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P h i l i p E . Converse, Georges Dupeux and John Me i s e l 

Few c o u n t r i e s i n the western world o f f e r as r i c h a l a b o r a t o r y f or the 

examination of s o c i a l and p o l i t i c a l phenomena as Canada. While i t shares 

with other n a t i o n s of the New World the marked e t h n i c d i v e r s i t y t h a t prompts 

study of mi g r a t i o n and c u l t u r a l a s s i m i l a t i o n , Canada has come i n c r e a s i n g l y 

to d i s c a r d the "melting-pot" assumptions of n a t i o n - b u i l d i n g even where i t s 

two l a r g e s t e t h n i c i n g r e d i e n t s - - t h e B r i t i s h and the French--are concerned, 

and i s now c o n s i d e r i n g what accommodations are necessary for minimal n a t i o n a l 

u n i t y on one hand i f b i c u l t u r a l i s m i s encouraged on the othe r . The growth of 

i t s g i a n t neighbor to the south has merely complicated the s i t u a t i o n , by p l a c i n g 

Canada w i t h i n a t r i a n g l e of c u l t u r a l and p o l i t i c a l force.s defined by three of 

the major nations of the West: B r i t a i n , France and the United S t a t e s . Under 

these circumstances, i t i s l i t t l e wonder t h a t the country seems to s u f f e r 

frequent c r i s e s of s e l f - i d e n t i t y , being forced to manufacture and i n s i s t 

s e l f - c o n s c i o u s l y upon answers to such b a s i c questions as "What i s a Canadian?" 

G e o g r a p h i c a l l y , the v a s t bulk of the Canadian population operates i n a 

domain s t r a n g e l y l a c k i n g i n two of the four conventional points of the compass. 

a P a p e r prepared f or the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Conference on Comparative E l e c ­
t o r a l Behavior, held at the Survey Research Center of The U n i v e r s i t y of 
Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan, A p r i l , 1967. S p e c i a l thanks for a s s i s t a n c e 
i n the o r g a n i z a t i o n of m a t e r i a l s i s due Mrs. Lin d a Wilcox and Mrs. Jean 
Dotson. 



There i s a great d e a l of E a s t and West, but l i t t l e North or South: the main 

c o r r i d o r of a c t i v i t y s t r e t c h e s n e a r l y 4,000 m i l e s , but i s r a r e l y as much as 

100 m i l e s wide. A n a t i o n thus s e t , so to speak, on a s i n g l e dimension ra t h e r 

than l y i n g i n a two-dimensional plane, encounters p e c u l i a r c o n d i t i o n s of 

communication and c u l t u r a l d i f f u s i o n , and as Canadian h i s t o r y has shown, i s 

more s u b j e c t to l i n g e r i n g r e g i o n a l i s m than most. 

P o l i t i c a l l y speaking, the s u p e r s t r u c t u r e of Canada's n a t i o n a l government 

f o l l o w s more c l o s e l y the B r i t i s h than the French or United S t a t e s pattern. Yet 

the term " s u p e r s t r u c t u r e " i s d e l i b e r a t e l y chosen, for Canada i s a f e d e r a t i o n of 

p r o v i n c e s i n which p r o v i n c i a l governments are accorded a s u b s t a n t i a l degree of 

power and autonomy. S i m i l a r l y , of course, the f e d e r a l government s i t s 

athwart the French and Anglo-Saxon p i e c e s of the nation, and the d e l i c a c y of 

power r e l a t i o n s h i p s between these p i e c e s i s a p e r v a s i v e c o n s i d e r a t i o n in the 

composition of government and the e x e c u t i o n of p u b l i c p o l i c y . 

I f the Canadian p o l i t y i s more n e a r l y a two-party system than the French 

has ever been, i t i s at the same time more n e a r l y a m u l t i - p a r t y system than 

e i t h e r the B r i t i s h or United S t a t e s c a s e s . There are indeed two p r i n c i p a l 

p a r t i e s , the L i b e r a l s and the C o n s e r v a t i v e s , and these p a r t i e s have dominated 

n a t i o n a l p o l i t i c s from the time of the modern o r g a n i z a t i o n of the Dominion 

of Canada i n 1867. Where the two e t h n i c c u l t u r e s are concerned, the L i b e r a l 

P a r t y i s the "French" p a r t y . I t i s not e x c l u s i v e l y the French party, and 

could not be so i f i t hoped to c o n t r o l the f e d e r a l government, a goal i t has 

i n f a c t achieved with only three i n t e r r u p t i o n s s i n c e 1921. I t i s instead an 

e t h n i c c o a l i t i o n party, h i s t o r i c a l l y dominant to the point of one-party 

government i n the main French province of Quebec, and drawing d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e 

s t r e n g t h elsewhere among C a t h o l i c s i n other e t h n i c m i n o r i t i e s as w e l l , yet 

v i t a l l y dependent on Anglo-Saxon elements for n e a r l y h a l f of i t s popular 
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support. The Conservative P a r t y i s more purely P r o t e s t a n t and E n g l i s h , and 

has had i t s t r a d i t i o n a l center of g r a v i t y i n Ontario, the l a r g e s t and most 

prosperous of the ten Canadian p r o v i n c e s . 

Although dominated by the two major p a r t i e s which i n past decades have 

shared 70-85 percent of the popular vote i n n a t i o n a l e l e c t i o n s , Canada remains 

more p r o l i f i c i n spawning minor p a r t i e s and n u r t u r i n g them with votes than any 

of her Anglo-Saxon s i s t e r n a t i o n s . Over r e c e n t e l e c t i o n s t h i r d and f o u r t h 

p a r t i e s have quite c o n s i s t e n t l y maintained b l o c s of l e g i s l a t i v e s e a t s , and 

s t i l l other formations have captured s i z e a b l e numbers of votes as w e l l . 

