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Abstract 

This paper explores the topics of state surveillance and democratic participation. It 

examines how targeted surveillance—backed by the implicit threat of state violence—shapes the 

behaviour and sense of identity of Canadian activists who express dissent to dominant economic, 

technological, or cultural modes. In particular, the project focuses on members of the 

environmental movement who have, in legally permissible ways, expressed opposition to critical 

infrastructure (CI) projects such as pipelines or dams. 

In Canada, among other nations, the inclusion of CI protection in national security 

priorities has enabled the surveillance of such environmental activists, treating them as a 

potential threat. Knowledge of state-sanctioned surveillance has become widespread, reinforcing 

the need for even law-abiding CI opponents to locate themselves within the discourse of this 

exercise and reinforcement of state power and the categories it implies. 

My research, then, seeks to determine what influence, if any, targeted state surveillance 

has on the identity performance of law-abiding environmental activists in Canada. 

Through a critical discourse analysis of such activists’ interview responses, the project 

investigates how the surveillance context has influenced the way activists understand and discuss 

lawful expressions of dissent and their own role in society. 
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“Fear promotes the status quo”: 

Surveillance discourses and environmental activism in Canada 

This thesis project examines how targeted surveillance—backed by the implicit threat of 

state violence—shapes the behaviour and sense of identity of activists who express dissent to 

Canada’s dominant economic, technological, or cultural modes. In particular, the project focuses 

on environmental activists who have, in legally permissible ways, expressed opposition to 

critical infrastructure (CI) projects such as new or expanded pipelines. 

In Canada, among other nations, the category of CI protection has enabled the 

surveillance of such environmental activists, imagining them as a threat to national security 

(Monaghan & Walby, 2017). Such an imagining was notably exemplified when, in 2014, 

documents obtained under the Access to Information Act revealed that the Canadian Security 

Intelligence Service (CSIS) and the Royal Canadian Mounted Police (RCMP) had covertly 

monitored the activities of several groups that had expressed opposition to pipeline projects. Tim 

O'Neil, Senior Criminal Intelligence Research Specialist with the RCMP, noted that the groups 

surveilled did not appear to pose a threat, but nevertheless committed to “monitor all aspects of 

the anti-petroleum industry movement to identify criminal activity” (Millar, 2013). In this case, 

among others, Canadian CI opponents drew the attention of policing authorities despite obeying 

the law and demonstrating no intent to engage in criminal activity. Notably, at the time of this 

writing, Canadians still do not know whether CSIS or the RCMP were or will be sanctioned for 

these activities. The BC Civil Liberties Association filed complaints with the oversight bodies 

for both organizations (BC Civil Liberties Association, 2014a; BC Civil Liberties Association, 
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2014b), but the oversight body for CSIS has kept its hearings secret (Connolly, 2017), and the 

body overseeing the RCMP has yet to release its investigation report to the public. 

Knowledge of recent and historical instances of state-sanctioned surveillance of law-

abiding activist groups has become widespread—having been raised in Parliament (e.g. Angus, 

2017) and covered over many years by mainstream media outlets (e.g. Connolly, 2017; 

Bronskill, 2015; McCarthy, 2013)—reinforcing the need for environmental activists to locate 

themselves within the discourse of this exercise and reinforcement of state power. This discourse 

surely affects how law-abiding activists understand and discuss their role in society (cf. 

Cunningham & Noakes, 2008; Starr, Fernandez, Amster, Wood, & Caro, 2008; O'Brien, 2015; 

Raab, 2014); their performance as opponents of CI projects must adapt to the context of 

surveillance, as it is a part of the broader context in which they seek to advance environmental 

values and actions and hold decision-makers to account. 

My research, then, seeks to answer the question: What is the influence, if any, of targeted 

state surveillance on the identity performance of law-abiding environmental activists in Canada? 

Through a critical discourse analysis of these activists’ interview responses, the project 

investigates how the surveillance context has influenced the way law-abiding activists 

understand and discuss expressions of dissent and their own role in society—their alignment 

with the discursive category of ‘environmental activist’ as influenced by the regulatory/legal, 

administrative, and policing discourses emerging from the state-sanctioned surveillance of CI 

opponents. The analysis examines the linguistic and rhetorical structures of interview responses; 

identifies dominant, contradictory, and excluded ideas; identifies how participants locate 

themselves; and examines social, cultural, and historical contexts. In doing so, this research 
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seeks to contribute to a better understanding of how state surveillance might influence the health 

and qualities of democratic expression in Canada, and to shed light on how such expression 

might be need to be strengthened or better protected.  

Focus 

This thesis project uses terms such as ‘environmental movement’ and ‘collective identity’ 

somewhat broadly, as it is primarily interested in discursive categories relating to environmental 

movement identities—that is, how individuals position themselves in relation to discourses of 

activism and how those discourses regulate behaviour and identity (cf. Hall, 2001). In addition, 

when this paper discusses environmental ‘activists’ or ‘activism,’ it refers to a subset of activists  

who, due to environmental concerns, have engaged in lawful expressions of dissent to state or 

corporate plans, activities, policies, or practices (cf. Rootes, 2008).  

While there are many forms of environmental activism that do not privilege lawful 

expression—or which might reject the liberal democratic norms or authorities that determine 

what forms of expression are recognized as acceptable or worthy—this project focuses more 

narrowly on law-abiding environmental activists for three principal reasons: For one, in a liberal 

democracy such as Canada, the state ought to be accepting of expressions dissent as long as they 

fit within a framework of legally or judicially recognized civil liberties. However, as exemplified 

by the 2014 case described above, Canada’s CI securitization practices have demonstrated a 

conflation of lawful expression with criminal or extremist behaviour (cf. Monaghan & Walby, 

2017)—a disturbing indication that the state reacts disproportionately when denizens behave in 

any way that might disrupt the energy economy.  
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A second reason for a focus on law-abiding activists is that, since a number of 

environmental values have gained mainstream acceptance, Canada’s broader environmental 

movement comprises such a large number of individuals, groups, and institutions that it has 

become, as Rootes (2008) puts it, “overwhelmingly moderate” (p. 620). In other words, it seems 

the majority of environmental movement participants in Canada express their desire for change 

in legally permissible ways. In focusing on law-abiding activists, then, this project captures the 

identity implications of targeted state surveillance for as great a number of environmental 

activists as possible. 

Finally, as will be discussed further in a section on researcher reflexivity (under “Ethical 

Challenges”), my own activism and advocacy and my experience with the environmental 

movement has been legally permissible in nature, which puts me in a position to meaningfully 

analyse the discourse of others with similar experience and limits my ability to conduct an all-

encompassing discourse analysis focused on other groups. 

Literature Review 

 To inform its examination of the ways in which targeted state-sanctioned surveillance 

shape the identity performance of law-abiding environmental activists in Canada, I reviewed 

literature relating to five principal categories: environmental discourse in Canada, identity in the 

environmental movement, state power, views of surveillance, and responses to surveillance. 

These categories were initially developed based on a concept mapping exercise I undertook 

following a preliminary review of literature (see Appendix A), and were refined as I grouped 

further literature thematically and after it became clear that research findings could, comfortably, 

be similarly organized.  
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The following describes how, with its vast wilderness and long history of resource 

extraction, and in the context of a general consensus that anthropogenic climate change is taking 

place, environmental discourse is relatively prevalent among the public, media, and political 

leadership in Canada. However, as environmental movement members challenge the dominant 

economic, technological, and cultural modes of neoliberal society, they pose a threat to the 

dominant order in which the state has a stake. As this review seeks to demonstrate, then, state-

sanctioned surveillance of activists can be understood as an exercise and reinforcement of state 

power, which works to frame its targets negatively—threatening to denigrate movements and 

their participants—and to frame the dominant order as worthy of protection. While such views of 

surveillance are often shared by its targets, their responses are known to vary in many ways. 

However little attention has been given to how such discourses influence how dissenters, such as 

opponents of critical infrastructure (CI) projects, understand themselves and their role. 

This section draws on research that spans multiple disciplines including sociology, 

psychology, political science, human geography, and criminology. Such a multidisciplinary 

approach is important for the multidimensional, historically situated, critical analysis this project 

seeks to undertake (cf. Fairclough, 1992, pp. 225-226). The body of work discussed below 

provides key insights into the aforementioned topics, and reveals a need for additional research 

into the discourses that surround them. 

Dominant Environmental Discourse in Canada 

In Canada, environmental discourse has long been tied to the roles of wilderness and 

natural resources in Canada’s national identity. As O’Brien and White (2017) point out, 

wilderness and northernness have long been essential parts of the Canadian national identity. 
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Beyond the cities where the majority of the population resides, there is an expansive wilderness 

that has been viewed both as imposing, savage, and terrifying, and as tranquil and spiritual 

(Taras, 2015). Due to widespread availability of natural resources across these vast landscapes, 

the trade of staples has long been a keystone of Canada’s economy, particularly due to the 

context of industrialization in which Canada—specifically, the state that evolved from the British 

and French colonies that settled in the territories of the indigenous First Nations, Inuit, and 

Métis—was founded, which required increasing quantities of raw materials to support ever-

increasing production, and could be considered the basis for the Canadian state’s political 

arrangements (Innis, 1995; Leddy, 2017). As Shrivastava (2015) notes, natural resources remain 

significant export commodities for Canada, and Canada is one of the few developed countries 

that are among the top ten exporters of oil. This political, economic, and social dependence on 

the wilderness and its resources makes Canada a particularly interesting locus of environmental 

discourse. 

While, as Hulme (2008) notes in his history of Western environmental discourse, 

awareness of human-induced climate change dates back to at least the third century BCE, it was 

only in the 1960s that contemporary views of anthropogenic climate change as a risk began to 

take shape. In the late 1970s climate change was finally cast as a policy issue, and in 1979 the 

first World Climate Conference was convened to address the problem (Hulme, 2008). At that 

time, however, environmental degradation was seen as a problem that could be contained ex post 

facto without disrupting industrial activity (Hulme, 2008; Ungar, 1992). This view was slowly 

replaced by a discourse known as ‘ecological modernization,’ which emerged in the 1980s and 

recognized environmental issues as stemming from shortcomings of modern institutions (Hajer, 
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1995). However this discourse fell short of suggesting that climate action required change to 

society’s dominant institutional arrangements (Hajer, 1995). Indeed, the discourse of ecological 

modernization is understood to have paved the way for ‘sustainable development’ solutions, 

popularized by the 1987 UN report, Our Common Future (Brundtland, 1987), which argued that 

economic development and environmental stewardship can co-exist if nations and institutions 

contribute cooperatively to that goal (cf. Jordan, 2008).  

By the late 1980s, climate change anxiety was heightening among the public (Hulme, 

2008). Media were regularly reporting on climate issues, and a record-breaking heatwave in 

1988 moved climate change stories from ‘science’ or ‘weather’ sections to more prominent 

placement among ‘news’ (Ungar, 1992). Hulme (2008) argues, however, that it was only in the 

years following the terrorist attacks in the United States on September 11, 2001 (hereafter 

referred to as “9/11”) that an ‘alarmist repertoire’ of catastrophic language describing climate 

change came into popular use. Notably, as I discuss later, this period also saw a notable increase 

in the Canadian state’s concern about critical infrastructure securitization, which contributed to 

the construction of environmentalists as worthy surveillance targets. 

Despite all of this, in his study of audience receptiveness to environmental claims-

making, Ungar (1992) argues that environmental issues received virtually no attention in 1991 

(the year prior to his publication), and made the case that a number of other pressing, 

newsworthy issues easily superseded environmental concerns. Further, Dryzek’s (2013) 

examination of 20th century environmental discourses notes that over time, international 

discussions about climate change increasingly prioritized national economic interests over socio-

ecological concerns. Similarly, in their micro-geographical study of the 2015 Paris Climate 
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Conference, Weisser and Müller-Mahn (2017) make the case that discussions of climate change 

remain limited to what can be accomplished under current systems. “Under these conditions,” 

they write, “the cure for the problem of climate change is found where it originated from: the 

prevalent political economy of capitalism, its neoliberal rationalities and concomitant 

marketization techniques” (Weisser & Müller-Mahn, 2017, p. 805). This approach is one that 

envisions progress as natural, and which forces citizens to choose between reaping the tangible 

benefits of neoliberal capitalism and the mitigating the intangible threat of climate catastrophe 

(cf. Beck, 1992; Hajer, 1995).   

Identity in the Environmental Movement  

The environmental movement has a unique position: It is disruptive to the dominant order 

(Giddens, 1985), but at the same time much of its discourse is normalized and it has numerous 

goals that are accepted, at least in principle, by many (Rootes, 2008). The movement is sustained 

by individuals whose beliefs and values lead them to contribute to an environmental cause and to 

adopt an identity shaped in part by their alignment with it. 

