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Support and Alienation visg-8-Vis the Political Community:

Attltudes Toward the Constitutional Options in Wales and Quebec

Introduction

- The celebrated resurgence of ethnie ldentity and the demand
forféthnic self-rule may be precursors of a new_world of smaller,
more homogeneous political communitles. Or they may be the last
gasb of parochial groups which have finally seen that they are
doomed in industrial soclety. Whatever thelr eventual results
wilill be, these moveﬁents now glve us an opportunity to see people
asking and answering the fundamental polltical question: "With
whom do I want to make my political community?"

We shall explore here some answers to thils question glven by
people in two places where the question 1is current: Wales and
Quebec. By seelng what kinds'of people prefer what alternatives,
we shall attempt to delineate conditions under which a redefinition

of a political community 1s likely.

Ethniec Territories

The phenomenon of ethnic territories (by which we mean geo-
graphically compact regions, with orﬂwithout any formallty or
authority, within staﬁés, having ethnic distributions cénsiderably
different from other reglons of those same states) is natural and
persistent. BEthnle groups tend to survive when large and compact,
and to disappear when small and dispersed., with the exception
of a few "mobilized diasporas”.l As the more assimilable groups

are absorbed into the majority, those on the peripheriles that are

less accessible remain differentiated, thus decreasing the over-all
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asgimliablliity and Increasing the over-all distinctiveness of the
ethnic group membzrs who are still distinet.2 The relationship
betweern ethnic assimllation and migration tends to rainforce this
territorial separatlion.

.Teﬁsion between taerritorial ethnic groups 1s just as natural
a3 thelr existence. Ethnle groups tend to be culturally different;

3

Indeed, some see this as the defining dlfference. Hence they
tend to value different things and prefer different pollcles. Further,
the members of ethnlc groups are usually easlily distingulished becausc
of racizl features, languags, dress, etc.; this meanz that when
resources ere scarce or scapegoats are sought and more or less
arbltrary socilal cleavages become sallent bages for allocatlon,
ethnic cleavages are likely to be fixed upon as the "prominent
golution”, especlally since they generally coincide in part with
economic and verritorial divisionms. Beyond this;’ethnic groups

tend to have less contact wlth each other, because of'language
differences and territorlal isolatlon, than do the sexes, . ecéndmic
classes, and raclal groups, for example, thus less opportunity

to resolve what tenslons arilse and ﬁq see them from each other's
polnt of view.a Ethnic tensions are likely to be exacerbated

in highly participant polities, where popular support is needed

by political offlce-~holders, because ethnic symbols and ethnic
grievances are among the most emotlon-provoking and hence support-
arcusiné of all. Finally, when the legitimacy of ethnic identity

is high, as it hag become in recent years, more people are willing

tc consider themselves members of ethnie groups in public and to

form ethnically homogenous coalitions in political competition.

Support, Alientatlon, and the Political Community

In 1ts by now classical conception, political support



is dilrected at three diflerent levels of polltical objects:
avtihorities, regime, and community. They are different levels,
rather than Just kinds, of objects because there is é certein
order in which disaffected citizens are expected to wilthdraw their
support ifrom these objects. The authorities caa lose considerable
support kefore the regime loses any; and the regime can ilose much
before the community does. Support for objects at these three
levels, in this view, would be digtributed according to the model
ef & Guitman Scale: a =itizen's support at each level would be a
nec@ssaryvbut not-sufficient'condition for hils support at the next
lowey lavel.

A country with one or more ethnic territories is a place where
this and other hypotheses about support for the political community
can be tested. Not only is the general level of inter-group tension.
likalﬁ}o:be high in such a counﬁrffor reagsons indicated above, but
- also the wilthdrawal of political support from the community ltself
is a possible and plausible kind of behavior. 'Unlike cther kinds
Ofvgrousz%ér:izoriaily compact ethnle groups within a larger state
can consider that they have real alternatives in the cholcece not only
among rulers and rules, but also among definitions of membership

in the polity.>

Having at least two alternative political communi-
ties t¢ think about, members of an ethnic terriftory will tend to
have meaningful ideas about the question. Thelr attitudes toward
their present political community(s) will have poliey implications,
not just greater or lesser correspondence to a symbolic¢ norm. And
if the ethnic territory has enough of a political 1life of its own,
its memrbers will be making frequent cholces in theilr everyday

political behavior, supporting one, both, or neither cf the communi-~

tles in quesition.