While the w e l l s p r i n g s of these minor p a r t i e s have been v a r i o u s , both ideo­

l o g i c a l l y and g e o g r a p h i c a l l y , they are not too i n a c c u r a t e l y a s s o c i a t e d with 

two p r i n c i p a l homes, one i n French Quebec and the other i n the p r a i r i e 

p r o v i n c e s . The l a t t e r b i r t h p l a c e seems to have c l o s e a f f i n i t i e s with the 

r u r a l minor-party movements of the United S t a t e s p l a i n s , long s i n c e muted, 

which a l t e r n a t e l y attacked the a f f l u e n t s t a t u s quo of the E a s t e r n urban 

e s t a b l i s h m e n t from the l e f t , and the modern s e c u l a r l i b e r a l i s m of the c i t i e s 
1 

from the p r o v i n c i a l and God-fearing r i g h t . Both trends have produced minor 

p a r t i e s on the Canadian p r a i r i e s as w e l l . The French b i r t h p l a c e , however, 

l a c k s any counterpart i n the United S t a t e s . 

From the r i c h a r r a y of s u b j e c t s t h a t might be i l l u m i n a t e d by data on 

Canadian e l e c t o r a l behavior, we s h a l l f o r purposes of t h i s paper focus upon 

a s i n g l e r a t h e r obvious one: the q u e s t i o n of c o n t i n u i t i e s from the Old World 

to the New i n the d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n of popular p o l i t i c a l c u l t u r e between the 

"̂One of the most s u c c e s s f u l of the p r a i r i e minor p a r t i e s , the s o c i a l i s t 
C.C.F. born i n the Great Depression of the 1930s, was the s u b j e c t of d e t a i l e d 
examination i n S. M. L i p s e t , A g r a r i a n S o c i a l i s m ( B e r k e l e y : U n i v e r s i t y of 
C a l i f o r n i a P r e s s , 1950). 



French and Anglo-Saxon groupings. Important though i t i s , we s h a l l pay a 

minimum of a t t e n t i o n to the d i r e c t p o l i t i c a l c o n f r o n t a t i o n of these groups 

i n c u r r e n t Canada, for t e n s i o n s r a i s e d by French-Canadian n a t i o n a l i s m are 

w e l l known and the j u x t a p o s i t i o n of p a r t i s a n and e t h n i c cleavages q u i t e w e l l 

documented. I n s t e a d , our a t t e n t i o n w i l l be d i r e c t e d toward d i f f e r e n c e s i n 

s t y l e or b a s i c approach to democratic p o l i t i c s on the part of the French and 

Anglo-Saxon mass p u b l i c s , i n the measure they may be d i s c e r n e d i n sample 

survey m a t e r i a l . Such d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n has a l s o been the s u b j e c t of a sub­

s t a n t i a l j o u r n a l i s t i c l i t e r a t u r e , although accounts have always been im­

p r e s s i o n i s t i c , e n j o y i n g l i t t l e s y s t e m a t i c e m p i r i c a l base even i n Canada, 

to say nothing of corresponding bases for France or the Anglo-Saxon 
2 

democracies. 

As a plan of a t t a c k , we propose to summarize the main po i n t s at which 

m a t e r i a l i n mass e l e c t o r a l surveys from France appears to d i f f e r c o n s i s t e n t l y 

from that i n the United S t a t e s or, for t h a t matter, other democracies of 

northwestern Europe where comparable information i s a v a i l a b l e . Then we 

s h a l l c o n sider the most noteworthy s i g n s of e t h n i c d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n t h a t 
3 

emerge i n the most ambitious n a t i o n a l survey of a Canadian e l e c t i o n to date. 

The major use of sample-survey e l e c t o r a l data from Canada i n a c r o s s -
n a t i o n a l v e i n i s devoted to r e l i g i o u s , r e g i o n a l and s o c i a l c l a s s d i f f e r e n t i a ­
t i o n i n v o t i n g a c r o s s the four l a r g e s t Anglo-Saxon democracies ( B r i t a i n , 
Canada, the United S t a t e s and A u s t r a l i a ) , and thus pays r e l a t i v e l y s l i g h t 
a t t e n t i o n to French Canada as an e t h n i c community. See Robert A. A l f o r d , 
P a r t y and S o c i e t y (Chicago: Rand McNally & Co., 1963). Other r e c e n t and use­
f u l works on e l e c t o r a l behavior w i t h i n Canada include John C. Courtney ( E d . ) , 
Voting i n Canada (Toronto: P r e n t i c e - H a l l of Canada, 1967); J o h n M e i s e l , 
Papers on the 1962 Election.- (Toronto: U n i v e r s i t y of Toronto P r e s s , 1964); and 
P e t e r R e g e n s t r e i f , The Diefenbaker I n t e r l u d e (Toronto: Longmans Canada L t d . , 
1965). 

3 
T h i s survey was c a r r i e d out by a team of f i v e p r i n c i p a l i n v e s t i g a t o r s , 

i n c l u d i n g two of the c u r r e n t authors ( M e i s e l and Converse), a f t e r the f e d e r a l 
p a r l i a m e n t a r y e l e c t i o n s i n November, 1965. We wish to acknowledge the i n d i s ­
pensable r o l e s played i n t h i s c o l l a b o r a t i o n by P r o f e s s o r s Mildred Schwartz of 
the U n i v e r s i t y of I l l i n o i s (Chicago C i r c l e ) ; Maurice Pinard of M c G i l l U n i v e r s i t 
.and Pet e r R e g e n s t r e i f of the U n i v e r s i t y of Rochester. 
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T h i s w i l l permit a s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d assessment of the degree of f i t between 

Old and New World p i e c e s of the p u z z l e , i n order to address the problem of 

c o n t i n u i t y i n popular p o l i t i c a l c u l t u r e . 

Before proceeding, however, a c e r t a i n amount of p r e f a t o r y d e s c r i p t i o n 

w i l l be u s e f u l to us. I n p a r t i c u l a r , s i n c e the primary "independent v a r i a b l e s " 

w i t h which we s h a l l work i n the body of the paper are based upon the l i n e s of 

e t h n i c d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n c u r r e n t l y found i n Canada, i t i s important to provide 

some b r i e f e x p o s i t i o n of these e t h n i c i n g r e d i e n t s , t h e i r s p a t i a l d i s t r i b u t i o n 

and h i s t o r i c a l r o o t s . 