In their work on frame alignment in social movements, Snow, Rochford, Worden, and 

Benford (1986) find that for individuals to participate in movements, the latter’s activities, goals, 

and ideology must complement the former’s interests and values. This is echoed in Hunt and 

Benford’s (2004) review of social scientific literature on collective identity, which shows that 

collective identity is influenced by actions taken by movement members, by ‘identity talk’ within 

the movement, and through frames advanced by the public, media, allies, and opponents. 

Further, as Treré (2015) points out  collective identity is constantly negotiated and positive 

aspects must be regularly reinforced. This process is similar to the process of “impression 
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management” that individuals are said to undertake in Goffman’s (1956) theoretical work on the 

‘presentation of self,’ through which individuals work to create and project a desirable 

definitions of situations and their roles. Given this, presenting a positive collective identity is 

crucial to movement-building (Polletta & Jasper, 2001); to garner support, movements must 

appear “worthy, united, numerous, and committed” (Tilly, 2005, p. 220). And presenting a 

consistent collective identity is key to promoting feelings of what Giddens (1991) refers to as 

“ontological security,” which he describes as a sense of biographical continuity and ability to act 

out ‘answers’ to what one perceives to be fundamental questions. 

Since, as Rootes (2008) points out, environmental values have gained mainstream 

acceptance—environmental programs have been established in academia, environmental media 

and journalism is prevalent, and environmentally focused political parties, ministries, agencies, 

and programs have become commonplace—the environmental movement has had to refocus on 

how the environmental crisis is perceived (Hajer, 1995): whether it is worthy of attention, effort, 

and large-scale change. As Dalton, Recchia, and Rohrschneider (2003) note—and as is discussed 

in Thörn, Cassegård, Soneryd, and Wettergren’s  (2017) more recent chapter on climate justice 

activism amidst globalization—the environmental movement now largely focuses on challenging 

capitalist norms, in particular the need for constant corporate expansion, and on demonstrating 

the need for more socially and economically just systems. 

In his theoretical work on ‘risk society’—a term used to describe the context of living 

with hazards that result from modernization—Beck (1992) argues that movements like the 

environmental movement are an expression of “reflexive modernization,” in which the wealth 

and risk that result from industrial activity are distributed unevenly, underlying a “contradiction 
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between the universal principles of modernity—civil rights, equality, functional differentiation, 

methods of argumentation, and skepticism—and the exclusive structure of its institutions” (p. 

14). As such, members of the environmental movement politicize industrial progress, and are 

likely to argue for solutions that require a reorganization of power and shift in culture (cf. Beck, 

1992; see also Klein, 2014). 

Due to the presence of environmental values both in spheres of acceptable discourse and 

spheres of deviance, environmental groups must choose between numerous avenues to reach 

their goals (Dalton, Recchia, & Rohrschneider, 2003). They might rely on conventional channels 

of influence—legal, policy, and regulatory actions, meetings with decision-makers, etc.—or on 

protest, civil disobedience, or sabotage. As Mitchell (2003) describes, however, the rights 

required to make use of conventional channels are not distributed equally, and tend to benefit 

members of already-privileged categories much more than minorities. Further, as Foucault 

(1980) notes, rights are tied to the legitimization of the sovereign that confers them, and as such 

require a degree of acceptance of the dominant discourses advanced by the state. In contrast, that 

acceptance is not present in, for example, Indigenous-led activism that challenges the legitimacy 

of the state (cf. Dafnos, Thompson, & French, 2016; Crosby & Monaghan, 2016). Inequalities 

within the environmental movement, then, lead to the use of a diversity of tactics that may not 

always logically work together, but which affect each other. This interdependency is noted in 

Haines’ (1984) discussion of “radical flank effects”—which describes how radical factions of 

movements may either undermine moderate factions or allow moderates’ demands to be seen as 

more reasonable—as well as in Dalton, Recchia, and Rohrschneider’s (2003) description of how 
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environmental movement members seek to account for patterns of action to determine how the 

movement is framed and how collective identity is experienced.  

Such a wide range of tactics makes it difficult to have deliberate collective action across 

the entire movement; rather, the environmental movement is more often characterized by what 

Dolata and Schrape (2016) call “non-organized collectives,” which share values but engage in 

individualized activity that only spontaneously aggregates into collective behaviour, or which, as 

Robnett (2005) argues, engage in performances of unity or consensus for strategic purposes. 

Unsurprisingly then, the distinction between environmental movement members who 

strive to work within or to work outside established systems is not always clear. Indeed, as 

Monaghan and Walby (2017) found in their review of security agency classification regimes, the 

two labels primarily attached to environmental groups by CSIS and the RCMP are ‘non-violent 

criminal activity’ and ‘violence,’ and labels may be used “interchangeably, as well as 

simultaneously” (p. 57). 

It would not be farfetched, then, for members of the environmental movement to believe 

that those in positions of power see them as critical of—even hostile to—technological progress 

or economic development (cf. Monaghan & Walby, 2017). From this perspective, CI opponents 

are particularly easily seen as threatening or disruptive (Monaghan & Walby, 2017), a perception 

the literature suggests is reinforced by knowledge that they have been targeted for surveillance 

by state authorities. 

State Power, Security, and Social Control 

State surveillance is an exercise of state power that advances and protects a particular 

social and political order. As explained by widely cited social theorist Anthony Giddens (1985), 
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state power is a multifaceted concept that includes administrative power, monopolies on 

violence, perceived authority, and alignment with the construct of ‘the nation.’ As Kinsman 

(2000) notes in a chapter of his volume of historical case studies of surveillance (edited with 

Buse and Steedman), the latter gives the state considerable power to shape who is seen as a 

citizen to be protected by the national security apparatus and who is a deviant to be monitored by 

it. Coleman’s (2004) critical criminological analysis of control in public space and Bajc’s (2013) 

work on cultural understandings of security further describe authorities’ interest in securing a 

predictable and cohesive civic order. This involves controlling and subordinating anyone who 

threatens that order; as Giddens (1985) explains, the growth of industrial capitalism and 

urbanization brought with it a perception that the state must play a strong role in controlling and 

subordinating deviance and “popular disturbances” (p. 182). 

This maintaining of order requires more than just a threat of police or military violence; 

rather, as is noted by Tarrow (2011) and Tilly (1996) in their historically grounded discussions of 

social movement frames and citizenship (respectively), it also requires legal and administrative 

frameworks and a standardization of the roles and identities of ‘the citizen.’ These identities are 

regulated by power, as power relations are reflected in and reinforced by discourse, which 

Michel Foucault (1980) defines as the naturalized grammars and syntaxes of a given era. 

State surveillance, then, can be understood as a means not only to gather knowledge to 

inform administration or police action—either of which may have serious consequences for the 

surveilled—but also to impose order and regulate social conduct through framing (Hall, 2001). 

This is clearly illustrated in Snow’s (2008) work on framing processes and social movements, in 
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which he explains that the state and social movements each work to advance particular sets of 

meanings to garner support for their interests. 

In contemporary neoliberal society, state surveillance is, among other things, an exercise 

of authority over space and behaviour, which focuses on “problematic” individuals and groups, 

and reinforces hierarchical relations and insider/outsider statuses (Coleman, 2004). This assertion 

is supported in Feldman’s (2006) analysis of public and political responses to homelessness, 

Flusty’s (2001) cultural geographic work on diversity and interdictory spaces, and O’Neill and 

Loftus’ (2013) work on the framing of the poor as a suspect population. 

This remains the case in a liberal democratic Canada. Despite Canada’s reputation as a 

peaceable nation (cf. Clément, 2016; Whitaker, Kealey, & Parnaby, 2012) and despite the state’s 

acceptance—at least in principle—of expressions dissent, tension has long existed between 

government authority and the movements (including expressions of Indigenous territorial 

sovereignty) that confront and challenge that authority (Rootes, 2008). Further, as Shrivastava 

(2015) notes in her analysis of liberal democracy in oil-exporting countries, this tension is further 

heightened in a resource-driven economy like Canada’s, in which the results of neoliberal 

capitalist logics conflict with modern liberal ideals. 

As it is in the state’s interest to preserve a predictable social order, it follows that Canada, 

as a neoliberal state with a historical national identity centred on conquest of wilderness (cf. 

Leddy, 2017), would exercise power—for both instrumental and ideological reasons—to protect 

its CI and to stigmatize those who appear hostile to further development (Coleman, 2004). 

Critical Infrastructure Protection. In his history of Canadian security intelligence, 

Kealey (2017) notes that surveillance of dissidents has been a part of the Canadian state from its 
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inception, and has been exposed multiple times and publicly discussed. Further, Kealey and 

Whitaker (2012) note that much of this surveillance has been focused on citizens, with a view to 

identifying possible subversion from “enemies within.”  

While it was notably in 2012 that Canada’s then-Conservative federal government 

released a strategy identifying environmentalism as a domestic terror concern (Eliadis, 2016), 

securitizing CI has been a key priority for industrialized nations since World War Two, when air 

warfare began to focus intensively on the bombing of CI targets (Collier & Lakoff, 2008). This 

was further amplified in the 1970s in response to terrorist attacks and the energy crisis, when it 

made clear that threats to CI would not come solely from outside national borders (Collier & 

Lakoff, 2008), and has been particularly acute in the years following the 9/11 attacks (Murphy, 

2007; Monaghan and Walby, 2017). Increased securitization at this time was driven both by fears 

that similar attacks might target Canada, and by economic concerns that arose as the United 

States grew increasingly concerned about security at its borders, which threatened the survival of 

corporations that exported to the US (Kealey & Whitaker, 2012). To address both of these 

concerns, the Canadian government advanced new security mandates that entangled policing 

with national security to an unprecedented extent, and which pressured policing authorities to 

identify and ‘disrupt’ potential threats in advance of any criminal wrongdoing (Murphy, 2007). 

This created a shift to a model of policing focused primarily on “patrol, surveillance, order 

maintenance and property protection” to manage suspect populations and control the conditions 

under which they may commit a crime (Zedner, 2007). However, as such policing is highly 

discretionary and necessarily secretive, this easily results in practices that reinforce existing 

hierarchies. In other words, the state identifies surveillance targets by constructing them as such 
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(Norris, 2003; Feldman, 2006; Cunningham, 2007). And the protection of CI as a securitization 

practice serves to rationalize the state’s construction of environmental activists as surveillance 

targets (Monaghan & Walby, 2017). 

Such construction is apparent in the case discussed in the introduction to this paper, in 

which CI opponents found themselves under suspicion, as criminal threats to be surveilled. This 

in contrast to the ‘insider’ treatment granted to the corporate owners of critical infrastructure 

(Monaghan and Walby, 2017). 

Views of Surveillance 

State surveillance derives a large part of its power from its ability to influence discourse, 

but the nature of such influence is determined by public’s awareness of surveillance practices 

and what they believe to be the intentions and likely consequences of surveillance. 

As indicated in the previous section, police surveillance of peaceful activists in Canada 

has been exposed multiple times and publicly discussed. Kinsman, Buse, and Steedman’s (2000) 

volume illustrates that it is known that Canadian police authorities have, since at least the early 

1900s, been engaged in the surveillance of student activists, unions, suspected communists, 

immigrants, and other people and groups that threaten to disrupt the dominant order. Such 

targeting by the surveillance state has in recent years been the subject of legal action (see 

Bronskill, 2015), raised in Parliament (e.g. Angus 2017), and covered by mainstream media 

outlets (e.g. McCarthy, 2013)—so while the surveillance itself has mostly been covert, it is 

widely known to have taken place. 

Surveillance is often understood as a manifestation of power (Hall, 2001; Coleman, 

2004), and as an attempt at behavioural control (Fernandez, 2005). Ideas of the self are altered 
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when one knows they are the subject of surveillance (Coleman, 2004): Surveillance is seen as “a 

powerful means by which negative labels are created and strengthened” in carrying out “visible 

displays of enhanced attention” (Patel, 2012, p. 217), and holds the power to stigmatize the 

groups on which it focuses, constructing them as security risks, as weak characters, or otherwise 

as “others” (Kinsman, 2000a; Flusty, 2001; Zald, 1978). 