Two Ethnic Terrlicrleg

Walaes 2nd Juebec are ethnie territorlies conguersd mililtarily

by Engiand'iﬁ the 16th and 18th centurles, respectively, and stlll
inhablited largely by people who perceive themselves and are perceived
by othars as ethnically discvinct. The Welsh and the French Canadians
(or Québécols) differ from the other ethnic groups of Great Britain
and Cenada 1n gseveral ways; language, religion, and group ldentity
are the paramount ones. In each territory, there is a widespread
éonaérm abous economlce dependence and inequalityf English control

of the means of production, Engiish occupancy of the highest posltion:
in the economy, and 2z territdrial economy that 1s édmpanativelyi

poor and un-self-sufficlent. In each, there is alsoc a fear that the
.cultural fea@ures of the territorial ethnic group~~iﬁ<particulér5

‘th@ Welish and the French Janguagés~—will continue their downward
sliide toward extinction. And in each territory the existing cons-
titutional arrangements are belng called into question by those who
would rather see the ethnle terrltory controlling more of its own
destiny. But there is &isagreement as to the economic effects of
changes in the relationshipz between the two communlties, e.g.
wether complete separation would ruin or revive the territorial
eConomy . -

The countries'dominant groups have responded to this unrest

in similar patterns. An early fashionable denlgration of the
terriiorial ethnlc group has slowly glven way to a more plurallst

ideology which recognizes the group;s vaiue, its right to equality,

its need for some 3pecial home-rule powers, and a justification

for measures aimed at group preservation. This ideology, however,

is not absclute, not close to universally accepted by the authorities

and citizens, and not yet sxtensively implemented in new constlitutlon:z.:
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arrangzments. Poliltical concessions have been given to the terrl-
tory in hoth - cases; Walies has more representatives in the House
of Commeng than does England on a per capita basis, and the Canadian
party system in practlce operates similarly to amplify thehvoice'
of the French Csanadiang, at least when the Llberal Party is 1n power.

The most siriking difference between Wales and Quebec in this
context is that Wales haes been far more subordinated to British

control and assimilatory pressure thaqfias Quebec to Canadian.

While England imposed a system of compulsory education through the
English language on all of Wales, which only now is beginniﬁg to be
relared, Quebec has alweays had a parochial school and university

" system operating from top to bottom in French. The initial centurles
of British rule in Wales revealed an English elite desirevto exter-
minate everything Welsh, while protections for the French Canadlan
culturs have been a part of the Quebec modus vivendl since the
cerquest, and especlally since the latest constitutional arrangement,
the . confederation of 1867. While the Welsh elite went to
vniversity in England and became Enélish in language, religlon,
culturs, and orientations, the French Canadian elite (chiefly the
priesthood) kept the population Catholic, FfenChwspeaking, and
fertils, to guard the integrity and in fact the expansilon of the
ethnic group. Quebec has its cwn provincial government with subs-
tantial poweis, while Wales has no jurisdiction, representative

body, or selfmgoverning authorlty,of.any kind. In view of these
differ@ﬁces in poliey, it is not suﬁprising that 88 percent of the
populatlon of Quebec can spesak Frenéh, while only about 37 percent
of the population of Wales can speaﬁ Welsh.6 It is azlso understand-
able that the British government 13 considering some devolution of

power while the Canadlan government is trying to stop or even reverze
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the moveansnt btoward decentralizatioﬁ.7

Ths Constitutloral Options

1% 1s convenient and common to sum- up the policies toward an

ethnic territory, or rasponses by the territorisl ethnle group,

dichotonously: equality versus inequality; assimilationism versus
echnic nationalism.g Evbnic politics are often seern as inherently
noncompromisabl&, unlike aconomic politics.9 Yet this view, in its
extreme form, 1z an oversimplification due to a lack of imagination.
Thare are degrees of insquality, assimilation, and independence.
Ethnic¢ policies can be graduated in many ways. When ﬁhe nature of
the ethnie problem limits compromise (as in language policy), ethnic
arnd nonethnic polipies may be tied together invpackagesjtb provide
ncnethnice compensatlions for ethnie deprivations.lol ”
In the case of the alternatives among political~communitiess
there are likewlse several optiéns, The cholice 18 not 6hly whilch