THE ETHNIC COMPOSITION OF CANADA 

According to the Canadian Census of 1961, the n a t i o n a l o r i g i n s of the 

Canadian population were d i s t r i b u t e d as shown i n Table 1. Somewhat comparable 

e s t i m a t e s from the e l e c t i o n sample survey i n Canada are included, s i n c e i t i s 

on these m a t e r i a l s t h a t subsequent a n a l y s e s i n t h i s paper r e s t . While the 

United S t a t e s Census Bureau does not attempt to a s c e r t a i n n a t i o n a l o r i g i n 

save for foreign-born and c h i l d r e n of foreign-born, a c o n t r a s t i n g e t h n i c 

d i s t r i b u t i o n has been r e c o n s t r u c t e d i n a very approximate way from sample 

survey m a t e r i a l . 

I t should be noted immediately, of course, t h a t only comparisons of the 

g r o s s e s t s o r t can be made from the three d i s t r i b u t i o n s , both because of d i f ­

f e r e n c e s i n coding and because of d i f f e r e n c e s i n the s i z e s of r e s i d u a l c a t e ­

g o r i e s (excluded from the major content percentages i n the upper p o r t i o n of 

the t a b l e ) . Even the Canadian Census d a t a cannot be v e r y adequately taken 

as parameters for the sample survey e s t i m a t e s , s i n c e a l l c h i l d r e n under v o t i n g 

age, n o n - r e g i s t e r e d a d u l t s as w e l l as the northern reaches of Canada were 

defined out of the sample universe from the o u t s e t . Moreover, the response 

"North American" was accepted i n the sample survey and a t t r a c t e d some eight 



Table 1. The E t h n i c Composition of Canada, Compared wi t h 
That of the United S t a t e s 

B r i t i s h I s l e s 
England, Scotland 
I r e l a n d 

Germany 

S c a n d i n a v i a 

I t a l y 

Other West Europe. . . 
Fran c e 
Netherlands 

E a s t Europe 
Poland 
Hungary 
R u s s i a (& Ukr.) 

J e w i s h 

Other European . . . . 

A s i a t i c 

N a t i v e ( I n d i a n , Eskimo) 

Negro 

Other 

"North American" 

U n i d e n t i f i e d 

"Don't Know" 

CANADA 
Census 
(1961) 

46.3% 

6.1 

2.2 

2.6 

32.0 
2.5 

1.9 
0.7 
3.4 

1.0 

1.3 

100.0% 

5.0 

CANADA 
Survey 
(1966) 

51.3% 

4.3 

2,1 

2.3 

27.0 
1.5 

2.7 
0.7 
3.6 

(1.9) 

4.0 

0.5 

100.0% 

7.6 

2.5 

USA 
Survey Research 

Center E s t . (1960) 

26.8 
14.3 

41. XI 

21.1 

4.6 

3.4 

8.5 

Other 
E. Eur 

1.8 
4.7 

(3.2) 

11.6 

3.2 

100.0% 

100.0% 100.0% 

19.9 

100.0% 

Percent Jewish i s a c t u a l l y d i s t r i b u t e d by n a t i o n a l o r i g i n - - h e a v i l y German 
and E a s t E u r o p e a n — i n these columns. 
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percent of the responses. I n i t i a l l y we assumed that the only North American 

source of population apart from Canada i t s e l f was the United S t a t e s , and s i n c e 

there has been some exchange of population between the two neighbors, c o n s i d ­

ered t h i s to be a non-French e t h n i c category. However, behavior of t h i s group 

on p o l i t i c a l v a r i a b l e s aroused s u f f i c i e n t s u s p i c i o n that spot checks of the 

i n t e r v i e w s were made, and these i n d i c a t e d that "North America" was meant to 

include "Canada" as a response, and that t h i s response was given quite 

f r e q u e n t l y i n the French-speaking population. Indeed, n e a r l y h a l f of t h i s 

group reported speaking French i n t h e i r homes, and not s u r p r i s i n g l y , every 

one of these was C a t h o l i c . Hence i t seems reasonable to surmise t h a t some 

of the apparently m i s s i n g French Canadians l i e i n t h i s row. Why French 

Canadians i n p a r t i c u l a r should so d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y r e p o r t themselves to 

be of Canadian r a t h e r than French a n c e s t r y may become c l e a r e r below. 

The important point for the moment i s that somewhat l e s s than h a l f of 

the a d u l t Canadian population i s B r i t i s h i n o r i g i n , and s l i g h t l y l e s s than 

o n e - t h i r d i s French. The remaining quarter i s heterogeneous, with f a i r 

German and E a s t European r e p r e s e n t a t i o n . 

As might be expected from the p r e s e r v a t i o n of the French language, 

the population of French a n c e s t r y i s extremely segregated i n those e a s t e r n 

p o r t i o n s of Canada which f i r s t r e p r e s ented the Nouvelle France of the seven­

teenth century. By 1961 Census e s t i m a t e s , over 80 percent of the province 

of Quebec i s French and about 11 percent B r i t i s h i n o r i g i n . The French com­

munity extends eastward somewhat i n t o the adjacent province of New Brunswick, 

although the B r i t i s h hold a 55-39 m a j o r i t y there, and 16 percent of P r i n c e 

Edward I s l a n d i s accounted French, as opposed to 80 percent B r i t i s h . I n the 

other two maritime provinces (Nova S c o t i a and Newfoundland) the French popu­

l a t i o n i s l e s s than 10 percent. Moving westward, only about 10 percent of 



Ontario i s French, and the proportion i s a mere 6 percent i n the v a s t expanses 

beyond Ontario to the P a c i f i c . With the ex c e p t i o n of New Brunswick, then, the 

French e i t h e r f i n d themselves i n an 80-20 p r o v i n c i a l m a j o r i t y or a 10-90 

m i n o r i t y . 

The B r i t i s h themselves are somewhat m a l d i s t r i b u t e d even o u t s i d e Quebec. 

The e a s t e r n maritime p r o v i n c e s are almost e n t i r e l y populated e i t h e r by B r i t i s h 

or French. I n Ontario, however, where the B r i t i s h hold a 60 percent m a j o r i t y , 

30 percent of the population i s n e i t h e r French nor B r i t i s h , and with the 

exception of B r i t i s h Columbia on the P a c i f i c , the B r i t i s h f i n d themselves i n 

turn outnumbered — of ten c o n s i d e r a b l y — b y non-French stock i n the western 

p r o v i n c e s . 