Further, the literature indicates that surveillance is also understood by those monitored as 

an effort to stigmatize and silence them. Best and Krueger’s (2008) survey found that individuals 

tend to believe that engaging in political activity increases their odds of being surveilled. As 

Patel (2012) found in her study of racially targeted surveillance, surveillance is seen to create 

negative labels and to normalize hostility against surveilled groups. Further, Zald (1978) notes 

that surveillance is viewed as a form of sanction—the result of a negative judgment of its targets’ 

behaviour, intended to ‘correct’ that behaviour. And Mare’s (2016) analysis of interview 

responses revealed that activists understood that surveillance was meant to instill fear and make 

it more difficult for them to organize. This difficulty has been attributed to surveillance exposing 

activists’ backstage actions (Mitchell & Heynen, 2009), thereby impeding their ability to nurture 

movement ties and to engage in the reflection needed to participate meaningfully (Treré, 2015; 

Bailey, 2008). Surveillance also impedes movements’ ability to present a positive collective 

identity: As Starr, Fernandez, Amster, Wood, and Caro (2008) note, surveillance “steals the 

frame, preventing groups from deciding how to communicate about themselves” (p. 261). 

Despite these views, some argue that the rise of mass surveillance, while itself 

problematic (cf. Lyon, 2003; Gandy, 2016), has made targeted surveillance seem less unusual 

and more acceptable. For example, as Van der Ploeg (2003) argues in her discussion of 
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biometrics and social identity, the growing amount of voluntary submission to surveillance 

means that it is now increasingly involved in “the construction of more positive, privileged 

identities” (p. 60). In other words, per Van der Ploeg, having one’s data collected by the state is 

now a part of construction of the positive identity of ‘law-abiding, respectable citizen.’ However, 

the literature reviewed above suggests that the difference between overt mass surveillance and 

targeted surveillance is largely clear to dissidents and the marginalized—who, as Gandy (2016) 

notes, are subject to discriminatory treatment on the basis of the practices of classification, 

evaluation, and prediction that follow from surveillance. As della Porta and Fillieule (2008) write 

in their review of literature on protest policing, “the weight of the cost defined by state 

repression would be difficult to overstate” (p. 233). Further, Norris (2003) points out that even 

with a “democratic gaze,” authorities rely on “categorical suspicion” to narrow their focus, 

making it likely that already-stigmatized people will ultimately be targeted (p. 266). 

In sum, the literature suggests that Canadians have long been aware of state surveillance, 

and, today, largely understand it to be a stigmatizing force that pushes its targets further to the 

margins. 

Responses to Surveillance 

The literature describes a wide variety of responses to state surveillance. Responses 

depend on contexts and expectations, as is noted by Tsapogas (2017) in his mixed-method study 

of surveillance perceptions and political participation, as well as on what McCahill and Finn 

(2014) term ‘surveillance capital,’ defined as “forms of tacit knowledge and cultural know-how 

that is acquired through first-hand experience of power relations” (p. 4). Both emotional and 

behavioural responses are key to understanding how surveillance affects identity and expression. 
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Emotional Responses. In addition to examining the overt effects of surveillance, we 

must also discuss the emotional costs. Gary Marx notably broached the latter topic in the early 

1970s in his discussion of the infiltration of movements by state agents, writing that although 

infiltration may have some positive effects—for example, it may demonstrate the illegitimacy of 

government opposition (cf. della Porta & Fillieule, 2008)—the negative effects are more 

apparent and on balance more damaging (Marx, 1974). Actual or potential targeting of social 

movements by state authorities “may lead to feelings of demoralization, helplessness, cynicism, 

and immobilizing paranoia” (Marx, 1974, p. 428), and may weaken movements as trust outside 

close-knit circles is eroded. The latter point is echoed in O'Brien’s (2015) analysis of interviews 

with environmental movement members, a study which also indicates that surveillance shapes 

perceptions about the degree of opposition that activists face. Additionally, in a laboratory 

setting, White and Zimbardo (1980) demonstrated that while individuals threatened with 

surveillance stated that they did not intend to change their behaviour, they softened their 

language and avoided controversial statements when they knew they were watched. Later studies 

of “eye effects”—the effects of visual cues that evoke the sense of being observed—yielded 

similar results, finding that the perception of being watched likely yields unconscious 

“conforming effects,” including increased cooperation and desire to adhere to perceived norms 

(Bateson, Nettle, & Roberts, 2006; Nettle et al., 2013). 

Behavioural Responses. The literature describes a range of overt reactions to 

surveillance or the threat thereof that can be synthesized into the broad categories of 

accommodation and resistance. Accommodation can include attempts to perform transparency, as  

Hall (2011) illustrates in her analysis of responses to airport security; abandoning “grey area” 
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activities to focus more exclusively on “permitted” expression, as indicated in Starr, Fernandez, 

Amster, Wood, and Caro’s (2008) sociolegal analysis of interviews with social justice 

organization representatives; and hesitating to participate or associate oneself with dissenters at 

all, as noted by Raab (2014) in his discussion of surveillance and civil liberties in Europe. The 

chilling effect is further noted by Brodeur (1992) in his analysis of undercover policing in 

Canada and by Cunningham and Noakes (2008) in their review of literature on political activists’ 

experiences of surveillance. Additionally, as Steedman (2000) notes, it is inexperienced activists 

who are most clearly intimidated by targeted state surveillance, making more difficult 

movements’ already challenging task of attracting new members (cf. Tilly, 2005). 

Resistance, on the other hand, includes subversive performances, avoidance, and 

militancy or violence. Subversive performances are those in which targets of surveillance behave 

in ways that challenge the views or expectations of the watcher. As Amicelle, Aradau, and 

Jeandesboz (2015) discuss in their critical criminological analysis, such performances occur 

when targets feel they must live with surveillance but refuse to be passively guided by it. For 

example, Hogue (2016) discusses the use of artistic performances and Gangneux (2014) 

highlights games and playful performances that challenge power by advancing alternatives 

frames. 

Avoidance depends on the ability to detect surveillance and on having the flexibility to 

change one’s behaviour to circumvent it (McCahill & Finn, 2014). Examples can be found in 

Monahan’s (2015) study, which looks at the use of masks and camouflage, and in Mare’s (2016) 

description of her interviewees changing how they communicate and store data. 
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Finally, surveillance targets may resort to militancy or violence, particularly when other 

avenues of political communication appear closed. As Lichbach (1995) describes in his 

sociopolitical analysis of collective action, violence may be used to shock and disrupt, publicize 

grievances, demonstrate surveillers’ weakness, and allow a group to pose a more credible threat. 

However, Starr, Fernandez, Amster, Wood, and Caro (2008) found that pacification—not 

militancy—was most pervasive among activists, as they wished to maintain a positive public-

facing identity. 

The widely varying responses to surveillance demonstrated in the literature point to a 

need for more research into the discourses and identity constructions that inform those responses. 

Gaps in the Literature 

While the literature relating to the topics discussed above is extensive and multifaceted, 

there are a few key issues in it that ought to be identified. 

First, there appears to be a growing trend in the literature on surveillance and 

participation toward greater focus on mass surveillance and the surveillant assemblage (cf. Lyon, 

2003; Haggerty & Ericson, 2000), particularly the pervasiveness of privately controlled 

surveillance and security. While such research is of great use in this historical moment, it is 

important not to neglect a continued study of targeted surveillance that is backed by state power. 

Targeted state surveillance has a long history, likely continues, and likely has a continued effect 

on social movement participation and identity development. 

In addition, there is also a lack of critical analysis of the discourse adopted by known and 

potential subjects of covert surveillance; the tendency in the literature is to discuss the discourses 

advanced by authoritative watchers. Further, much of the literature on the former topic is 
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theoretical; there would be immense benefit in more empirical, critical qualitative research into 

that area. 

Finally, with the notable exception of Kinsman, Buse, and Steedman’s (2000) volume, 

there has been little attention given to the intersection of state surveillance and activist identities, 

and even less that discusses the perspectives of movement members in the surveillance context 

under the current technological, communications, and political economic conditions. 

This thesis project attempts to play a role in filling these gaps, and to contribute to the 

wider body of work on surveillance and democratic expression. 

Methodology 

This project uses a critical discourse analysis (CDA) of Canadian environmental 

activists’ interview responses to investigate how they understand and perform their identity, 

given the history of state-sanctioned surveillance of such activists. 

Theoretical Assumptions 

The choice of method for this project is premised on the idea that discourse creates 

knowledge, truth, and normalcy, and, in practice, regulates conduct. This concept of discourse 

derives from Michel Foucault’s work on “power/knowledge,” which holds that discourse is 

regulated by the naturalized grammars and syntaxes of each era (Foucault, 1980). Discourse 

constrains what is known, how knowledge acquires authority, how knowledge can be described, 

to whom certain knowledge applies and the ways they should be treated, and how knowledge 

regulates social practices in a given epoch (Hall, 2001, pp. 73–74). 

In addition, in his work on surveillance, Foucault (1980) argues that surveillance is a 

powerful legitimizing expression of authority that positions the monitored as subordinate to the 
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watchers, and which yields power “more complicated, dense, and pervasive than a set of laws or 

a state apparatus” (p. 158). If we accept these theories advanced by Foucault, then, it is clear that 

the category of ‘environmental activist’ is to a great extent constructed and constrained through 

discourse advanced by the state-sanctioned surveillance of that group. Such activists become 

subjects of that discourse—and are regulated by it—when, by choice or unconsciously, they 

position themselves in relation to its meanings, conventions, and dispositions (Hall, 2001, p. 80).  

This project also relies on the assumption that subjects of discourse engage in 

performances of identity, which react to and are constrained by the discursive context. The 

concept of ‘identity performance’ used here is based on work of sociocultural theorist Erving 

Goffman, who developed a “dramaturgical” model of social interaction in the 1950s. Goffman 

(1956) argues that when an individual appears before others, they create and project a definition 

of the situation and their own role within it, and may also make an active attempt at “impression 

management” to advance a particular (generally more desirable) definition of a given situation.  

Based on these theories, then, we can state that when their identity is constrained by 

discourse advanced through targeted state surveillance, activists will—be it by choice or 

unwittingly—engage in identity performances that reflect or react to that context and the roles it 

privileges. 

Research Design 

To conduct this research, I published an online recruitment questionnaire, conducted 

interviews with relevant respondents, transcribed the interviews to generate texts for analysis, 

then conducted a CDA with a view to exposing and problematizing power inequalities 

reproduced through discourse and to identifying modes of resistance. 
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Sample, Data, and Data-Gathering Tools 

Sampling. This project used a purposively-selected sample of Canadians who identify as 

environmental activists, as determined through their responses to a recruitment questionnaire. 

The questionnaire was published online, and I had written to my contacts in environmentalist 

circles—including those involved in on-the-ground campaigning, activism and leadership 

training, environmentally focused research or journalism, and contractors for environmental 

groups—to ask them to share the questionnaire, along with a letter of invitation to participate, 

with their networks. The questionnaire collected basic demographic and contact information, 

asked respondents to indicate how closely they identify with categories such as “activist” and 

“pipeline opponent,” and sought to determine their familiarity with the topic of surveillance in 

Canada. This process was chosen in part to allow participants to self-select. 

Participants were asked for interview if their answers indicated that environmentalism 

influenced their identity, that they had engaged with environmental issues, and that they had at 

least some awareness of actual or potential surveillance of law-abiding activists in Canada (see 

Appendix E). Seven of 15 questionnaire responses met these criteria, six participants were 

interviewed (one could not be reached), and, as is discussed below, four of the resulting 

interview transcripts were analyzed. 

Sample. The participants whose responses are analyzed in this paper had been involved 

in environmental activism that included protest, community engagement, online advocacy, 

coalition building, work for non-profit organizations, and outreach to politicians and 

policymakers. All described themselves as Canadian citizens, though not all had always lived in 

Canada, and only one described themselves as a member of a visible minority group. Participants 
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were spread across three provinces, and three lived in urban areas and one in a rural area. Three 

participants noted they lived with a partner, one mentioned having roommates, and none 

identified as caregivers. 

Data Gathering. Semi-structured, depth-focused one-on-one interviews, lasting between 

35 minutes and just over one hour, were conducted over the phone in October and November 

2017. 

In the planning stages of this project, a review of literature that used interviews alongside 

CDA indicated that between three and ten interviews would be needed to reach interpretive 

competence (see Wilson, 2001; Mancini & Rogers, 2005; Yamaguchi, 2005; Brown & Cataldo, 

2013; Lai & Vadeboncoeur, 2013). When more than ten interviews were used in the sources I 

reviewed, the large number was attributable to the researcher drawing on data already collected 

for another project (Mallinson & Brewster, 2005), participants being drawn from multiple groups 

involved in the issue in question (Livingstone, Lunt, & Miller, 2007; Chen & Collier, 2011; 

Marston, 2000), or a small overall population for which a large sample could significantly reduce 

coverage bias (Turgeon, Taylor, & Niehaus, 2014). A smaller number of interviews, then, 

seemed appropriate for my study due to my focus on the identity performance of one particular 

group with a broad membership (i.e. Canadian environmental activists). I initially conducted six 

interviews, but in the analysis phase I found four to be sufficient: new code groups were no 

longer emerging and existing codes were repeated relatively consistently, indicating that 

saturation had been reached and that additional interviews would not yield new insights. 

