replacement 
Eff~ct 

Not a quesrion of values 

None 

None 

Increasing (Weak) 

Dedining 

Incrt:asing (V try Strong) 

Increasing (Very Strong) 

Declining 

Increasing (Weak) 

lncr~asing 

Declining (Weak) 

lncreasing (We3k) 

Quebeckers are far less likely to attend church, tend to have less 
traditional religious beliefs, and are much more likely to have per­
missive moral attitudes than are older Quebeckers. With regard to 
other categories, the trend is less clear. Younger Quebeckers do 
place themselves disproportionately on the political left but this 
seems to be a consequence of their attitudes on moral issues rather 
than because they have egalitarian attitudes regarding the distribu­
tion of wealth or because they have great faith in the Quebec 
government. Contrary to expectations , younger Quebeckers do not 
seem to be more postmaterialist than are older Quebeckers. Al­
though, in theory, possible combinations of values may be nearly 
infinite, only certain combinations of values are truly viable in so­
ciety because values must find reinforcement from other members 
of society, and, more generally, from the culture. Further research 
that delineates how relationships among values form value 
orientations in Quebec is needed. 
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Conceptualizing identity in terms of values does seem to be 
useful for understanding why different arguments for and against 
sovereignty appeal to some Quebeckers and not to others. There is 
strong evidence that a value-shift has taken place in Quebec be­
cause younger-age cohorts of Quebeckers tend to have values that 
are very different from the values held by older Quebeckers. What 
does generational change portend for the future of the sovereignty 
movement in Quebec? Clearly, time is removing one major obsta­
cle to a referendum victory: those Quebeckers born prior to 1940 
who have been generally hostile to the idea of separating from 
Canada. The reduction of such Quebeckers as a proportion of the 
electorate can explain much of the difference between the support 
for sovereignist options in the 1995 referendum versus the 1980 
referendum"0 It is as if the Par1i Quebecois built its house far from 
the ocean and has watched the value of its property increase stead­
ily as the tides have eroded the beach and have washed away 
those , such as the Union Nationale, who built their houses too 
close to the sea . Without question there are enough Quebeckers 
who are sufficiently receptive to sovereignty that Lucien Bouchard's 
famous "winning conditions" could materialize. Sovereignty is, 
however, not inevitable. The tide of generational change keeps 
coming in, and although the youngest generation of voters in Quebec 
is open to the idea of sovereignty, their values are not necessarily 
in sync with those traditionally associated with the PQ. The 
sovereignist movement needs to find arguments that will reach 
younger Quebeckers whose faith in nation-states and the power of 
politics to transform living conditions may be waning, or it risks 
becoming a victim of the tides itself. Thus far, it is not clear whether 
those younger Quebeckers who are attracted to Mario Dumont's 
Action democratique du Quebec (ADQ) are making a permanent 
break with Quebec's older panies. If they have turned to the ADQ 
because their interests have been ignored by the PQ and the PLQ 
when it comes to specific issues , such as labour laws that discrimi­
n~te against younger workers , or if they are frustrated by the lack 
of younger faces among the leaders of these parties, modest policy 
changes or an infusion of new faces may be all that is needed to 
win them back. On the other hand, if they truly share the ADQ's 

;o Drouilly, Independence 280. 
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hostility toward big government, they may be less receptive to 
sovereignist arguments. 

The traditional case for sovereignty is that the Quebec state 
needs to be able to act on behalf of Quebeckers without the con­
straints of the Canadian federal system undermining its ability to 
achieve its goals. This presupposes that the Quebec state has goals 
and that some large majority of the people of Quebec support 
these goals. A strong case can be made that the accomplishments 
of the Quebec state have transformed Quebec's society. From multi­
billion-dollar hydroelectric projects that have made cheap electric­
ity available to most Quebeckers, to sweeping language legislation 
that has safeguarded the future of French in Quebec, to more mod­
est programs that have nevertheless had real impacts on the lives 
of Quebeckers (such as five-dollar-a-day childcare), the Quebec 
state has been a highly relevant institution. Today 0999), it seems 
that the only goal of the current PQ ··government is sovereignty 
itself, and there is very iittle being said about how an independent 
Quebec state would make use of its sovereign powers to improve 
the lives of Quebeckers. Ongoing efforts to recast the rationale for 
sovereignty in an age of globalization have thus far failed to pro­
vide any new answers to the question of why sovereignty is neces­
sary. Arguments about how the government of Quebec needs sov­
ereignty so that. Quebec can be represented at international nego­
tiations are weak and reveal the depth of the dilemma that 
sovereignists face. Political leaders can ask people to take great 
risks and to make great sacrifices for the prospects of a better 
future or to preserve their language anJ culLure, but very few are 
willing to take risks so that a cabinet minister has the right to speak 
(and likely be ignored) at an international conference. Neverthe­
less, one must not forget that, among francophone Quebeckers, a 
majority supported sovereignty in 1995, a majority probably sup­
port sovereignty today, and fewer and fewer are simply so hostile 
to sovereignty that they cannot be converted to the cause. Further­
more , the Canadian government has done nothing to make re­
maining in Canada any more appealing to Quebeckers. The future 
of Quebec remains undecided. 