According to es t i m a t e s from our sample survey, about 29 percent of 

Canadian respondents r e p o r t speaking French as the primary language i n the 

home. S i x t y - s e v e n percent speak E n g l i s h , and 4 percent a v a r i e t y of other 

languages, the l a t t e r o c c u r r i n g mainly i n e t h n i c e n c l a v e s i n Toronto (Ontario) 

or i n the p r a i r i e p r o v i n c e s . Eighty-two percent of our Quebec respondents 

speak French i n the home, i n c l u d i n g v i s i b l e proportions of people of non-

French a n c e s t r y . One person i n seven i n the maritime provinces speaks French 

at home; for the remainder of Canada, the proportion i s b a r e l y over 3 percent. 

Thus while there i s strong r e g i o n a l s e g r e g a t i o n by French a n c e s t r y , the 

l i n g u i s t i c segregation i s sharper s t i l l . 

Since we are i n t e r e s t e d i n the polar French and B r i t i s h communities 

i n Canada, such segregation and l i n g u i s t i c d i s t i n c t i v e n e s s i s u s e f u l to us, 

for we s h a l l enjoy v e r y l a r g e numbers of "pure" types: people of French 

a n c e s t r y speaking French as a mother tongue and l i v i n g i n the French m i l i e u 

of Quebec; and people of B r i t i s h a n c e s t r y speaking E n g l i s h and l i v i n g i n an 

E n g l i s h m i l i e u outside Quebec. At the same time, as we wish to focus f u r t h e r 



on questions of p o l i t i c a l c u l t u r e , we w i l l p r o f i t from a t t e n t i o n to other 

c l a s s e s of persons as w e l l , i n c l u d i n g most obviously people of n e i t h e r 

French nor B r i t i s h a n c e s t r y , but a l s o the e t h n i c hybrids who l i e between the 

French and B r i t i s h poles, such as the people of French a n c e s t r y l i v i n g outside 

the French m i l i e u of Quebec and i n many cas e s speaking E n g l i s h i n the home, or 

the people of B r i t i s h or non-French o r i g i n immersed i n Quebec and speaking 

French p r i m a r i l y i n the f a m i l y . 

Table 2 summarizes much of what we have been d e s c r i b i n g , by providing 

d i s t r i b u t i o n s of our Canadian sample w i t h i n c r o s s - p a r t i t i o n s defined by 

language, a n c e s t r y and r e g i o n . The t a b l e i s so organized that the groups 

of r e l a t i v e c u l t u r a l p u r i t y are located i n the upper l e f t and lower r i g h t 

c o r n e r s of the t a b l e , and here c a s e s abound. Between these corners there are 

numerous empty c e l l s , and only o c c a s i o n a l c l u s t e r s of population.' 

Table 2 r e p r e s e n t s the primary a n a l y t i c s o r t i n g of the population 

that we have used for subsequent p o r t i o n s of t h i s paper. Because of the 

pa u c i t y of cases at many points i n the t a b l e , as w e l l as the r a t h e r l i m i t e d 

unique i n t e r e s t of some of the c e l l s , we s h a l l q uite g e n e r a l l y d i s p l a y a more 

c o l l a p s e d v e r s i o n of the p a r t i t i o n i n g . I n p a r t i c u l a r , f o r example, we shal1 

p l a y upon the very high c o r r e l a t i o n between language and a n c e s t r y to a s s i g n 

an a n c e s t r y to those respondents who were coded "North American" or whose 

a n c e s t r y simply was not a s c e r t a i n e d . I f they speak French, they are assumed 

to be of French a n c e s t r y ; i f E n g l i s h , they are assumed to be at l e a s t Anglo-

Saxon i f not B r i t i s h . T h i s d e c i s i o n i s m a s s i v e l y r e i n f o r c e d by examination 

of other c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s , such as r e l i g i o n and r e s i d e n c e : we are confident 

that i t e n t a i l s almost no m i s c l a s s i f i c a t i o n , and i t reduces the 40 c e l l s of 



a 
Table 2. Language and Ance s t r y by Region, Canadian Sample 

FRENCH LANGUAGE 

No.Amer. 
Ancestry: French DK or NA Other B r i t i s h 

Quebec 19.9% 3.6% 1.3% 0.5% 

Maritimes 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.3 

West 0.3 * * 

Ontario 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1 

L e s s than .05 of one percent. 

LThe t a b l e as a whole sums to 100 percent asidi 

OTHER LANG. ENGLISH LANGUAGE 

No.Amer. 

French Other French Other DK or NA B r i t i s h 

0.0% 0.2% 0.4% 1.8% 0.4% 2.5% 

0.0 * 0.5 0.4 0.6 6.0 

0.0 1.3 0.5 5.8 1.3 10.6 

0.1 2.5 1.5 2.7 6.2 26.0 
i 

i — > o 
i 

from rounding e r r o r . 
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Table 2 to 32. The f i f t h column i n the t a b l e c o n t a i n s one raw case and i s 

simply d i s c a r d e d . The s i x t h column--people of n e i t h e r French nor B r i t i s h 

a n c e s t r y who speak n e i t h e r of the major languages i n t h e i r homes--we s h a l l 

t r e a t as a whole. The v a s t m a j o r i t y of these are foreign-born, and almost 

t w o - t h i r d s have a r r i v e d i n Canada s i n c e World War I I . As people who have 

not yet become members of one of the major language groups themselves, they 

are of i n t e r e s t to preserve as a separate category. However, 94 percent of 

them l i v e i n Ontario or the western p r o v i n c e s and are not of c e n t r a l r e l e v a n c e 

to the main French Canadian community; hence, we drop any r e g i o n a l d i f f e r e n ­

t i a t i o n f o r them. 

Otherwise, we s h a l l maintain the d i s t i n c t i o n between r e s i d e n c e i n 

Quebec and r e s i d e n c e elsewhere as s c r u p u l o u s l y as p o s s i b l e . Where i t seems 

c o n c e p t u a l l y important and case numbers permit, we s h a l l maintain some 

r e g i o n a l d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n outside Quebec as w e l l ; however, numerous r e g i o n a l 

mergings w i t h i n e t h n i c and l i n g u i s t i c groups are n e c e s s a r y . 