While the interview appears to be a lesser-used method of data collection for CDA, a 

review of CDA literature indicated that this collection method is used regularly in research that 
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examines questions of identity or social exclusion (see Brown & Cataldo, 2013; Chen & Collier, 

2011; De Melo Resende, 2013; Mallinson & Brewster, 2005; Marston, 2000). In addition, 

interviews seem useful appropriate since they give the researcher the flexibility to probe more 

deeply into prevalent themes and issues, and as they isolate performances of identity. Indeed, as 

Yamaguchi (2005) points out, “face-to-face interaction is an important locus for (re)producing, 

perpetuating, transforming or even destroying ‘social reality’” (p. 274). On this basis, 

Yamaguchi argues, researchers should more often prioritize situated interactions with research 

subjects. 

The interview is also an important locus of ‘confessional discourse,’ in which participants 

construct themselves as subjects, and recall and disclose thoughts they would otherwise not 

(Foucault, 1981; Fairclough, 1992). The interview format gives the interviewee no choice but to 

reflect, and to communicate that reflection in real time. In addition, interview responses may also 

relate to other forms of discourse including personal histories, storytelling, and teaching, thus 

creating a rich locus for data analysis. 

Data Gathering Tools. Interviews were audio-recorded and later transcribed 

completely—including paralinguistic features—using a modified version of the Jefferson 

Transcription System (Jefferson, 2004). Features including pauses, overlaps and cutoffs, stresses 

and intonation, changes in loudness and tempo, plosive and guttural sounds, breaths, and 

percussive non-speech sounds were noted; however, contrary to the standards in the Jefferson 

System, standard orthography was used to prevent confusion between words and ensure phrases 

would be read accurately during analysis. 
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Method of Data Analysis 

The goal of analysis in this project is to expose and deconstruct discourse advanced by 

way of state surveillance and adopted by environmental activists, exposing its function in power 

relationships and its consequences. To that end, a critical discourse analysis (CDA) was used to 

analyse the data.  

Through a contextually situated analysis of communication, CDA allows for in-depth 

analysis of social problems resulting from or manifesting in unequal power relations. Rather than 

accepting language as a representation of reality, CDA examines the constitutive effects of 

language: the discourse structures that that reinforce identity, as well as power, oppression, and 

privilege. CDA was also chosen due to its emancipatory objectives, and its goal of identifying 

“hitherto unrealized or not fully realized possibilities for change within the way things are” 

(Fairclough, 2001, pp. 126-127). 

This project draws primarily on Norman Fairclough’s (1992) three-level approach to 

CDA, described in detail in his widely cited book, Discourse and Social Change. While there are 

numerous other approaches to CDA, a review of literature suggested that this approach was 

among the most widely used for projects thematically similar to this one, and that the three-level 

approach would be very useful for this project (see Wilson, 2001; Marston, 2000; Lawless, 

2015). Fairclough recently summarized this three-level approach by writing that it considers 

every discursive event as “a spoken or written language text, … an instance of discourse practice 

involving the production and interpretation of text, and … a piece of social practice” (2013, p. 

94). 
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Based on this approach, data was initially coded at three levels: (1) A micro-level 

analysis, which considered aspects such as the linguistic and rhetorical features of the texts, 

including syntax, emphasized words, and use of metaphor; (2) a meso-level analysis, which 

studied the texts’ production to identify dominant, contradictory, and excluded ideas, and 

identify how participants locate themselves in relation to them; and (3) a macro-level analysis, 

which reviewed the social, cultural, and historical contexts in which the texts were produced (see 

Fairclough, 1992). 

The three levels of analysis yielded 64 mutually exclusive codes. Each code was labelled 

not only based on the part of the three-level analysis that it corresponded to, but also based on 

the “code group” it fit into. Code groups were inductively derived, and based on mutually 

exclusive thematic areas that codes addressed. Some 23 code groups were identified before new 

code groups stopped emerging (after the third transcript), indicating that saturation had been 

reached and that the analysis of additional texts would not yield new insights. Then, to organize 

my findings, I arranged the code groups into the five categories discussed in the Results section. 

Ethical Challenges 

As CDA is concerned with power inequalities perpetuated through discourse, CDA 

researchers must be particularly mindful of the power relationship between 

researcher/interviewer and participant, and the potential effects of the dissemination of the 

research product. Efforts were made to ensure no one was coerced into participating, to 

communicate likely uses of the research, and to ensure that potential risks of participation were 

communicated clearly alongside any benefits. 



FEAR PROMOTES THE STATUS QUO 36 

Participation in this research was entirely voluntary. Potential participants first self-

selected by responding to the recruitment questionnaire. Consent was obtained in advance of 

participants’ submission of survey responses. 

The consent agreement stipulated that participants’ identities would be kept confidential 

by the researcher, and that potentially identifying information would be stored securely. It also 

noted that participants could withdraw their consent until their interviews were fully transcribed, 

and that participants would have a chance to review anonymized transcripts to look for any 

potential for identification in advance of the publication of the research. 

Due to time constraints, participants were not asked to contribute to the analysis. As the 

researcher, I take full responsibility for the research data and conclusions and note that my 

interpretation is privileged in this paper. 

Position of Researcher. In qualitative research in particular, it has been widely 

acknowledged that the researcher’s worldview and background influences the production and 

interpretation of research (cf. Berger, 2015). Given this, it is important to expose the researcher’s 

position to help identify the ways the researcher’s own identity, context, and experiences might 

shape findings and conclusions. 

At the time of this writing, my career has been spent in the non-profit sector working on 

issues of digital rights, privacy and access to information, and socioeconomic and environmental 

policy. I identify primarily as a civil libertarian, democratic socialist, and progressive, and to a 

lesser degree, like this study’s participants, as an environmentalist and an activist. 

My experience with activism has been as a citizen expressing dissent in legally 

permissible ways, including through in-person protest, online campaigning, writing to politicians 
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and policymakers, participating in the production of content for non-profit groups and a variety 

of media outlets, and providing support for activists who do not exclusively engage in legally 

permissible expression. As an environmentalist, I have largely advocated incremental change to 

policy, law, and decision-makers’ priorities—largely because I have felt that those goals are 

most likely to be met—but I also believe that more radical, sweeping change is what is needed if 

we are to handle the climate crisis in a just and effective manner long-term. 

Limitations and Exclusions 

While the approach discussed above will go some way toward providing a 

multidimensional interpretation of how activists position themselves in the surveillance context, 

there remain notable limitations. 

Scope and Diversity. The first and perhaps most notable limitation of this project’s 

method is the narrowness of its sample and its inability to effectively account for the experiences 

of racialized, stigmatized, and otherwise marginalized groups. As Monaghan and Walby (2017) 

point out, members of such groups have often faced greater or more overt discrimination and 

threats of state violence, and are likely to experience the effects of state surveillance more 

acutely. In other words, while more privileged groups in Canadian society may experience 

surveillance as causing anxiety or discomfort in a more general sense, racialized and stigmatized 

groups often experience a more acute fear of punishment by the state (cf. Giddens, 1991; Dafnos, 

Thompson, & French, 2016).  

Further, it must be noted that Indigenous peoples have experienced a particularly long—

and particularly threatening—history of Canadian state surveillance. Canada’s legacy of settler 

colonialism and its “post-colonial imaginary” have served to denormalize Indigenous self-
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determination by framing decolonial resistance as pitted against national interests, including the 

interest in CI protection (Crosby & Monaghan, 2016; Dafnos, Thompson, & French, 2016). As 

Crosby and Monaghan (2016) assert, surveillance and policing of Canada’s Indigenous people 

has become routine, and has demonstrated the state’s desire to “eliminate indigeneity” altogether 

(p. 42). 

This research, however, does not delve deeply into the experiences of stigmatized groups. 

This is due to the broad nature of the research question, the difficulties of reaching and gaining 

the trust of members of stigmatized groups, and to the fact that I am an outsider of those groups 

and therefore not well positioned to accurately, thoroughly account for their discourses. 

Privileging Researcher Interpretations. As mentioned in the Ethical Challenges 

section, this is addressed, to a degree, by briefly situating the researcher. Further, to minimize 

bias, the analytical approach was applied as consistently and sensitively as possible (see Smith, 

2007). 

Veracity in Interviews. This research assumes that, despite the performative nature of 

being interviewed and the ‘surveillance’ effects of having one’s responses recorded, participants 

will be as truthful as possible as they provide interview responses. I also sought to disincentivize 

any dishonesty by guaranteeing anonymity. 

Results 

In analysing the texts generated from interviews, I used an inductive approach to group 

codes into broad thematic areas, which, as mentioned, I then used to organize my findings. I 

grouped my findings into five principal categories: the discursive construction of 
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environmentalism, environmentalist tactics, interests of the state, functions of surveillance, and 

activism in the surveillance context. 

Discursive Construction of Environmentalism 

This section discusses how participants understand their role as environmental activists 

and movement members, and their connection to mainstream Canadian society.  

Despite mainstream acceptance of much environmental discourse, participants found 

environmental issues are not sufficiently treated as urgent or important by corporations, 

politicians, or the general public. Participants likened understanding of environmentalist views to 

achieving a kind of enlightenment, and evoked imagery of a progression to that point. However, 

participants were cautious when speaking for the environmental movement as a whole—

although they did see the movement as interconnected and sharing in risks and rewards. 

Participants felt the need to accept a degree of risk in order to advance environmental values and 

outcomes. In short, participants outlined how championing environmentalism means being at the 

same time connected and atomized, accepted and marginalized. 

Environmental Values in the Mainstream. Participants made reference to the present 

context in which some environmental discourse is relatively widespread and normalized. One 

participant, Joshua, who contributed to large environmental campaigns at a local level in the two 

neighbourhoods he’s called home, explicitly noted that environmentalist language had become 

prominent in the Western world (personal communication, October 27, 2017). Some participants 

noted that Canadian society tends to hold environmentalist values, citing rising public concern 

about key environmental issues and public support for actions to address them. Participants made 

the case that Canada’s current federal government appears very familiar with environmental 
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issues and proficient in speaking about them, with two participants making positive mentions of 

Canada’s participation in international climate agreements. One participant, Amber, a 

community organizer and canvasser working with multiple non-profits, shared an account 

describing how even fossil fuel industry leaders had, one occasion, enthusiastically adopted 

environmentalist discourse (personal communication, November 25, 2017). Participants’ positive 

references to mainstream environmental values reflect Rootes’ (2008) argument that 

environmentalism has become relatively institutionalized, and Hajer’s (1995) finding that 

“talking Green no longer connotes a radical social critique” (p. 14). 

It may be no surprise, then, that the meso-level analysis revealed that all participants 

identified with the Canadian public. I note this finding in particular to underscore that 

participants likely viewed their interests as being in the national interest (cf. Boykoff, 2007) and 

their roles as intertwined with those of other actors privileged by the state (cf. Tilly, 1996). To 

participants, then, the state would be making a mistake by constructing them as outsiders and 

relegating them to the margins of society (cf. Kinsman, 2000; Monaghan & Walby, 2017). 

Participants did, however, argue that environmental issues were not given sufficient 

weight in mainstream discourse. As one participant, Peter, who worked for a well-established 

environmental organization, put it: “They’re not fast enough, they’re not doing enough, 

they’re… um, the actions they’re taking are not enough to avert catastrophic climate change” 

(personal communication, November 3, 2017). Amber stated that she had once believed 

incremental change would be sufficient to address environmental issues, but later realized “that 

actually no. We’re facing like a variety of different crises, like there’s the climate crisis, and then 

there’s the mass extinction coming our way, and then there’s resource crises […] for just about 
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every resource that you can name” (personal communication, November 25, 2017). Participants 

understood environmental issues to be more urgent than perceived by the mainstream and, as 

discussed in more detail below, participants felt a need to alter the status quo to an extent they 

felt—and which the literature indicates—is not widely accepted (cf. Dryzek, 2013; Weisser & 

Müller-Mahn, 2017). 

Participants discussed a perceived disconnect between environmental issues and 

everyday life. Environmental concerns were seen as easily set aside or ignored, due, perhaps, to 

the complexity of addressing environmental problems, the prioritization of daily demands (e.g. 

needing to spend time working), or the need to address more immediate problems (e.g. concerns 

about food, shelter, or healthcare). This view reflects that of Ungar (1992), who in his work on 

the “demand attenuation process” noted that environmental concerns were easily displaced by 

other “social scares,” or set aside after immediate issues were resolved and conversation shifted 

to the costs and problems of the solutions. That said, participants avoided making categorical 

assertions about the reasoning of non-environmentalists, and often demonstrated a low affinity 

for these propositions by including subjective modality markers such as “I think” or “probably” 

in their statements. 