commurlty one will join, for one can be a member of more than one

at a time. As soon as %this is understood, the question becomes one

ef aliocating: legitimacy and authority among competing éommunitiesa
For scmeone in Quebec, the principal communities that come into
conslceration are Quebec and Canada, although the United;States is

oceasionally discussed, out of fear by some and out of hope by

others., in Wales the salient communitiles are Wales, the ‘United

Kingdcm, and the EufOpean Gommunities,.11

-
1

_Ee have chosen to focus on a set of options 1nvoi&iné the

rrelatiéhship between two political communities: that of the ethnic

territory and that of the gtate of which it 1s a part. In;each casza,
we rank-order the options according to how much authority 1s given

te the sthnic territory at the expense of the central state.




Conceptually, full integration of the territory into the central
state with no formal recognition of the territory would be one end
of this scale. and complete independence of the the territory as

a soverelgn menber of the international community would be the
othar end. Operationally, the two ends and the points between them
depend on the deta we have about Welsh and Quebec citizens'

preferences among the options, which we shall now describe.

The Dat.a and the Variables

The data for the study are the results of two opinion surveys.
One was conducted in Wales in 1971-72 by the second author and a
number of local 1nte?v;ewers. They interviewed 417 pérsoné, equally
divided between a northern rural constituency (South Caernarvonshire)
and a southern urban one (North Cardiff). Wlithin each constituency,
the respondents (plus about 90 nonrepondents) constituted'q.random
sample‘of the adult population. Although the whole of Wales was
not sampled, the two sampiing arees were chosen becsuse of their
general similarity to most of Norphernland‘Southern Wales, respec-
t.ivelj..l2 ' | |

The other survey was conducted in Quebec in 1965 by the Groupe
dg recherches sociales for the Royal'Cammission on Bllinguallam and
and Bleulturalism. A tétal of 1613 persons were interviewed, selected
'at random from the adult population of Quebec by a complicated
multi-stage atratifled area random sampling procedure.13 In this
procedure, persons having non—Ffénch last names were deliberately

over—represented by about 300 percent UC insure that a significant

number of non-French Canadians would appear in the sample. The
Quebec survey was an integral parf of a survey being conducted

throughout Canada.
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In each survey, we have selected three questions on which to

vase vhe construction of our scale of constitutional optlons. The

first two questlions in the Welsh survey ask for reactlons %to state-

ments:

Some people think 1t would be a good ldea 1if

the authorities 1n Wales were given more power

to make govermment declsions. Do you. . .

5. strongly égree b, agree 3. depends

2. disagree 1, strongly dlsagree

Some people think 1t would be a good ldea if Wales
had its own government, completely separate from
Angland. Do you. . .

5. strongly agree 4. agree 3. depends

2. dilsagree 1. strongly disagree

The third asks:

30.

Which of the followlng would you like to see
happen.

. Wales become a sSeparate country.

. Wales have a reglonal goverment like
Northern Ireland.

2. Wales stay the same.

1 Wales become morﬁ integrated into the

United Kingdom.

(U

In the Quebec survey, the function of Welsh questions 7

and © 30 is performed by a single question:

3--69.

(GIVE CARD "E" TO RESPONDENT)
Which solution do you prefer concerning the
political future of the province of Quebec?

1l___That Quebec separates from the rest
~of Canada

2__ _That the federal government have more
T control over Quebec than it has now

3_.__That the federal government have less
control over Quebec than it has now

4 _That the position of the province of
“Quebec in Confederation remain the
same as 1t is now .

5____Other solution (Specify which solution:

6__ _Undecided or depends



7 NDoés not know

8 Treat Quebec as other provinces

The Quebec survey included two questions, hoWever, on separetism:

3-7H, There are people who suggest that the province
of Quebec separate from the rest of Canada
to form an independent country whille other
people oppose this. Personally, are you
for or against the separation of Quebec
from the rest of Canada?

1___For (Go to Q. 3-T76)
2___Against (Go to Q. 3-76).