Table 3 u t i l i z e s t h i s s o r t i n g of the sample, and provides an a r r a y of 

background information on each c l a s s i f i c a t i o n . We s h a l l not explore t h i s 

t a b l e i n d e t a i l , although a glance w i l l s u f f i c e to ensure the reader t h a t i t 

i s important for r e f e r e n c e , s i n c e the e t h n i c c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s are remarkably 

heterogeneous with r e s p e c t to many of the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . Some of the 

apparent h e t e r o g e n e i t y may t r a c e to the i n s t a b i l i t i e s of s m a l l case numbers, 

and the reader should note that s e v e r a l of the columns are too s p a r s e l y 

4 
A n c i l l a r y i n formation suggests t h a t whatever r i s k of m i s c l a s s i f i c a -

t i o n may occur l i e s on E n g l i s h and not the French s i d e . P o s s i b l y some of 
these respondents are of other non-French stock, although most are l i k e l y 
to be e a r l y a r r i v a l s , 93 percent l i v e o u t s i d e Quebec, and appear thoroughly 
a s s i m i l a t e d i n t o the E n g l i s h c u l t u r e . I n point of f a c t we have examined these 
c a t e g o r i e s s e p a r a t e l y i n p r i o r work, and are assured t h a t t h e i r a d d i t i o n to 
the E n g l i s h s i d e i n t r o d u c e s no d i s t o r t i o n . 



Table 3. Demographic C h a r a c t e r i s t i c by E t h n i c Categorie s 

ANCESTRY: FRENCH OTHER BRITISH ISLES 

LANGUAGE: French E n g l i s h French Other E n g l i s h French E n g l i s h 

PROVINCE: Que. Rest. A l l Que • A l l Que. Rest 
Que. 
Mar. Que. Mar. West Ont 

% Male 49 45 45 64 60 62 46 40 53 44 56 46 

% 50 years of age 
and o l d e r 33 35 35 56 32 30 28 35 55 40 42 34 

% 10 y r s and more 
of education 36 32 45 42 30 77 54 25 72 54 68 68 

7o P r o f e s s i o n a l 
% Blue C o l l a r 
% Farmer 

10 
46 
7 

7 
56 
3 

0 
44 
6 

3 
76 
0 

1 
58 
10 

24 
40 
0 

9 
42 
10 

5 
45 
0 

22 
22 
0 

5 
46 
11 

9 
34 
9 

8 
45 
7 

°L $6,000 or more 
income 26 22 27 24 28 51 46 25 54 11 48 40 

% C a t h o l i c 
% A n g l i c a n 
% Jewish 

99 

* 

100 
0 
0 

71 
10 
0 

91 
0 
6 

41 
1 
0 

17 
2 

64 

30 
6 
5 

75 
5 
0 

24 
28 
0 

26 
17 
0 

7 
20 
0 

15 
24 
0 

% Foreign-born 1 3 6 24 84 60 35 0 14 9 24 16 

% Grew up, farm 28 42 29 6 34 6 35 20 11 30 34 24 

% L i v e d i n another 
province 12 40 38 21 22 19 36 20 54 29 57 22 

Raw N 521 64 62 27 80 26 271 18 47 171 312 511 
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populated for more than c u r s o r y a t t e n t i o n . However, our primary i n t e r e s t 

l i e s i n the f i r s t column and the l a s t few, and here case numbers are ample 

indeed. 

One major source of h e t e r o g e n e i t y i n the t a b l e warrants b r i e f comment. 

I t i s apparent t h a t E n g l i s h - s p e a k i n g persons of B r i t i s h or other e x t r a c t i o n 

r e s i d i n g i n the French m i l i e u of Quebec are a very d i s t i n c t i v e group of 

people, a managerial c l a s s of high education, occupation s t a t u s and income. 

Members of t h i s group of "other" e x t r a c t i o n are h e a v i l y Jewish: indeed, the 

bulk of Canada's Jewish population i n v o l v e s r e l a t i v e l y r e c e n t migrants who 

have chosen to s e t t l e mainly i n the urban c e n t e r s of Quebec. The e x i s t e n c e 

of t h i s E n g l i s h - s p e a k i n g managerial c l a s s i n the French province i s of course 

a fundamental and c o n t i n u i n g i r r i t a n t to the French Canadian population. One 

may note moreover that a c r o s s the t a b l e as a whole, there i s an E n g l i s h edu­

c a t i o n l e v e l and an i n f e r i o r French one. And of g r e a t e s t i n t e r e s t i s the 

f a c t that these r e p e t i t i v e d i f f e r e n c e s are much more c l o s e l y a s s o c i a t e d w i t h 

c u r r e n t language than with a n c e s t r y . 

T h i s w i l l s u f f i c e , then, as a b r i e f sketch of the c u r r e n t e t h n i c 

composition of Canada. Our account would be quite incomplete, however, 

without adding something of a time dimension. For most of our purposes, 

t h i s can be q u i t e simply done- I n b r i e f , the main stream of m i g r a t i o n i n t o 

Canada i s and has been for c e n t u r i e s from Anglo-Saxon sources, p r i m a r i l y 

England, Scotland and Wales, although the United S t a t e s has been a prominent 

secondary source. Toward the middle of the n i n e t e e n t h century, I r e l a n d and 

Germany became important c o n t r i b u t o r s of population as well."* The E a s t e r n 

^ I t should be pointed out that the data provide no means of d i s t i n g u i s h ­
ing. I r i s h immigrants from others whose a n c e s t o r s come from the B r i t i s h I s l e s . 
T h i s i s unfortunate, and not simply because our I r i s h respondents might f e e l 
a f f r o n t e d to be dubbed wi t h a " B r i t i s h " a n c e s t r y . I t i s the I r i s h C a t h o l i c 
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European stock i s r e l a t i v e l y new, having begun to a r r i v e i n Canada only a t 

the end of the 19th century. F u r t h e r m i g r a t i o n s from E a s t e r n Europe and 

I t a l y have c o n s t i t u t e d the major sources of new population aside from the 

Anglo-Saxon c o n t r i b u t i o n s i n the t w e n t i e t h century. 