Participants regularly used figurative language to evoke the idea of a progression toward 

environmentalism. Their personal stories of adopting environmentalist identities described their 

“journey” or “path,” going “forward” or “getting to” a new place. One participant, Amber, 

discussed her work in terms of “pushing” for more meaningful action and a wider range of 

acceptable environmentalist discourse (personal communication, November 25, 2017). This 

indicates some environmentalists might expect that, further down the road, more of their values 
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and priorities will enter the mainstream. Such a view is reminiscent of the one Hajer (1995) 

critiques in his discussion of ecological modernization; he writes that it “might be tempting to 

come up with a progressive reading of history as a gradual development of ideological 

convergence” but that such convergence cannot happen as it seeks to “reconcile the 

irreconcilable” (pp. 33-34). 

Environmentalism as Enlightenment. Participants often described environmentalism as 

understanding problems or seeing potential solutions that others do not. As indicated above, their 

personal histories were described as progressive; they moved from being only peripherally 

interested in environmental issues, to realizing the scale and urgency of environmental 

problems—in moments described by three participants as “eye-opening” or “awakening”—to 

having a strong sense of what kinds of actions and planning are sufficient and helpful. 

The idea of the enlightened environmentalist can be seen as a semantic move used by 

participants to present themselves as people who see problems, potential solutions, and 

opportunities more clearly than others. However this is not to say that participants did not truly 

understand environmental issues to be urgent and important. Participants used a number of 

significance markers when speaking about environmental degradation, emphasized the 

numerousness and ongoing nature of many environmental problems, and on occasion used quasi-

apocalyptic language referring to “resource crises,” “catastrophic climate change,” “Earth 

becoming uninhabitable,” and “mass extinction.” This language is not unusual, however; Hulme 

(2008) notes that such constructions have been in use since the 1980s, and have been particularly 

prevalent post-9/11. 
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Environmentalist enlightenment, as described by participants, is not limited to 

environmental issues. Rather, participants described how their environmentalist connections and 

activities led them to learn about other issues. One participant connected environmentalism with 

gender issues and the maternal, framing it as care and protection, but also as related to concern 

for the next generation; another participant spoke extensively about the intersection of climate 

action and addressing inequality; and all four participants connected struggles relating to 

Indigenous rights, culture, or colonization with struggles for environmental justice. This adoption 

of other movements’ frames may be a result of their alignment with the environmental 

movement’s goals—namely structural change—or may be based on how participants would want 

the environmentalist identity to be presented in discourses advanced by ally movements (cf. Hunt 

& Benford, 2004; Polletta & Jasper, 2001; Rohlinger, Klein, Stamm, & Rogers, 2014). 

A Loosely Defined Movement. Participants identified the environmental movement as 

consisting of a diversity of organizations with differing foci and tactics, and with participants 

whose approaches range from ‘moderate’ to ‘radical.’ However, they saw movement members as 

necessarily intertwined and doing work that was more or less valuable. As Amber stated, “the 

environmental movement is a weird ecosystem of different organizations that all have different 

ideas about what’s going to be effective, and any time any one of us chooses a tactic kind of to 

kind of throw everything behind, um, it does create like a rebound effect for the rest” (personal 

communication, November 25, 2017). This reflects the view of “non-organized collectives” 

advanced by Dolata and Schrape (2016) discussed in the literature review, as well as the notion 

advanced by Haines (1984) of the interdependency of radicals and moderates within movements. 
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Given this loose interconnectedness, Peter described practices where movement members 

worked to better understand each other and their work (personal communication, November 3, 

2017), attempting to work as “collective actors” capable of deliberate strategic action (cf. Dolata 

and Schrape, 2016), or at least to perform unity (cf. Robnett, 2005). That said, participants were 

careful with their language when describing values shared across the movement, making use of 

subjective modality markers when speaking about the environmental movement’s interests and 

framework, and even their own roles within the movement. 

While participants aligned themselves with the environmental movement to a degree, 

both the recruitment survey and analysis of texts indicate that most felt much more strongly 

about their identity as an activist or environmentalist. The meso-level analysis also showed that 

participants much more freely and frequently identified with the organizations and coalitions 

with which they had been specifically involved. This makes sense given the “non-organized” 

nature of the environmental movement described above. In addition, as social movements 

perform consensus, Tilly (1998) argues that they also construct categorical movement identities 

and hone their boundaries, leading to the development of disjointed individual identities within 

the movement. Difficulty identifying fully as a movement member seems a logical result of this 

discord. 

When describing the effectiveness of the environmental movement as a whole, 

participants stated that they were seeing progress and successes. However they once again 

indicated uncertainty by using subjective modality markers. Like the movement itself, broad-

scale progress seems difficult to neatly define. 
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Environmental Activism as Risk-Taking. Despite the general acceptance of 

environmental values and progress discussed in earlier sections, participants often connected 

environmental activism with marginalization. Isaac—a former blue-collar worker now involved 

with a small non-profit—and Amber related that they felt like “outsiders”—Isaac among his non-

environmentalist peers and Amber in relation to institutional decision-makers (personal 

communication, October 27, 2017; personal communication, November 25, 2017). Amber cited 

how environmental activism pushes people out of their comfort zones by asking them to take 

bolder action than they otherwise would (personal communication, November 25, 2017). In 

addition, as Tilly (1998) notes, feelings of marginalization are typical of social movements, as 

movements emphasize unequal paired discursive categories and the unjust treatment of their, 

weaker, side. Berbier (2002) highlights that identification with minority status is a strategic move 

to gain legitimacy and normality within minority spaces and to give oneself license to critique 

the mainstream. However, by identifying as outsiders, movement members also play into the 

interests of the surveillance state, which, as I discussed in the literature review, has an interest in 

casting CI opponents as suspicious outsiders (cf. Cunningham, 2007). Indeed, participants 

connected marginalization—as it relates to activism as well as marginalization in general—to 

discomfort, risk, and likelihood of being policed. As Isaac stated: 

…it takes a lot of nerve, I think, to be an activist and to be vocal about these things, 

’cause you get backlash all the time from people, uh, and sometimes it can be 

intimidating. Even when it’s not overtly intimidating, people have a hard time speaking 

up in public like that. (personal communication, October 27, 2017) 
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Environmental activism can lead to ostracism and exclusion from mainstream society—

and being vocal about an issue is a risk in and of itself. 

In addition to this, participants noted that environmental activism has consequences that 

include being targeted by police and administrative surveillance, which puts one’s reputation and 

capacity to organize at risk. This is perhaps due to conflicts between the goals of environmental 

activism and the goals of the fossil fuel industry and neoliberalism, which were highlighted as 

participants evoked imagery of activism and fossil fuel development (and government officials in 

support of the latter) getting in each other’s way, impeding each other’s progress. In the case of 

direct action and civil disobedience this is literally the case, and as participants pointed out, 

direct action means putting one’s body and freedom at risk as well. 

Participants, however, despite some apprehension, showed willingness to accept a degree 

of marginalization and risk in order to engage in environmental activism. This is perhaps related 

to the semantic moves made by three of the participants that emphasize their dedication to 

environmental work and values, and their inclination to take initiative. But it is also likely based 

on participants’ views of large-scale ecological risks, and willingness to accept personal risk in 

order to confront the global dangers they perceive.   

Environmentalist Tactics: Toward System Change 

This section describes what participants viewed to be domains for solutions to 

environmental problems—which social or political settings were seen as likely sites of change, 

and which appeared to be inflexible or impermeable. Participants described how they came to 

reject the solutions of ecological modernization (cf. Hajer, 1995) that stem from capitalist or 

neoliberal institutions and saw a need for more significant changes to the political economy than  
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such institutions would be willing to advance. However, participants were much more confident 

that change could take place through Canada’s liberal democratic systems; they felt 

environmental issues could be addressed through legal and rights-enforcing channels and though 

public policy. However, they made the case that these systems can only be used effectively by 

more privileged actors, and that marginalization and greater urgency of problems leads to a need 

for more radical tactics. 

Rejection of Institution-Led Solutions. In their personal stories of adopting 

environmentalist identities, participants often described how they had once believed in, but had 

come to reject, the idea that environmental problems might be meaningfully addressed through 

capitalist or neoliberal institutions. This included a rejection of purely scientific or technological 

approaches to environmental concerns that could emerge within current institutional 

arrangements. Such approaches were criticized for being limited in scope and scale, and for 

being overly dependent on political or corporate will that could not be expected to materialize. 

Like Weisser and Müller-Mahn (2017) and Hajer (1995), participants felt that neoliberal 

rationalities undermined institutions’ willingness to set aside short-term capital interests to 

address environmental issues. 

Participants instead focused on the need to alter current institutional arrangements, using 

figurative language such as “rocking the boat” or “break[ing] the status quo” that related to 

destabilizing existing institutions. To an extensive degree, participants also evoked imagery of a 

fight, often referring to sides, allies, and enemies; combat, battles, and assaults; and winning or 

defeat. To participants, existing neoliberal or capitalist institutions are a clear ‘other’ with values 

that contradict their own. The literature suggests that this may result from what Mansbridge 
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(2001) terms ‘oppositional consciousness,’ or from movement members adopting the identity of 

critics of dominant establishments (cf. Dalton, Recchia, & Rohrschneider, 2003). 

Working Within the Political System—When the System Allows. Participants often 

cited democracy and legal and policy processes as domains for solutions to environmental 

problems. They emphasized public engagement with a view to influencing political agendas and 

campaigns based on shifting the mindsets of decision-makers, and participants had all been 

involved with organizations that attempted to bring environmental ideas and plans to political 

leaders. Further, many participants made semantic moves that emphasized their knowledge of the 

discussions that occurred between environmental and political leaders, indicating that they take 

such leadership seriously. Participants also made clear that they identified as law-abiding 

citizens, working as transparently as possible and doing nothing that would preclude them from 

being treated as legitimate actors. That said, this performance of transparency may be not only be 

a legitimizing activity, but also a response to the threat of state surveillance (cf. Hall, 2011; 

Raab, 2014), as I discuss below. 

Participants did, however, connect this ability to rely on democratic institutions with their 

own levels of privilege, citing race- and gender-based privilege; class privilege, including having 

access to education and living in areas where environmentally hazardous infrastructure was 

unlikely to be built; and the privilege of having a positive history with the state, compared to 

populations that have been victimized by the state through colonialism, genocide, or 

discrimination. This echoes Mitchell’s (1980) critique of rights as tied to power and therefore 

conferred more liberally to those with existing privilege. Further, Amber discussed a moment in 

which she realized that by participating in democratic processes, activists were playing a role in 
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legitimizing state authority—a point that echoes that of Foucault (1980)—which Indigenous 

activists in a colonial state would be much less inclined to do (personal communication, 

November 25, 2017). 

While participants primarily sought to address environmental issues through movement-

building and democratic and policy processes, it is notable that Amber believed that democratic 

options might eventually run out: 

I think we’re also gonna see a lot of folks that are associated with my organization, that 

have been playing the like “Yeah. No it’s not- we’ve got options” game, sort of start 

running out of options and like feel the moment come of like “Oh there’s a bulldozer. 

Like, that’s my bulldozer. I will be standing in front of that bulldozer.”  (personal 

communication, November 25, 2017) 

Like other participants, Amber had noted that there is a great deal political resistance to fast-

paced system change, and she cited the resulting increase in urgency as a reason activists may 

soon see an end to the “luxury” of working within the system and a greater need for more radical 

methods. 

Interests of the State: Removing the Maple-Coloured Glasses 

This section discusses how, while participants compared Canada favourably to other 

jurisdictions, they largely understood Canadian government and policing interests to be shared 

with and influenced by the fossil fuel industry. 

“We Don't Live in an Authoritarian Country or Something Like That”. Participants 

occasionally framed Canada as an advantaged and benevolent state. As mentioned above, 

participants expressed confidence in Canada’s legal and democratic systems. Participants also 
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contrasted the Canadian context with the United States, authoritarian contexts, and contexts 

privileging extralegal authority. This was not unexpected given the general perception of Canada 

as a liberal democratic nation built on peaceable compromise (Clément, 2016) and possessing 

“little political intrigue and even less political repression” (Whitaker, Kealey, & Parnaby, 2012, 

p. 5). When accounting for decision-makers’ environmentally problematic choices, participants 

invoked the concept of balance, conceding that decision-makers face competing pressures and 

interests that lead them to deprioritize environmental concerns.  

However, as Joshua noted in speaking about the notion that employment priorities 

conflicted with environmental ones, “I think the jobs issue is used as an excuse, um. Not that I 

really think those two things are in conflict, but I think it makes for an easy excuse” (personal 

communication, October 27, 2017). Despite framing individual decision-makers as somewhat 

neutral and well-meaning, participants problematized the tendency of Canada’s governments to 

share interests with those that oppose environmental action—as is also discussed by Shrivastava 

(2015). Moreover, participants recognized that Canada is not immune to oppressive practices. 

