
contrecarrée par des efforts d’unification symbolique des classes dominées, à travers des orga-
nisations et des mobilisations politiques (78–79). Lordon se propose, de son côté, d’approfondir
la problématique bourdieusienne du consentement des groupes dominés à leur propre domi-
nation, en mobilisant le structuralisme des passions, un cadre théorique d’inspiration spinoziste
que l’économiste a développé dans ses propres travaux (88).

L’intervention de Didier Éribon, sociologue et philosophe, se concentre sur la question du
droit à la parole et du partage des voix–plus précisément, comment peut-on donner accès à la
parole à ceux et celles qui ne parlent pas et qu’on n’entend pas, qui n’ont pas intégré les dis-
positions qui leur permettraient de prendre pleinement part à la discussion publique? Éribon
nous invite alors à appliquer la méthode bourdieusienne, en identifiant d’une part les rouages
cachés de la domination et en maintenant d’autre part une attention soutenue aux personnes
exclues par ces mêmes rouages (118). Finalement, l’écrivain Pierre Bergounioux offre une
esquisse biographique de Bourdieu, en montrant comment son œuvre et sa vie, marquées
toutes deux par l’expérience de la domination sociale et de la relégation géographique, se
répondaient mutuellement (152).

En réunissant des auteurs et autrices provenant de plusieurs champs et en abordant une
multitude d’objets, l’ouvrage édité par Louis démontre bien l’ampleur et la richesse du pro-
pos bourdieusien, tout en constituant une référence utile pour aborder ce que nous pourrions
appeler une nouvelle pensée critique française, animée notamment par Éribon, Lagasnerie et
Louis. On reconnaît effectivement dans l’œuvre de ces trois auteurs une sensibilité partagée
pour la formation et la reproduction des identités personnelles et collectives, ainsi que des
inégalités de classe, de genre et de race, le rapport à soi et son interaction avec les verdicts
sociaux, la centralité de notions telles que la honte et la violence symbolique pour compren-
dre l’expérience des personnes et des communautés marginalisées et ainsi de suite. En pui-
sant à la fois dans Bourdieu, Foucault et les théories du genre, ces auteurs proposent une
analyse combative du monde social qui, en mettant l’accent sur les effets durables et
étendus des inégalités et de la domination, correspond bien aux prémisses et visées du projet
bourdieusien.

The National Question and Electoral Politics in Quebec and Scotland

Éric Bélanger, Richard Nadeau, Ailsa Henderson and Eve Hepburn,
Montreal and Kingston: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 2018, pp. 304.

Eric Guntermann, University of California, Berkeley

In The National Question, Éric Bélanger, Richard Nadeau, Ailsa Henderson and Eve Hepburn,
leading experts on the politics of Quebec and Scotland, explore how the national question influ-
ences the behaviours of parties and voters in these regions. Their book is the first comparative
study of these regions that directly compares the behaviours of parties and voters with respect
to the national question.

They conduct in-depth analyses of both types of actors’ behaviours in the 2011 Canadian
federal election, the 2014 Quebec provincial election, the 2010 United Kingdom national
election and the 2011 Scottish regional election. They do so using data from party manifes-
tos, semistructured interviews with party elites and survey data from each election.

The authors’ main argument is that the national question—which consists of debates over
the political status of each region, as well as the protection and promotion of each region’s
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identity and interests (100)—is not merely a niche issue but is instead a mainstream issue at the
substate level. They contend that it is, in fact, the primary dimension underlying political com-
petition at that level.

Furthermore, they assert that the national question is composed of three separate dimen-
sions: the debate over each region’s constitutional status, the affirmation of its identity and
the defense of its regional interests. They argue that the first dimension represents a positional
issue, while the second and third are valence issues. Constitutional options in each region
divide parties and the public. However, all are united in the affirmation of the regional identity
and the defence of regional interests.

While each party adopts a particular position in the constitutional debate, parties
compete to appear as the strongest defender of regional identity and interests. They do so
to win votes from the large majorities of voters who consider these aspects of the national
question important.

The biggest strengths of the book are its parallel focus on parties and voters and the com-
parison it offers between Quebec and Scotland. This approach allows the authors to show how
parties and voters in each region deal with the different dimensions of nationalism. It allows
them to show, for example, that parties at the sub-state level in both Quebec and Scotland
focus on promoting the regional identity and interests. It also allows them to show that the
national issue plays a key role in structuring voting behaviour in Quebec, which is much
less the case in Scotland.

The authors’ analyses have major implications for parties’ electoral strategies. The
pro-independence positions adopted by the Parti Québécois and the Scottish Nationalist
Party are supported by minorities of voters in their respective regions. Those parties, conse-
quently, adopt appeals to the regional identity and interests—dimensions of the national ques-
tion that they own—to receive support from more moderate voters who oppose secession.
Moreover, since overwhelming majorities of Quebecers and Scots believe in promoting regional
identity and interests, non-secessionist parties also seek to promote regional identity and inter-
ests to gain support from voters.

While The National Question makes a major contribution to the study of both party and
voter behaviour in the context of regional nationalism, it disappointingly fails to make the
connection between the two. Party positions and voting behaviour are discussed in separate
chapters, and no empirical connection is made between them. It would have been interesting
to explore variation over time in the parties’ positions, as well as the parties’ attention to the
different aspects of the national question, and to observe how such changes impact the
weight of related attitudes on vote choice. At the beginning of the introduction, the authors
state that the relationship between parties and voters is “reciprocal” (4). Readers are thus led
to expect a clearer connection between the behaviour of citizens and parties.

There are also some minor methodological issues in the interpretation of the results of the
authors’ analyses. In several parts of the book, they interpret regression coefficients on variables
that should not be interpreted. These include the effects of variables that are not significant and
the coefficients on variables controlling for variables that come later in the causal sequence.
The authors notably interpret demographic variables in models controlling for variables
such as ideology and cynicism. In such models, the non-demographic variables constitute
“bad controls”, and thus coefficients on demographics should not be interpreted.

Overall, The National Question is an impressive comparison of the electoral politics of the
national question in Quebec and Scotland. It provides in-depth analyses of the extent to which
the varied facets of this question have permeated party positions and citizens’ voting behaviour
in both regions. It is an essential read for anyone who is interested in either region or in other
cases of sub-state nationalism.
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