H i s t o r i c a l Background of the French Canadian Community. Where the 

French Canadian community I s concerned, however, the h i s t o r y of immigration 

i s u t t e r l y a s t o n i s h i n g , and i t s p e c u l i a r i t i e s are so germane to the questions 

addressed i n t h i s paper that i t warrants more d e t a i l e d treatment. 

Since our focus i s upon c u l t u r a l c o n t i n u i t i e s between r e l a t e d but 

g e o g r a p h i c a l l y remote populations, the f a c t o r of time i s c l e a r l y a c r i t i c a l 

one. I f a subpopulation s p l i t s away from i t s parent population, m i g r a t i n g 

to another l o c a l e out of c o n t a c t with i t , i t can be assumed that i t s language 

and manners w i l l begin to evolve i n independent d i r e c t i o n s . At any subse­

quent point, t h e r e f o r e , the degree of d i s s i m i l a r i t y between the two c u l t u r e s 

could be expected to depend p r i m a r i l y upon the d i s s i m i l a r i t y of the new 

environment from the old, and the sheer amount of time the two populations 

have been out of c o n t a c t . 

Now where the migrant population i s not t o t a l l y out of communication 

wi t h the parent population, and indeed i s being r e p l e n i s h e d by f u r t h e r 

m i g r a t i o n from i t , any model for the e v o l u t i o n of d i s s i m i l a r c u l t u r a l t r a i t s 

would n e c e s s a r i l y become more complex. For example, one would c e r t a i n l y need 

to take i n t o account the timing of subsequent waves of migration, the s i z e of 

migrants who, among a l l non-French a r r i v a l s , have been most l i k e l y to s e l e c t 
and become somewhat a s s i m i l a t e d i n t o the French areas of Canada. For example, 
the chances are e x c e l l e n t t h at the m a j o r i t y of c a s e s i n the tenth column of 
Table 3 (French-speaking persons o r i g i n a t i n g i n the B r i t i s h I s l e s , now 
r e s i d i n g i n Quebec or the Maritime p r o v i n c e s ) are I r i s h . 
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the new migrant groups r e l a t i v e to that of the branch population they are 

e n t e r i n g , and the l i k e . 

I f we can assume that these are the b a s i c parameters which would a f f e c t 

our e x p e c t a t i o n s as to presence of noteworthy c o n t i n u i t i e s , then i t can 

immediately be observed that the French Canadian case would seem to warrant 

few p o s i t i v e e x p e c t a t i o n s at a l l , p a r t i c u l a r l y with r e s p e c t to popular re­

sponses to democratic p o l i t i c s . For t h i s French community r e p r e s e n t s without 

q u e s t i o n the most a n c i e n t and unreplenished colony of Europeans of comparable 

s i z e which could be found today i n the New World. Indeed, i t might be noted 

that none of the authors expected to f i n d much i n the way of c o n t i n u i t y , and 

began the examination almost r o u t i n e l y because i t contained a few obvious 

q u e s t i o n s which might be l a i d to r e s t . The f a c t t h a t there seem to be t r a c e s 

of i n t e r e s t i n g c o n t i n u i t y , as we s h a l l see, i s th e r e f o r e almost more p u z z l i n g 

than i f none had been found at a l l . 

The p e c u l i a r i t i e s of the o r i g i n a l French migration stem from what seems 

to be an abiding and deep-seated r e l u c t a n c e of the population of France t o 

depart from i t s shores. Whether t h i s r e l u c t a n c e i s to be i n t e r p r e t e d as a 

s i n g u l a r t i m i d i t y or a r e c o g n i t i o n that they, more than any other Europeans, 

were a l r e a d y i n the Promised Land, we s h a l l leave to othe r s to debate. What 

i s important f or our purposes i s that the prog e n i t o r s of the c u r r e n t French 

Canadian population l e f t France at a remarkably e a r l y time and i n rainiscule 

numbers. 

Although France had had i t s reasonable share of c i t i z e n s e x p l o r i n g the 

New World and developing the r i c h f u r trade i n Canada during the s i x t e e n t h 

century, permanent French settlement on the S t . Lawrence i n the Quebec a r e a 

i s u s u a l l y dated at about 1628, or j u s t a few years a f t e r the founding of the 

P i l g r i m colony i n what i s now Massachusetts. Yet the subsequent demographic 
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h i s t o r i e s of the two c o l o n i e s could not have been more d i a m e t r i c a l l y opposed. 

I t i s estimated that between 1630 and 1640, B r i t a i n dispatched some f i f t e e n 

to twenty thousand s e t t l e r s to the Massachusetts Bay Colony alone. Meanwhile, 

during roughly,the same period, i t seems that i n a d d i t i o n to some s o l d i e r s of 

the French g a r r i s o n who decided to remain for settlement i n the New World, a l l 

of one male and e l e v e n women made the voyage of m i g r a t i o n from France to help 

develop the Canadian colony, and t h i s contingent was a l l that a parent popula­

t i o n three times the s i z e of B r i t a i n ' s was able to y i e l d i n a decade. By 

1662, some 35 y e a r s l a t e r , the sum of women a r r i v i n g for settlement had 

reached the robust t o t a l of 228. "While Englishmen i n thousands were f l o c k i n g 

to New England," notes A. R. M. Lower, " i t was only by ones and twos that 
6 

Frenchmen were coaxed out to New F r a n c e . " 

The " g r e a t " wave of migration from France to Canada occurred i n the 

decade a f t e r r o y a l government was e s t a b l i s h e d i n Quebec i n 1663. T h i s wave 

amounted to a grand t o t a l of about 2,000 s o u l s over the ten-year period, many 

of them s o l d i e r s l u r e d by handsome c o n c e s s i o n s e s t a b l i s h e d for immigration by 

a home government i n c r e a s i n g l y concerned by the f l o o d t i d e of Anglo-Saxon 

mi g r a t i o n a few hundred m i l e s to the south. T h i s i n f l u x roughly doubled the 

s i z e of the colony during the decade. 