5 __ _Undecided

375, Perhaps you are not decided, but 1f you had
to take a decision, would you be inclined
to favor the separation of Quebec from the

rest of Canada?
Yes

1
2___No
g Does not know

—
.

B )

_Refuses to answer

—

Using these questlons, we have constructed scales containing
five opticns in Wales and faur options in Canada. The Welsh
options and the criterla for saying that a given respondent adbeY?J
to one of them are:

1. Centralization: 1l or 2 on Q. 7 and 1 or 2
on Q. 8 and 1 on Q. 30.

2. Status quo: 1 or 2on Q. 7 and 1 or 2 on
Q. 8 and 2 on Q. 30.

3. Decentralization: %4 or Son Q. 7 and 1 or
2on Q. 8 and 2 on Q. 30.

4, Autonomy: 4 or 5onQ. 7and 1 or 2 on Q.
8 and 3 on Q. 30.

5. Separation: 4 or 5on Q. 7 and 4 or 5 on
Q. 8 and 47on Q. 30.-

The Quebec options are:

1. Centralization: 2 on Q. 3-69 and 2 on Q.
3-74 and not-1 on Q. 3-75.
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2. Stetus quo: U on Q. 3-69 and 2 on Q. 3-T7i
end not--1 on Q. 3-75.

Cecentrallization: 3 on Q. 3-69 and ((2 on Q.
3-74 and not~1 on Q. 3-75) or (5 on Q. 3-T4
and 2 on Q. 3-75)).

b, Separation: 1 on Q. 3-69 and ({1 on Q. 3-74
and not-2 on Q. 3-75) or (5 on Q. 3-T4 and
lon @. 3-75)).

LEN]

In both cases, not every respondent_fulfilled the conditions for
adherence to one of the optionév Tﬂe remalning respondents were
divided into two categories, 1abe1ea "unclear" and "inconsistent'.
The unclears were excluded because of "don't know" or "it depends"
answers; the inconsistents were excluded because of responses

on the three questions that contradicted each other.

Cholces omong tha2 Optlons

Now that we have delineated the options, we can test some
hypotheses about the kinds of peoplé that choose them. It 1shworth
remembering that the Welsh and the Quebec options are not difectly
comprable In tefms of cbnstitutionalvarrangements} for example,
"autonomj" in Wales might result in a situation describable as
"status quo" in Quebec; But both éets of optlons can be viewed as
similarvordinal variables, and thelr last categories, "sepafation",

are similar in meaning.

Hypothesis 1. Resildents of an ethnic territory who belong to
the territorlial ethnic group wili tend to be closer to the sepafatist
end of the constitutiohal options scaie than those who reside in
the territory but do not belong to the territorial e;hnic group.

Thiz 1s to be expccted because people commonly prefer to belong
to é majority, becausé economic discrimination'against the sthnic

_tsrritory is usually accompanied by.int ra-territorial diserimination
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agaiast members of the territorial ethnic group, and because
one purnose of givling more authority to the territorial community
1s to provect ite ethnile culture, which is of more concern to
the members of that group than to their non-member co-residents.

The nypotnesls is confirmed by the data from both surveys.
If we consider geif-ldentification as the criterlon of ethnic
group memberzhip. we see in Pables 1 and 2 that members of terri-
torial =thnle zroup are more likely to ehdorse separation than
those whose ecnnic ldentlty relates them to the central state.
Likewisé, members of the central ethnlc group are more likely to
prefer centralization than members of the territorlal ethnlc group.

Begides confirming the hypothesls, the tables seem to reveal
a startiing difference between Wales and Quebec: a concentration
of members of ths territorial ethnlc group much closer to the
separatist end of the scale in Wales than in Quebec. While elghteen
times more ethnic Welsh support separatiem than centralization,
mény more French Canadlans support centrallzation than separatism.
It does not seem likely that the results would have been very dif-
ferent if the two surveys had been conducted at the same time, for
separatism dld not gain much support among French Canadlans between
1965 and 1971“15 Yet much of the difference may still be arti-
factual. If the survey in Canada had been, comprably to the Welsh
survey, confined to Quebec and to topics of concern in Quebec,
using Québécois rather than Canadian terminology, respondents would
probably have felt fewer inhibitlons against glving separatist
responses,ls Still, . this characteristic of the Canadian survey
should have influenced the responses of English and French Canadian
respondents aﬁproximately equally, and, if so, we are still faced

with a major difference between Wales and Quebec at the centralizing
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end of the scale., In Weles, members of the central ethnic group
are fifteen “imes more llkely then members of the territorial
ethniec group vo favor certralization; in Quebec the ratio is less
than two to ons.