Participants pointed out Canada’s colonial legacy, frequently connected environmentalism with 

Indigenous rights, and cited biases against Indigenous peoples in Canadian culture, practices, and 

law that make Indigenous-supported environmental initiatives particularly difficult and perilous. 

These assertions are supported by the literature relating to Indigenous-led movements, and 

particularly by Dafnos, Thompson and French’s (2016) chapter that described how, within 

Canada’s current national security paradigm, “assertions of Indigenous self-determination and 

jurisdiction are commonly conceptualised as potential threats to critical infrastructure” (p. 321).  
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Further, participants connected the interests of Canadian governments, the fossil fuel 

industry, and policing and surveillance bodies, and made the case that government is typically 

inclined to support expansions of the latter two. As Amber stated, “if you’re in power, um, or if 

your organization’s in power or if your economic sector has power, then you tend to like to keep 

it” (personal communication, November 25, 2017). These interconnections were also reflected in 

the writing of Giddens (1985), who points to how the surveillance state had arisen in tandem 

with industrial capitalism, as nations feared that the dispossessed and unemployed would 

challenge the social and economic order and perhaps also the political order. 

Additionally, participants made semantic moves to present neoliberal institutions as 

uncaring about environmental issues. They also noted that environmentally friendly discourse 

came alongside environmentally destructive policy and practices, such as expanding oil sands 

development despite promises to reduce emissions, supporting pipeline routes that endangered 

communities, and allowing fossil fuel industry players high levels of access to government 

decision-makers. This further underscores the point advanced by Dryzek (2013) that, despite 

engaging in conversation and negotiation about environmental issues, nations have in recent 

years prioritized economic interests over socio-ecological concerns. 

The Business of Influence. To participants, it was obvious that fossil fuel industry 

players exert influence to minimize environmentally friendly policy and discourse. Participants 

held that fossil fuel corporations exert a great deal of influence on Canadian politicians and 

policymakers, citing political donations, lobbying, government revenues from industry, and what 

Joshua referred to as a “revolving door between politics and industry” (personal communication, 

October 27, 2017; see also Graham, Daub, & Carroll, 2017). Participants also noted the fossil 
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fuel industry’s strong ability to influence discourses adopted by the public and media, which go 

on to influence government and police priorities. This observation is supported in academic 

literature, including Nyberg, Wright, and Kirk’s (2017) work on the UK debate over fossil fuel 

development, fracking, and Levy and Spicer’s (2013) work on contested imaginaries of the US 

energy industry. 

Functions of Surveillance 

This section describes what participants understood to be the functions of state 

surveillance. While participants expressed that the use of policing and surveillance had been 

based on legitimate security needs, they highlighted how the role of surveillance expanded 

beyond meeting those needs. Participants problematized the broad scope of surveillance, and 

suggested that an additional intent of surveillance is to exercise social control through 

intimidation of environmental activists and disruption of their work. 

Surveillance as an Acceptable Practice Taken Too Far. Participants noted that 

surveillance and policing address a legitimate need to prevent harm from being done to the 

public. Participants cited extremism, property damage, and illegal activity in general as security 

concerns they believe Canada’s policing and surveillance regimes are meant to address. 

Participants used metaphor evoking non-interference in describing how police are “keeping an 

eye out” or “keeping tabs” on everyday activities. Participants also described surveillance as 

being applied more broadly than needed—affecting many law-abiding environmentalists—either 

as a first step in narrowing focus on illegal activity or so that policing authorities could more 

easily target particular people or groups of their choosing. This understanding of the purpose of 

broadly targeted state surveillance echoes that of Murphy (2007), who describes policing 
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authorities’ incentive to conduct extensive surveillance of communities in order to identify 

potential threats before they materialized. 

Participants problematized this broad application of state surveillance, which they 

understood to intercept a wide range of legal environmental movement activity. Concern was 

expressed about potential prevention of legitimate expression, about possible inaccuracies in 

surveillance data, and about data security and the potential for leaks of sensitive personal 

information. 

Surveillance as Social Control. In addition to noting potential unintended consequences 

of broadly focused state surveillance, participants expressed concern that overt surveillance 

could be as an intimidation tactic meant to suppress dissent. Participants made the case that 

surveillance was used, as Amber (who expressed certainty that one organization she worked for 

was under surveillance) put it, “to breed a little bit of fear in the movement and to stop us from 

being so bold” (personal communication, November 25, 2017). This view of surveillance as 

regulatory—as enforcing ‘appropriate’ behaviour—is also very much present in the literature (cf. 

Fernandez, 2005; Flusty, 2001; Mare, 2016; Zald, 1978) Participants provided examples of 

Canada using surveillance for suppression of dissent, which included police visits or excessive 

police presence, giving activists the impression that their name is on a list, and surveillance laws 

or auditing practices that overtly target environmental activists. Patel’s (2012) and Kinsman’s 

(2000a) analyses found this as well; their participants also felt that overt surveillance was meant 

to create negative labels. To participants, surveillance as a mode of suppression is based both on 

immediate consequences (i.e. from the potential discovery of unlawful activity), as well as on 

unforeseeable long-term consequences. As Peter (who noted he had been a more “radical” 
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environmentalist in his early twenties) stated in describing concerns about retention of his 

personal data, “the fact that it exists means that it can be used against me in the future” (personal 

communication, November 3, 2017). Isaac also spoke about surveillance as creating fear of the 

unknown, noting that “state surveillance … to a lot of people, is big and powerful and poorly 

understood, and they don’t know how far the government will go” (personal communication, 

October 27, 2017). 

Participants also viewed surveillance as a tool for disruption. Joshua described the use of 

police infiltrators not only for surveillance but also for the derailment of activists’ plans, and 

related a story of surveillance data used to identify and prevent an activist from attending a 

political event (personal communication, October 27, 2017). Amber recounted hearing about 

preemptive arrests of protesters during the G20 Summit in Toronto, Ontario (personal 

communication, November 25, 2017). And Peter discussed the overuse of environmentalists’ 

time for mitigation of potentially negative surveillance outcomes (personal communication, 

November 3, 2017). These discussions of disruption were surprising given that the literature on 

surveillance as disruption mainly focuses on more incidentally disruptive effects of surveillance, 

such as impeding activists’ backstage work (cf. Mitchell & Heynen, 2009; Treré, 2015; Bailey, 

2008), rather than police action taken based on surveillance findings. Of course, there is the 

notable exception of Marx’s (1974) discussion of activists’ discovery of agents provocateurs, 

which he found to foster fear and distrust among movement members and organizations. Amber 

made a similar observation in stating, “this thing with the police state is you think that everyone 

is the police, and so like everyone’s going to rat you out” (personal communication, November 
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25, 2017). In addition to actual derailment of activities, participants understood the creation of 

distrust and uncertainty to be among the disruptive effects of surveillance. 

In sum, participants viewed surveillance not simply as passive observation, but as a 

means for the state to attempt to limit and control activists’ behavior. It is perhaps unsurprising 

that environmental activists would hold this view—of the Canadian state as interested in 

regulating conduct that threatens the power of the fossil fuel industry—given that Canada's 

economy has relied on natural resources, including energy resources, since its inception (Innis, 

1995), and that such resources remain a key export and an important part of the national 

imaginary (Shrivastava, 2015; O’Brien and White, 2017). 

Activism in the Surveillance Context 

This section describes how, as environmental activists, participants discuss and mitigate 

surveillance. Participants displayed uncertainty about surveillance proliferation, practices, and 

targets, but maintained that a degree of surveillance was a part of their lives. They indicated 

reluctance to discuss surveillance with other movement members, and avoided allowing 

surveillance to take much of their attention. 

Uncertainty and Paranoia in Discussions of Surveillance. When participants discussed 

their understanding of current state surveillance practices, they displayed a mix of certainty and 

doubt in their answers. Participants used subjective modality markers alongside their categorical 

assertions that surveillance of environmentalists was taking place, and indicated that they relied 

on logic and intuition due to insufficient evidence of surveillance. Subjective modality markers 

were also used in discussions of the purposes of such surveillance. Nevertheless, participants 

indicated that environmental activists typically understand there to be a high likelihood that they 
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are being, at least casually, surveilled—though this could also be understood as a semantic move 

to frame environmentalists as vigilant. 

Some participants indicated that overt, publicly known police presence and 

surveillance—what Peter termed a “heavy-handed approach” (personal communication, 

November 3, 2017)—had become a public relations strength for the environmental movement, in 

that it casts the state a wrongdoer that the movement is right to challenge. This supports della 

Porta and Fillieule’s (2008) theory that repressive policing can evoke images of an unfair and 

repressive state that must urgently be reined in or punished. However, in the case of secretive 

surveillance, participants indicated a degree discomfort as they were unsure of whether it was 

truly a part of their everyday lives. 

Participants regularly invoked the concept of paranoia in their discussions of potential 

surveillance. This could be seen as a semantic move to insulate participants from accusations of 

being paranoid—of being pathological or irrational, a trait which if conferred onto them could 

call into question their other strongly held convictions (cf. Cromby & Harper, 2005)—which the 

discursive context fully allows. As Joshua described, “the more that I am thinking about these 

questions and grappling with them, the more I’m like feeling a bit like a conspiracy theorist … 

and maybe we’re encouraged to think that way” (personal communication, October 27, 2017). 

Joshua hinted that it is in the state’s interest to connect discussion of surveillance with mental 

illness. Amber reinforced this point in describing her discomfort bringing up surveillance 

potential with new hires, stating “onboarding’s already hard enough… Are we just going to teach 

all of our new hires that we are a bunch of paranoid, like, tin-foil hacktivists?” (personal 

communication, November 25, 2017). The discursive alignment of paranoia and discussions of 
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surveillance makes it difficult for environmentalists to communicate surveillance concerns to 

movement newcomers, making it less likely that new activists would consider surveillance 

mitigation. These effects—paranoia and cynicism—are similarly noted by Marx (1974) in his 

descriptions of emotional responses to state surveillance. Perhaps for similar reasons, 

participants displayed a lack of certainty about how other environmental activists discuss 

surveillance, using subjective modality markers when describing others’ views of and responses 

to state surveillance. 

Mitigating Surveillance Effects. Despite holding generally negative views of the 

functions of surveillance, participants treated—and held that others would treat—surveillance 

issues as no more significant than others, and devote little effort to the mitigation of surveillance 

effects. Isaac believed that a degree of surveillance would simply be acceptable to the public to a 

point (personal communication, October 27, 2017). And Peter suggested that that the context of 

mass data collection in the “new digital world” had acclimatized the public to a lack of privacy 

(personal communication, November 3, 2017). 

On the other hand, Amber’s and Joshua’s choices to deprioritize surveillance mitigation 

were more strategically based. Amber argued that she did not want to cut herself off from 

community (personal communication, November 25, 2017), and similarly, Joshua stated that he 

was uninterested in making his group less publicly accessible for the purposes of surveillance 

prevention (personal communication, October 27, 2017). Both made deliberate choices to avoid 

changes to their behaviour based on the surveillance context, in order to remain as socially open 

as possible. 
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That said, it is worth noting that in asserting their identities as law-abiding citizens 

working with transparently operated groups, participants may have also been engaged in a 

performance of legitimacy in response to surveillance. This falls under the category of 

accommodation discussed in the literature review, and may be either due to a chilling effect (cf. 

Cunningham & Noakes, 2008) or a strategic choice meant to demonstrate movement legitimacy. 

The measures that participants admittedly did take to mitigate surveillance were centered 

on choosing communications media. Participants chose to communicate more sensitive 

information in person rather than digitally or in writing, and recounted activists sometimes 

covering cameras or leaving their phones behind when having confidential meetings. However, 

participants held that the content and frequency of their communication was largely unaffected. 

Such technology-oriented tactics can be seen as avoidance measures, which as noted in the 

literature review require knowledge of surveillance and ability to adapt one’s behaviour. 

That both accommodation and resistance tactics were used by participants indicate that, 

taken together at least, participants possessed a great deal of surveillance capital (cf. McCahill & 

Finn, 2014), despite each stating early in their interviews that they had given only little attention 

to Canadian surveillance issues. 

While participants had few recommendations for changes to Canada’s policing and 

surveillance regimes, their experiences led them to generally support stronger regulation and 

oversight. Amber made her goal particularly clear: “We don’t want to buy into the culture of 

fear, um, because fear promotes the status quo. That’s definitely not what we’re up for” 

(personal communication, November 25, 2017). 
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Implications 

Based on the literature and the theoretical principles from the research design, this section 

discusses key implications of the findings outlined above. These include discussions of the 

relationship between law-abiding environmental activists and the state, the makeup of the 

movement itself, activists’ construction of surveillance, and the notion that the environmental 

struggle is discursive. 