While m i g r a t i o n from France did not cease a b r u p t l y i n 1673, i t r a p i d l y 

returned to i t s e a r l i e r t r i c k l e of twos and t h r e e s , m a i n t a i n i n g t h i s r a t e 

u n t i l the f i n a l B r i t i s h conquest of French Canada i n 1763. The population 

of New France a t t h a t l a t t e r date was approximately 65,000, although the 

grand t o t a l of immigrants from France over the 130 y e a r s s i n c e the i n i t i a l 

s ettlement i s estimated at about 10,000, of which only 500 are b e l i e v e d to 

A. R. M. Lower, Canadians i n the Making (Toronto: Longmans, Green, 
1958), p. 21. 
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have come " f r e e l y and at t h e i r own expense, 1 1 w i t h the remainder being 

s o l d i e r s , deportees, indentured servants and the l i k e . 

I f only 10,000 came i n 130 y e a r s , from whence arose a population of 

65,000? T h i s i s the other amazing h a l f of the French Canadian s t o r y . 

Apparently aware from the o u t s e t that few of t h e i r compatriots would leave 

France to expand the colony, the French Canadians s e t out to expand i t by 

sheer d i l i g e n c e from w i t h i n . Boys were to be married by 18 or 19; g i r l s by 

13 or 14. Sustained widowhood and bachelorhood were p e n a l i z e d . "Les femmes 

y portent presque tous l e s ans," an astounded t r a v e l l e r from the homeland 

r e p o r t e d . The record i s captured m o r e - o b j e c t i v e l y by d e t a i l e d and frequent 

censuses of the population by age, sex, occupation and c h a t t e l s . According 

to the Census of 1698, 46 percent of the t o t a l population was l e s s than 15 

yea r s of age. The b i r t h r a t e a t t a i n e d l e v e l s not r i v a l l e d i n the h i s t o r y of 

any monogamous country, and maintained them for some e i g h t y y e a r s . The r a t e 

of n a t u r a l i n c r e a s e was such that the known growth of the colony i s v i r t u a l l y 

accounted f or a f t e r 1680 without need to add i n immigration at a l l . Never 
8 

have so few accomplished so much. 

A f t e r the B r i t i s h Conquest was completed i n 1763, the French Canadian 

b i r t h r a t e continued, but the previous d r i b b l e of migration ceased almost 

a l t o g e t h e r . I n the n a t i o n a l census some hundred years l a t e r (1871), the t a l l y 

of n a t i o n a l o r i g i n s of the foreign-born then i n Canada showed l e s s than h a l f 

of one percent were from France, d e s p i t e the French a n c e s t r y of one-quarter 
9 

to o n e - t h i r d of the n a t i v e population. 

7 I b i d . , p. 36. 

^ I b i d . , pp. 33-36. 
9 
M. C. Urquhart and K. A. H. Buckley, H i s t o r i c a l S t a t i s t i c s of Canada 

(Toronto: The'Macmillan Company of Canada, 1965). 
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Thus i t may be no exaggeration whatever to suggest that at the time the 

great m a j o r i t y of c u r r e n t French Canadians had t h e i r l a s t d i r e c t a n c e s t r a l 

c o n t a c t with France, C o l b e r t had j u s t become M i n i s t e r of Finance and the Sun 

King, L o u i s XIV, had about f i n i s h e d h i s on-the-job t r a i n i n g and was s e t t l i n g 

down for the l a s t f i f t y y e a r s of h i s r e i g n . I f one asks to know the main 

l i n e s of " p o l i t i c a l c u l t u r e " the migrants c a r r i e d to the New World, they were 

those of the absolute monarchy, and yet s c a r c e l y t h a t , for Bossuet had not 

yet propounded h i s c e n t r a l d o c t r i n e of the d i v i n e r i g h t of kings before t h e i r 

d eparture. The French R e v o l u t i o n l a y more than a century i n the future, and 

the advent of r o u t i n e democratic p o l i t i c s two c e n t u r i e s . Hence i t borders 

on the absurd to imagine that the response to democratic process of French 

Canadians i n the 1960s would have anything i n common wit h the i d i o s y n c r a s i e s 

of the French masses i n the Fourth and F i f t h R e p u b l i c s . 

To be sure, the absence of m i g r a t i o n does not i n i t s e l f mean absence of 

communication, and up to 1763 e l i t e p o s i t i o n s i n the government and the church 

were undoubtedly f i l l e d l a r g e l y by personages e n j o y i n g f r e s h e r contact with 

the homeland. However, the completion of the B r i t i s h Conquest e f f e c t i v e l y 

c u t o f f t h i s channel of communication, and while events i n France have 

undoubtedly always had an unusual s a l i e n c e for French Canadians, there i s 

evidence that horror among the devout populace at the blasphemies of the 

French R e v o l u t i o n helped to e x t i n g u i s h a waning sense of k i n s h i p and leave 

i t moribund u n t i l v e r y r e c e n t y e a r s . 

Although most c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of c u r r e n t French Canada would lead to 

l i t t l e e x p e c t a t i o n of c o n t i n u i t y i n popular p o l i t i c a l c u l t u r e , one " t r a i t " - -

i t s e l f a major c o n t i n u i t y with the French past--has worked for the p r e s e r v a ­

t i o n of o r i g i n a l c u l t u r e . T h i s c h a r a c t e r i s t i c i s r e f l e c t e d i n the r e l a t i v e l y 

c l o s e d and immobile c h a r a c t e r of the French Canadian community. The French 
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d i s i n t e r e s t i n migration, that so v i t a l l y shaped the h i s t o r y of North America, 

was not l o s t i n m i d - A t l a n t i c by the few who ventured f o r t h . Once implanted 

along the S t . Lawrence, there were many t r a d i n g forays i n other d i r e c t i o n s , 

but no onward migration movements to match those of the Yankee outpourings 

from New England homesteads to populate the midwest. And t h i s population 

immobility remained c h a r a c t e r i s t i c d e s p i t e the remarkable s u r p l u s of b i r t h s , 

p r e c i s e l y the demographic c o n d i t i o n that p redisposes most peoples to unusual 

out-migration. 