Hypothesis 2. Memhers of a territorlial ethnic group who

percelve that the territcry or ethnic.group is treated unfairly
by the central government or by the central ethnic group wiil tend
to be closer to the separatist end of the constitutional options
scale than those perceiving falr treatment. Thislis expected because
the perception o discriminatlon i3 likely to lead to elther of two
conclusions: {a} separation will improve our welfare; (b) separation
will fr=e us fron ineguallty and degralation, even 1f 1t does not
improve our &bzo:ute welf:zre.

To test thle hypothesis for the Welsh, we have first constructed
a varilable bzsed on fwo questions, one déaling with how the British
government treats Wales and the other wlth whether there is Job
discrimination agalnst Welshmen in favor of the English in . Wales.
Among respondents belonging to the territorial ethnic group, Table
3 shows that those percelving both kinds of anti-Welsh discrimination
are more concentrated af the separatist end than those per-
celving neithef type, although so few perceive both kinds of disecri-
mination that the associatlon 1s not very significant, statistically.
because indefinite answers tc these questions were irreversibly
coded icdentically with definite perceptions of equal treatment, we
have also constructed a more stringent variable that includes a third
question as wall. This one asks whether the English have been trying
to get too much power in Wales, and "don't know" answers are coded
separat.eily. Table # compares those who consistently perceive English

or British blas agalnst Wales and the Welsh with those who consistently

o Ly 6
ke ?
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fall to percelve 1t on these three questions. The former are so
much more likely to be separatists than the latter that, in spite
of thelr small numbers, the resulting relationship 1s highly signi-
flcant in statistical terms. It 1is notable that all of the nine
persons perceiving all three kinds of anti-Welsh bias and having
a clear position on the constitutional optioné want more power for
Wales, and s1x of the nine want total separationﬁ'

For Quebec We have also constructed two variables, trying to
make them comé%able with the Welsh ones. The Quebec questionnailre
contains three questions paraliel to those used in VWales, but two
of them refer to discrimination in the context of Canada rathsr than
the ethnle territory. The only directly comprable cguestlon asks
whether the federal government takes as much care of the interests
of Quebec as of the other provinces. vSince the "den't know" problem
does not exist for this survey, we can beglin by relatlng the cons-~
titutional options scale to this question alone. 1In Table 5 we see
the hypothesized relation; the worse a respondent believég the federal
government treatS Quebec, the closer to the separatist end of the
scale he or she 1s likely to be. For the sake of comparison we can
add a second qUestion to the variable, this one dealing with job
diserimination, remembering, however, that the guestion asks which
group gets the best jobs in Canada, not in the ethiule tefrifory. The
hypothesis holds once again, as shown in Table 6:

Hypothesis 3. lMembers of a territorisl ethnic groupr who have

more concern for the preservation of the culture of that group will
tend to be closer to the separatist end of the corstituiional options
g8cale than those with less concern. Ve expect to find this relation-
ship because 2 state controlled by an ethnie group is gensrally viewasd

as a better guarantor of that group's cultural przservatior than a
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state in which the groun is merely a minority.
L
' i the b o questions lend themsalves

this hynothesis. PBoith ask about the Walsh

. language:  the one, whether it 1s lmportant ©o presevve the lan-

I

)

)
guage, &nd toe other, whether the present effortz for lts preser-
vation sre enough. Asg Table 7 shows, the hypothesis is confirmed,

with separatism twlce ag common among those who are concerned and

dissatisfled with the eflorts to preserve the language as awmong

thoze who avs not concerned and think that exlsting efforts are
enouglh.

For the Qusbec respondents the avallable guestion deals with
the French Canadian way of life, rather than just with language.
:he-cu@$tion offered twe posltive luefnqtiv es: lkeeping thelr way
of 1ife wersus living "more like the rest of Canadians”q Aithough
a rnumber of intermediate answers were recorded (e.g. both), most
respondents chose one of the polar opposites. We show in Table 8
how these are associated with the constltutional options scale.