Environmental Activists and the State 

This study demonstrates that environmental activists who rely on legally acceptable 

channels of influence walk a precarious line between division and identification with the 

Canadian state. On one hand, participants were inclined to describe Canada as benevolent and 

identified as law-abiding Canadian citizens doing work in the interests of the Canadian public. 

On the other, participants had become disillusioned with Canada’s treatment of environmental 

issues, and found that by pushing for structural change to address those issues they were 

relegated to the margins of Canadian society. 

While participants lacked confidence that Canadian institutions would be willing to take 

meaningful environmental action, they allowed themselves to rely on the processes that shaped 

and, ideally, continuously reshape those institutions. However, by engaging with the state 

through the channels it makes available—namely democratic and policy processes—

participants, perhaps inadvertently, play a role in legitimizing the neoliberal colonial state, 

while simultaneously building a social base to resist state power. As Dalton, Recchia, and 

Rohrschneider (2003) argue, use of such “conventional channels of influence” conflict with 

activists’ identity as critics of the political-economic status quo (p. 746); members of the 
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environmental movement must choose between the pragmatic use of political systems and the 

performance of a more coherent identity.  

Environmental Activists and their Movement 

 The findings of this project illustrate that the environmental movement comprises a 

diverse membership with varying foci and different available and preferred means of creating 

change. Movement members might rely on any combination of conventional channels of 

influence and extralegal tactics to meet their goals, but members with greater degrees of 

privilege are better able—and perhaps more willing—to access and use the former means. 

         While those who rely on tactics such as direct action, civil disobedience, or otherwise 

militant methods were strongly implied to be responsible for attracting the eye of the surveillance 

state—which Haines (1984) might consider a negative radical flank effect—participants 

continued to identify and empathize with them, and attempt to avoid reproducing the discourse 

of the state that frames them as deviants. Within the environmental movement, the line between 

victim and offender is blurred: activists that engage in extralegal activity are ‘offenders’ insofar 

as they are seen as responsible for the movement’s ‘victimization’ by the state, but such activists 

are also themselves victims of circumstance—and of the environmental degradation permitted or 

advanced through neoliberal institutional arrangements. 

Surveillance Discourses 

While it is clear that surveillance discourses are ubiquitous, surveillance is seldom 

discussed among participants and their activist peers. Participants indicated that they possessed a 

great deal of surveillance capital—employing a range of behavioural responses to potential 

surveillance and showing flexibility—and made notable connections between government and 
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industry interests and the interests of policing and surveillance bodies. Further, in displaying a 

willingness to accept that their activism makes them a target of state surveillance, participants 

indicated that such surveillance does not threaten—and, indeed, may even contribute to—their 

feelings of ontological security (cf. Giddens, 1991).  

However, participants found their understanding of surveillance diluted by doubt about 

its purposes and targets. They feared that they would sound paranoid if they were to consider or 

discuss surveillance in depth, and were concerned about alienating their activist peers and 

movement newcomers. 

While all participants had some experience living through or witnessing state 

surveillance, surveillance is not discussed the way that, say, experiences of sexual harassment are 

now being discussed and used to fuel the feminist movement—perhaps due to the dominant 

framing of the Canadian state as peaceful and benevolent. Uncertainty and paranoia around 

surveillance prevent it from being discussed in a way that might inform a larger push toward 

awareness and change to Canada’s policing regimes. 

The Environmental Conflict As Discursive 

As environmental values have gained a degree of mainstream acceptance (Rootes, 2008), 

and as environmental threats remain largely intangible and in the future, the environmental 

movement is now engaged in a discursive struggle to frame environmental issues as worthy 

priorities. As this study discusses, part of the struggle is also in positively framing solutions that 

threaten to usurp the dominant political and economic order, and problematizing the neoliberal 

logics that have led to the overuse of finite resources, dangerous levels of greenhouse gas 

emissions, and other forms of environmental degradation. 
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Contrary to this, the state has an interest in maintaining the conditions under which it has 

been able to hold power, and in securing a predictable and cohesive society. It follows then that 

Canada has both instrumental and ideological interests in protecting industrial capitalism through 

surveillance and stigmatization of activists who appear hostile to further development. This 

being the case, environmentalists strive to position themselves as righteous, rational, and 

transparent—as inappropriate targets for state surveillance—and to give as little attention as 

possible to their construction as ‘outsiders’ or to resulting feelings of distrust or demoralization.  

The Social Order and the Social Wrong 

I would agree that in its present form—in a capitalist liberal democracy—the social order 

does require a degree of surveillance and policing. However what it does not need is a secretive, 

unspoken of, policing system that is unaccountable to the democracy it claims to protect. As this 

study has shown, surveillance of environmental activists casts them as outsiders, making it more 

difficult for activists to legitimize their work and goals in the eyes of the public, decision-

makers, and even other movement members; to otherwise engage in framing activities; and to 

have a positive, trusting relationship with the state. Surveillance also adds risk for activists 

including reputational risks and the risk to one’s freedoms should an arrest or negative 

interaction with police occur. The additional risk can take an emotional toll, and can also 

produce a chilling effect that increases the difficulty of sustaining and expanding participation in 

the environmental movement.  

To address this social wrong, based on this research, I believe we must work to 

destigmatize discussion of surveillance—and strive to demystify its purposes, likelihood, and 

potential effects—so that the state may not use secrecy and silence to give proponents of the 
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dominant political and economic order a further advantage against those who seek to shift 

dominant discourses and create change in our democracy. 

Conclusions 

 This analysis demonstrates that state surveillance shapes the identity performance of law-

abiding environmental activists by influencing their relationship with the Canadian state, 

relationships and identities within the environmental movement, and the discursive construction 

of the environmental struggle. 

It is clear that the state cannot legitimately claim that surveillance is a neutral activity, or 

that conducting surveillance yields no effect if the monitored have nothing to hide. Rather, 

surveillance advances particular discursive categories for the surveilled (cf. Hall, 2001), and 

when one understands they are under suspicion, or is cast as an outsider, they change the way 

they consider and perform their identity. Surveillance shifts the discursive context, meaning 

activists cannot continue as if they were not subjects of the state’s watchful eye.  

In a democracy like Canada, where decision-makers are held to account not only through 

official channels but also through protest and citizens’ campaigns, it is crucial that we continue 

to pay attention to how the state’s policing activity affects the health of such democratic 

expression, and that take steps to destigmatize meaningful discussions of such activity. 

Limitations and Recommendations for Future Research 

This study is, like any, limited in many ways. As noted in the Methodology section, it 

uses a small sample that cannot effectively account for the particular experiences of members of 

marginalized groups—including racialized groups, sexual minorities, people with disabilities, 

and Indigenous peoples. It would be of great value for future research on Canadian state 
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surveillance to focus on the experiences of activists who are members of one or more of these 

groups. While members of these groups are immersed in the same discursive environments as 

my participants, there may be notable differences in way they are constructed by discourse and 

position themselves .  

Further, as this study focused primarily on those who engage in legal forms of activist 

expression, a future study focused on the experiences of environmental activists recently or 

currently involved with direct action campaigns or civil disobedience would be enlightening, and 

would contribute to the completeness of this project’s findings.  

In addition, I would welcome a deeper investigation into the themes of paranoia that 

arose in this study, and perhaps a broader study of the extent to which fears of appearing 

paranoid limit discussions of surveillance in liberal democratic states. There has been limited 

literature on the subject (though there are exceptions, including Harper, 2008 and Holm, 2009), 

and the theme was quite prevalent in my findings.  

Finally, as noted earlier, this project plays a role in continuing the study of targeted 

surveillance that is backed by state power, at a time when the literature on surveillance and 

participation is increasingly focused on privately controlled mass surveillance. As the lines 

between private and public policing blur (cf. Zedner, 2007; Monaghan & Walby, 2017), it will 

be increasingly important that scholars do not neglect to study state power—and how the 

exercise of such power affects the state’s constituents—when examining the surveillance 

landscape.  
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Appendices 

Appendix A: Visual Conceptual Framework 

 
For a full-size interactive view, please visit: https://mm.tt/906869161?t=VE9KjBOdmv 

 

 

  

https://mm.tt/906869161?t=VE9KjBOdmv
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Appendix B: Letter of Invitation to Potential Participants 

Letter of Invitation to Participate in Research 

 

Project title: Surveillance discourses and Canadian environmental activism 

Project type: Master's thesis 

Institution: Royal Roads University (School of Communication and Culture) 

Principal Investigator: Lindsey Bertrand – lindsey.1bertrand@royalroads.ca 

Supervisor: Chaseten Remillard – chaseten.remillard@royalroads.ca – 250.391.2600 ext. 4579 

*If you wish to verify the authenticity of this project, you may contact the Thesis Coordinator, 

Zhenyi Li: zhenyi.li@royalroads 

 

I, Lindsey Bertrand, MA candidate at Royal Roads University’s School of Communication and 

Culture, invite you to participate in a research project entitled Surveillance discourses and 

Canadian environmental activism, the objective of which is to investigate how targeted state 

surveillance shapes the behaviour and sense of identity of Canadian environmental activists. 

 

Should you choose to participate, you will be asked to take 5–10 minutes to fill out a short 

recruitment questionnaire, and may be asked for an interview. Interviews will be 30–60 minutes 

long and take place via phone or Skype (or by other electronic means) in October/November 

2017.  

 

The foreseen questions will refer to your identification with environmentalism, your perceptions 

of surveillance, and the way you communicate about those topics.  

 

Information will be audio-recorded and later transcribed. You will have the opportunity to 

review a transcript of your responses in November or December 2017.  

 

Consent 

You are not compelled to participate in this research project. If you do choose to participate, you 

are free to withdraw without prejudice up until the point at which interviews are transcribed. 

Similarly, if you later choose not to participate in this research project, your information will be 

maintained in confidence.  

 

You will be given detailed information and be asked for your consent before filling out the 

recruitment survey and prior to any interview. 

 

If you would like to ask any questions before giving your consent, please feel free to do so. 
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Potential Risks and Benefits 

The potential harms to participants arising from this research are minimal and largely transient. 

They include the potential inconvenience of participation in research and the possibility of a 

temporary emotional reaction to a question.  

 

The potential benefits are similarly minimal. They include the possible therapeutic effects of 

reflecting and responding to questions, and resulting research that seeks to advocate for their 

interests. The primary benefits produced are for society and for the advancement of knowledge. 

 

Conflicts of Interest 

At this stage, I know of no conflicts of interest. However, since I work with an organization that 

tackles environmental issues and occasionally attend environmentally focused events, there is a 

possibility that I will encounter the participant outside the research context or that we may have 

common contacts. 

 

Should it be revealed I have or am likely to have a personal or financial relationship with a 

participant, this conflict will be either avoided (i.e. you will not be asked to participate in the 

interview stage, and your survey responses will be destroyed), or discussed with the project 

supervisor and disclosed to you. 

 

Confidentiality 

All documentation will be kept strictly confidential. At no time will any comment be attributed 

to you unless your specific agreement to attribute that comment has been obtained beforehand.  

 

Code numbers or pseudonyms will be used to identify the results obtained from individual 

participants while protecting anonymity. Only I will have access to identifying information. 

Information that could identify you will not appear in any final documents. 

 

Survey responses and interview transcripts will be initially stored in encrypted container on the 

my personal computer, and only my supervisor and I will have access to raw data.  

 

Once the study is completed, survey responses and interview transcripts will be archived—they 

will remain encrypted and be stored exclusively on an external drive in a locked cabinet—and 

may be used for future research. Documents with identifying information such as your name and 

contact information will have personal information redacted or be destroyed. 

 

If you leave the study prematurely, all information relating to your participation will be 

destroyed. 
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Dissemination 

Results of this research will be shared as widely as possible. In addition to submitting my final 

report to Royal Roads University in partial fulfillment for a Master of Professional 

Communication degree, I will also be submitting my research findings to various journals and 

conferences, and may promote a version of the final report online and pitch it to media. 

 

Next Steps 

If you would like to participate in this research project please visit 

https://bertrand.limequery.org/312858, review the consent form, and fill in the recruitment 

questionnaire.  

 

Thank you for your time and for your interest in this project. 