E-3
X

Withln sach cpinion group, more respondents opt for the status quo
than any other solution, but the distributions are substantlally
different in the predicted dlrectlon. Those wanting French cultural
preservation are more than twice as likely to be separatists and
less than half as likely to be centralizers as are those preferring

that Prench Canadians live more llke other Canadlans.

Eypothesis 4. Members of a territorial ethnlc group who have

»

bot h the materisalistic and the culLu"al attitudes hypothesized
above to be conduelve to separatism willl tend to be closer to the
geparatist end of the constitutional options scale than those

having only one of these kiands of attitude, and those having neither
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kind will be <losest of all to the centralizing end; but among
those iaving Jjust one such attitude, the distribution of constitu-
tional prefer=snces wlll ope more separatist when only the cultural
attitude is present thaan when only the materlialistic one 1s. The
first »art of this hypcthesls is based on a simple expectation of
curulasivity. The second part is based on the suppositlon that
cultural preservatiion 13 a clearer ratiorale for separatism than
economic galn. A widespread belief in economies of scale in modern
indust-ial sociletles 1s expected to cause many persons to feel that
secesslon by a small part of a large country wlll lnevitably
hurt tae seceding territory in material terms, and that this will
be the "price”" pald for cultural autonomy and survival, which 1is
seen &35 the only indisputeble benefit of separation.

To test thils hypothesis in Wales, the constitutlonal options
scale s related simultaneously to the perception of ethno-territorial
discriminatiorn and to concern for the preservation of the language.
In Tablies 9 and 10, these two concepts are represented by a single
question each, btecause otherwise the number of cases becomes
mingsciile. The questlcas are comblned into a single varlable,
whose ~values are ordered according to the expected distribution of
constitutional oplnions. The respondents in the leftmost column
should have the most separatist opinions, and those at the right
the most centralizing opinions. The materlalistic component of_this
variabte 1s discrimination against Welsh job seekers in Table 9,

and th2 treatment of Wales by the government in Table 10. In both
tables essentially the hypothesized relationship is seen. A

comparison of the two mlddle columns in either table confirms that

people whose cultural-preservation attitudes incline them in one
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directlicn, while their material-benefit attitudes push them in
the other, more often go with the former than the latter. The
strength of this assoclation is about the same as the over-all
relationship in each table (T¢=—»258; p=.025 in Table 9: 1 ,=-.303,
p=.014 in’Table 10). Both halves of hypothesis 4 are therefore
comfirmed; the cultural motlvatlion for separatism appears to

dominate the materlalistic one as strongly as the double motivation

 dominates a single one.

The results of simllar tests of the hypothesis for Quebec
are shown in Tables 11 and 12. The over-all relationship is
similar, but the disparity between the two motivations for separa-
tism 1s not as great as in Wales. In Quebec, when we look only
at the two middle columns, the strength of assoclatlon drops for
each table (tp=-.156, p=.055 in Table 11; t,=-.136, p=.045 in
Table 12). The greatest difference between the cross-pressured
respondents 1ln Quebec is 1in thelr support for centralization,
which is much more common among those who are only culturally
than those who are only economically sangulne about 1t.

Hypothesis 5. Members of a territorial ethnic group will tend

to be closer to the separatist end of the constitutional scale
insofar- as the%éonform more to the "post-industrial" type, 4.e.
occgeyb— professional roles, live in or near cities, and are free
of personal material anxlety. This hypothesis rests on the notion
that ethnic concerns in highly industrialized societles such as
the United Kingdom and Canada are a result of the satisfaction

of material needs rather than their dissatisfaction. This appli-
cation to ethnicity of the thesils of post-industrial value change
18

can be iound most recently in a paper by Jeffrey A. Ross.

Opposing this hypothesis 1s what Hechter calls the '"reactive theory



of etunls changs”,™ "

17.
19 1n which ethnlcity, never dying out 1n modern
socleties, owes 1tes persistence to the continued "cultural divislon
of labor’, i1.e. ethnic discrimination. The former thedry views
ethnle solidarity as awakened by indulgence; the latter sees it
reacting to deprivatlion. If the argument for our previous hypothesis
is correct, then echnie solidarity which dces emerge froa discri-
minatlon willl not necessarily turn into separatlsm, because of
the fear that separation would worsen one's already precarious
material condition. If only those who are willing to pay an eco-
nomlic price for culfural sovereignty move toward the separatist
end of the s¢ale, the: the "post -industrial man' would appear the
most likely scclial Lype to be found there.