 

Lindsey Bertrand 

MA Candidate  

School of Communication and Culture 

Royal Roads University 

lindsey.1bertrand@royalroads.ca  

 

  

https://bertrand.limequery.org/312858
mailto:lindsey.1bertrand@royalroads.ca
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Appendix C: Consent Forms 

RESEARCH CONSENT FORM:  

RECRUITMENT QUESTIONNAIRE 

 

Project title: Surveillance discourses and Canadian environmental activism 

Project type: Master's thesis 

Institution: Royal Roads University (School of Communication and Culture) 

Principal Investigator: Lindsey Bertrand – lindsey.1bertrand@royalroads.ca 

Supervisor: Chaseten Remillard – chaseten.remillard@royalroads.ca – 250.391.2600 ext. 4579 

*If you wish to verify the authenticity of this project, you may contact the Thesis Coordinator, 

Zhenyi Li: zhenyi.li@royalroads 

 

Objectives, Research Design, Duration 

This document constitutes an agreement to participate in my research project, the objective of 

which is to investigate how targeted state surveillance shapes the behaviour and sense of identity 

of Canadian environmental activists. 

 

The research will consist of a survey, which for select participants will be followed by a semi-

structured interview. The survey is foreseen to take approximately five to ten minutes to 

complete. Interviews are foreseen to last between 30 minutes and one hour.  

 

If you are selected to be interviewed, you have the right to decline to participate. 

 

If you are interviewed, you will have the opportunity to review a transcript of your responses in 

November/December 2017. Should you choose to participate in one or both of these optional 

reviews, please note that more of your time will be required. 

 

The foreseen questions will refer to your relationship to the environmental movement, and your 

perceptions of surveillance. This survey will also collect basic demographic information. 

 

Confidentiality 

All documentation will be kept strictly confidential. At no time will any comment be attributed 

to you unless your specific agreement to attribute that comment has been obtained beforehand.  

 

Code numbers or pseudonyms will be used to identify the results obtained from individual 

participants while protecting anonymity. Only I will have access to identifying information. Your 

name will not appear on any final documentation (whether the report is published or 

unpublished).  
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Survey responses will be collected through a secure, Canadian-hosted survey tool that complies 

with the BC Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. Once the survey period is 

complete, responses will be stored in encrypted container on the my personal computer. Only my 

supervisor and I will have access to raw data.  

 

Once the study is completed, survey responses will be deleted and interview transcripts will be 

archived—they will remain encrypted and be stored exclusively on an external drive in a locked 

cabinet—and may be used for future research. Documents with identifying information such as 

your name and contact information will be have personal information redacted or be destroyed. 

 

If you leave the study prematurely, all information relating to your participation will be 

destroyed. 

 

Dissemination 

Results of this research will be shared as widely as possible. In addition to submitting my final 

report to Royal Roads University in partial fulfillment for a Master of Professional 

Communication degree, I will also be submitting my research findings to various journals and 

conferences, and may promote a version of the final report online and pitch it to media. 

 

Potential Risks and Benefits 

The potential harms to participants arising from this research are minimal and largely transient. 

They include the potential inconvenience of participation in research and the possibility of a 

temporary emotional reaction to a question.  

 

The potential benefits are similarly minimal. They include the possible therapeutic effects of 

reflecting and responding to questions, and resulting research that seeks to advocate for their 

interests. The primary benefits produced are for society and for the advancement of knowledge. 

 

Conflicts of Interest 

At this stage, I know of no conflicts of interest. However, since I work with an organization that 

tackles environmental issues and occasionally attend environmentally focused events, there is a 

possibility that I will encounter the participant outside the research context or that we may have 

common contacts. 

 

Should it be revealed I have or am likely to have a personal or financial relationship with a 

participant, this conflict will be either avoided (i.e. you will not be asked to participate in the 
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interview stage, and your survey responses will be destroyed), or discussed with the project 

supervisor and disclosed to you. 

 

Consent 

You are not compelled to participate in this research project. If you do choose to participate, you 

are free to withdraw without prejudice up until the point at which interviews are transcribed. 

Similarly, if you later choose not to participate in this research project, this information will be 

maintained in confidence.  

 

By completing and submitting the following questionnaire, it is assumed that you give free 

and informed consent to participate in this project. 

 

Please feel free to retain a copy of this consent form (or other document) for your reference.   

If you would like to ask any questions before proceeding, please contact the Principal 

Investigator, Lindsey Bertrand, at: lindsey.1bertrand@royalroads.ca 

 

 
RESEARCH CONSENT FORM: 

INTERVIEWS 

 

Project title: Surveillance discourses and Canadian environmental activism 

Project type: Master's thesis 

Institution: Royal Roads University (School of Communication and Culture) 

Principal Investigator: Lindsey Bertrand – lindsey.1bertrand@royalroads.ca 

Supervisor: Chaseten Remillard – chaseten.remillard@royalroads.ca – 250.391.2600 ext. 4579 

*If you wish to verify the authenticity of this project, you may contact the Thesis Coordinator, 

Zhenyi Li: zhenyi.li@royalroads 

 

Objectives, Research Design, Duration 

This document constitutes an agreement to participate in my research project, the objective of 

which is to investigate how targeted state surveillance shapes the behaviour and sense of identity 

of Canadian environmental activists. 

 

This phase of the research will consist of a semi-structured interview. Interviews are foreseen to 

last between 30 minutes and one hour.  

 

The foreseen questions will refer to your identification with environmentalism, your perceptions 

of surveillance, and the way you communicate about those topics.  
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Information will be audio-recorded and later transcribed. You will have the opportunity to 

review a transcript of your responses in November or December 2017. Should you choose to 

participate in one or both of these optional reviews, please note that more of your time will be 

required. 

 

Confidentiality 

All documentation will be kept strictly confidential. At no time will any comment be attributed 

to you unless your specific agreement to attribute that comment has been obtained beforehand.  

 

Code numbers or pseudonyms will be used to identify the results obtained from individual 

participants while protecting anonymity. Only I will have access to identifying information. 

Information that could identify you will not appear in any final documents. 

 

Survey responses and interview transcripts will be initially stored in encrypted container on the 

my personal computer, and only my supervisor and I will have access to raw data.  

 

Once the study is completed, survey responses and interview transcripts will be archived—they 

will remain encrypted and be stored exclusively on an external drive in a locked cabinet—and 

may be used for future research. Documents with identifying information such as your name and 

contact information will have personal information redacted or be destroyed. 

 

If you leave the study prematurely, all information relating to your participation will be 

destroyed. 

 

Dissemination 

Results of this research will be shared as widely as possible. In addition to submitting my final 

report to Royal Roads University in partial fulfillment for a Master of Professional 

Communication degree, I will also be submitting my research findings to various journals and 

conferences, and may promote a version of the final report online and pitch it to media. 

 

Potential Risks and Benefits 

The potential harms to participants arising from this research are minimal and largely transient. 

They include the potential inconvenience of participation in research and the possibility of a 

temporary emotional reaction to a question.  
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The potential benefits are similarly minimal. They include the possible therapeutic effects of 

reflecting and responding to questions, and resulting research that seeks to advocate for their 

interests. The primary benefits produced are for society and for the advancement of knowledge. 

 

Conflicts of Interest 

At this stage, I know of no conflicts of interest, be they personal, professional, business, 

commercial, or financial in nature.  

 

However, since I work with an organization that tackles environmental issues and occasionally 

attend environmentally focused events, there is a possibility that I will encounter you outside the 

research context or that we may have common contacts. 

 

Consent 

You are not compelled to participate in this research project. If you do choose to participate, you 

are free to withdraw without prejudice up until the point at which your interview is transcribed.  

 

Please feel free to retain a copy of this consent form (or other document) for your reference.   

If you would like to ask any questions before proceeding, please feel free to do so. 

 

By signing this letter, you give free and informed consent to participate in this project. 

 

 

Name (please print): __________________________________________________ 

 

Signed: _____________________________________________________________ 

 

Date: _______________________________________________________________ 
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Appendix D: Text of Recruitment Questionnaire 

*The first page is the Research Consent Form, the submission of which takes participants to the 

survey. 

Preamble 

Thank you for taking the time to participate in this thesis project. This questionnaire will collect 

basic information about you, your relationship to the environmental movement, and your 

perceptions of surveillance. This will help inform a study of how targeted state surveillance 

shapes the behaviour and sense of identity of Canadian environmental activists. 

 

Your responses will be kept strictly confidential. For more information, please refer back to the 

Research Consent page.  

 

This questionnaire is expected to take 5–10 minutes to complete.  

 

Page 1: Demographic information 

1. Basic and contact information 

● First Name 

● Last Name 

● City of residence 

● Email 

● Phone 

● Other preferred contact information 

● I have some availability for a 30–60 minute-long interview in October or November of 

this year. You may contact me to request an interview. (Yes/No) 

 

2. Identity 

Please indicate the extent to which you identify with each category, particularly as it relates to 

your concern for the environment: 

 I do not identify 

with this category 

2 3 4 This is an important 

part of my identity 

Environmentalist      

Conservationist/Preservationist      

Activist      
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Movement member      

Dissident/Dissenter      

Concerned citizen/resident      

 

3. Activity 

Please check all that apply based on your best recollection.  

In the last twelve (12) months, based at least in part on concern for the environment, I have: 

● Shared news or commentary online, via social media, comments sections, forums, or 

other platforms 

● Discussed issues of the day with friends, family, neighbours, or co-workers 

● Reached out to the media (e.g. sending a letter to the editor) 

● Reached out to an elected representative, policy maker, or oversight body 

● Reached out to a non-profit, community group, or advocate/critic 

● Attended a meeting of a non-profit or community group 

● Attended a protest or demonstration 

● Volunteered with a non-profit or community group 

● Chosen to work (or to continue working) in a field or for an organization involved in 

environmental issues 

● Became (or continued to be) publically affiliated with an organization involved in 

environmental issues (e.g. joined a board) 

● Changed or continued personal practices (e.g. driving less, composting, retrofitting one’s 

home, making certain purchasing decisions, consuming certain media) 

 

4. Current Issues 

In the last twelve (12) months, I have taken an action in response to the issue of… 

● The oil/tar sands 

● The Site C Dam 

● Liquified Natural Gas (LNG) / Fracking 

● Drilling 

● Pipeline projects 

● Oil-by-rail 

● Tankers 

● Coal 

● Nuclear safety 

● Spill responses / responsibility 

● Water quality / conservation 
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● Forest management 

● Mining 

● Emissions / carbon / greenhouse gases (GHGs) 

● Species protection 

● Indigenous rights 

● Pollution 

● Nature conservation / preservation 

● Pesticides  

● Genetically modified organisms (GMOs) 

● Agriculture 

● Ethical treatment of animals 

● Other: ________ 

 

5. Surveillance in Canada 

Please check all that apply. 

● I do not recall or have never heard of surveillance targeting law-abiding 

activists/dissenters in Canada, and doubt it happens 

● I do not recall hearing about surveillance of law-abiding activists/dissenters in Canada, 

but I have suspected/assumed it has happened or is happening 

● I am aware of surveillance of law-abiding activists/dissenters in the last five years 

● I am aware of surveillance of law-abiding activists/dissenters in my lifetime 

● I am aware of historical instances of surveillance of law-abiding activists/dissenters 

● I am very familiar with recent and historical instances of surveillance of law-abiding 

activists/dissenters in Canada 

 

Page 4: Thank you 

 

Thank you again for taking the time to participate. I truly appreciate your contribution to this 

project. 

 

Your responses will be kept strictly confidential. 

 

If you have indicated that you are open to being interviewed, I may contact you in October to 

request to schedule an interview. You have the right to decline this request. 

 

If you are interested in the results of this research, they will be made available in summer/fall 

2018. You may email me a request or you will (likely) be able to find the thesis through 
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DSpace@RRU, Royal Roads University’s digital archive of open access, scholarly works by 

RRU students, faculty, and staff: https://viurrspace.ca/handle/10170/36 
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Appendix E: Participant Selection Criteria 

 

Question/Heading Priority Select based on Exclusion criteria 

Basic and contact 

information NA NA - Does not influence selection 

Participants will be excluded if they do 

not tick the box, "You may contact me 

to request an interview." 

Identity 1 

(1) Those who identify most strongly as 

an environmentalist, activist, or 

movement member; (2) those who 

identify most strongly as a dissenter; (3) 

those who identify most strongly as an 

or concerned citizen Marks a 2 or lower on all categories 

Activity 2 

(1) Those who engaged in activities 

from each category; (2) those who have 

attended public events/meetings; (3) 

those who have expressed their 

environmental concern publicly or with 

a public office, or have otherwise 

broadly shared their name/identity when 

highlighting environmental concern; (4) 

those who have changed personal 

practices No activities selected 

Current Issues 4 

(1) Issues relating to infrastructure; (2) 

all other issues No issues selected 

Surveillance in 

Canada 3 

(1) Those very familiar with recent and 

historical instances; (2) those who are 

aware of recent or historical instances; 

(3) those who haven't heard of 

surveillance but assume it takes place 

Those who have never heard of any 

instances and doubt it happens 
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