In random-sample surveys few such persons éurn up. SO our
abllity Lo test this hypothesis must be questioﬁed. In Wales the
elght-level scale used to ccde respondents' occ&pationg has a
1o of ~C.19 (p=0.003) when assoclated with the constitutional
options scale, supporting the hypothesis. The rural-urtan (i.e.
North~Scuth) cleavage, howevar, which descriptions of Wales include
as of fundamental 1lmportance, has no significant association with
the scalz. Nor does income. The occupational relationship be-
comes strongsr and more signlficant among the rural respondents,
and loses 1ts significance among urban ones.

The hypothesis recelves some more support from the Quebec
data. The survey provides occupational information only for males;
here the association between oecupation, in a nine-level classi-

flcatlor, and the constitutional options scale 1s 1n the hypothesized
directicn (1¢:~0.13) and statistically significant (p=0.02).
An urban-rural assoclation also exists, showlng in particular that

separatism is largely an urban phenomenon, even more than other polls
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have indicated (see Table 13). Although there are many'noéjfespOnsesy

income is 2lso significantly assoclated with the scale in the
hypothesized direction (1e=0.13; p=0.001). Education, measured in
the number of years one has attended school, 1s similarly related

{1e=0.1L, p(n.0001).

Conclusion !

The amount of sctual authority possessed by Quebec is far greater
than that of Wales. The amount of authority desired by the citizens
of Quebec, on the contrary, appears considerably less, on the average,
than the amount wanted by the people of Wales. Notwithstanding
these differences, the same kinds of people in both territories tend
to support the same relative positions on the question of how much
authority the terﬁitnfye— should have and how much aunthorliiy the
central state should have.

The first major simlilarity is that ethnicity 1s a most important
predictor of the constitutional options that a person will ¢onsider
and adopt. 1In spite of the efforts of many separatist leaders to
stress territorial rather than ethnlce grievances, and to assure
members of the central ethnic group that they would bezéafe and
welcome minoritz;a in a separate stategzo 1identification with the
territorial ethnic group is a virtual prerequisite of territorial
separatism. Turthermore, this is not merely a result of the fact
that we have chosen to define athnic membership in subjective
terms. Granted that the atatement, "I think of myselif as Welsh
more than British", might be a reflection rather thany cguse of
separatist sentiment, we sti ]l find that the assoclatlon between
the constitutional optlons scale and‘ethnicity 1s strong--—-zlmost

equally strong---when ethnicity 1s defined objectively. Since in Wales
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(unlike Quebec) there is a substantial non-overlap between the
two, we shall show this for Wales, where the possibility of dis-
conf irmation is greater. We present in Table 14 the result of

substlituting objective for subjective ethnlecity in Table 1.21
Within the territorial ethnic group, we have found that the

centrallzation~separatism scale is related to both economic
grievances and concern for the preservatlon of the ethnle culture.
In both countries, it 1s persons with both these concerns who are
llkely to be closest to the separatist end of the scale, and persons
wlith neilther concern who are likely to be most centralist. In both
countrles those who are cross-pressured, havihg only one of these
grievances, have a tendency to choose a constitutlonal option

that conforms to their feelings about cultural preservation rather
than economic discrimination. This, we have proposed, might be
explained by the belief that separation i1s a sure aid to cultural
preservation but an unsuvre source of material prosperity.

Does all this add up to conflrmation of the thesis that ethnlc
politicization appeals primarlily to post-indusirial man? Our
findings support the notion that people who have moved far in the
post-industrial direction are somewhat more separatist on the average
than everyone elsé; but they by no means have a monOpo;y on
separatism. A small number of post-industrials may lead separatist
movements, but thelr broad appeal extends to a large proportion of
those in the territorial ethnic grqup who see the existing arrange-
ments as discriminatory and as a threat to the culture, hence the

persistence, of the ethnic group 1tself.22
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