I t i s true that a f t e r 1763, and to some extent before, French migration 

westward was i n a f i g u r a t i v e sense "blocked" by the development of the Anglo-

Saxon community i n "Upper Canada" ( O n t a r i o ) , although such a b a r r i c a d e was 

h a r d l y seen as impermeable by other m i g r a n t s . I n any event, the French com­

munity became f i r m l y rooted i n i t s i n i t i a l domain i n the New World, and 

r a p i d l y c l o s e d i n upon i t s e l f , a c u l t u r a l i s l a n d s u s p i c i o u s of f o r e i g n 

i n t r u s i o n , and hence more l i k e l y to preserve i n i t i a l c u l t u r a l t r a i t s than 

mobile or c u l t u r a l l y heterogeneous communities. 

I t i s l i k e l y t h a t some of t h i s r e l a t i v e p a r o c h i a l i s m i s captured even 

i n some of the more f a c t u a l responses t o our sample survey q u e s t i o n n a i r e . 

Thus, f o r example, the proportion of persons of B r i t i s h a n c e s t r y who report 

having l i v e d for at l e a s t s i x months i n some other province than that i n 

which they are interviewed i s e s s e n t i a l l y the same as t h a t found for the 

newer a r r i v a l s of other, non-French a n c e s t r y . But the comparable proportion 

fo r F rench Canadians i s only h a l f as g r e a t (17 percent, compared with 30-33 

p e r c e n t ) . 
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REPORTING THE VOTE 

L e t us then t u r n our a t t e n t i o n from demographic d e s c r i p t i o n to more 

n e a r l y p o l i t i c a l m a t ters. One which i s perhaps the f i r s t to catch the eye 

i n d e a l i n g with e l e c t o r a l surveys from Canada may seem more methodological 

than p o l i t i c a l , y et the overtones i n important aspects of p o l i t i c a l c u l t u r e 

undoubtedly e x i s t . T h i s i s the simple q u e s t i o n of the a b i l i t y and w i l l i n g n e s s 

of sample survey respondents to i n d i c a t e to an i n t e r v i e w e r under assurances 

of anonymity how they have c a s t t h e i r v o t e s . 

For r e s e a r c h e r s i n the United S t a t e s or most nor t h e r n European c o u n t r i e s , 

the problem of r e f u s a l to account f o r one's vote occurs so r a r e l y as to be of 

t r i v i a l concern. I n the United S t a t e s , the r e f u s a l to r e p o r t a p r e s i d e n t i a l 

vote i n a p o s t - e l e c t i o n survey a r i s e s f o r only about one voter i n a hundred, 

although i n o c c a s i o n a l e l e c t i o n s i t may mount to three or four i n a hundred. 

To the best of our knowledge, t h i s e x perience i s not a t y p i c a l for the democ­

r a c i e s of northern Europe quite g e n e r a l l y speaking. For the r e s e a r c h e r i n 

France, however, the gross inadequacy of vote r e p o r t i n g i s a major cros s to 

bear which a f f e c t s i n unknown ways almost every move he makes. I n s t e a d of the 

few c o n t e n t - l e s s vote r e p o r t s per hundred found elsewhere, he must cope with 

anywhere from twenty to f i f t y such r e p o r t s per hundred, v a r y i n g according to 

p a r t i a l l y known c o n d i t i o n s . 

For such a r e s e a r c h e r , s a d l y inured to these problems i n France, there 

i s bound to be a s i g h of o v e r f a m i l i a r i t y as he begins to examine survey data 

from Canada and d i s c o v e r s that the French there d i s t i n g u i s h themselves as w e l l 

i n t h e i r unusual r e s i s t a n c e to r e v e a l i n g how they have voted. The e f f e c t i s 

l e s s dramatic than i n France i t s e l f , but i n c o n t r o v e r t i b l y p r e s e n t . 

There are roughly four c l a s s e s of "e x p l a n a t i o n " concerning the d i f f i ­

c u l t y i n a s c e r t a i n i n g the vote i n a French sample: (1) a c u l t u r a l l y strong 
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sense of r e s i s t a n c e to such i n v a s i o n s of p r i v a c y ; (2) concealment of Communist 

v o t i n g ; (3) concealment of confusion over how indeed one has voted; and 

(4) inadequate i n t e r v i e w i n g p r a c t i c e s . None of these four l o g i c a l l y excludes 

any of the o t h e r s , and some may be i n t e r a c t i v e , as when a poorly explained 

i n t e r v i e w may put a h e s i t a n t respondent i n t o a more a c u t e l y d e f e n s i v e frame 

of mind. 

There seems to be no question whatever but that some French r e f u s a l to 

i n d i c a t e a vote r e f l e c t s an awareness of a strong s o c i a l stigma attached to a 

Communist vote. Other mild d i s t o r t i o n s of vote r e p o r t when compared with 

e l e c t i o n outcomes are i r r e g u l a r i n d i r e c t i o n , and u s u a l l y w i t h i n reasonable 

sampling e r r o r . The s i z e of the Communist vote, however, i s always g r o s s l y 

underrepresented, and must make up a d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e number of the evasive 

responses. At the same time, i t i s e q u a l l y c l e a r that not a l l e v a s i v e responses 

conceal Communist votes, for r e f u s a l s tend to outnumber g r e a t l y what would be 

ne c e s s a r y to account for the m i s s i n g Communists. A study of the 1958 French 

l e g i s l a t i v e e l e c t i o n d i r e c t e d by one of the authors showed one percent "Don't 

remember" and 23 percent r e f u s a l i n r e p o r t i n g the vote. E l e v e n percent of the 

o f f i c i a l vote won by the Communist P a r t y was not reported. Thus r e f u s a l s 

amounting to some 12 percent of the t o t a l vote, or more than h a l f of a l l 

r e f u s a l s , must have come from other sources than Communist concealment. 

I t i s r i s k y to compare r e f u s a l r a t e s a c r o s s s t u d i e s w i t h i n a country 

or a c r o s s c o u n t r i e s without care being taken to match type of i n t e r v i e w and 

i n t e r v i e w i n g q u a l i t y , because both can v i t a l l y a f f e c t the r a t e s . A ten-item 

p o l l on a doorstep which i n c l u d e s a vote question w i l l almost i n e v i t a b l y show 

a higher r e f u s a l r a t e than a vote q u e s t i o n imbedded i n a much longer "sit-down" 

i n t e r v i e w where c o n s i d e r a b l e rapport between i n t e r v i e w e r and respondent 

u s u a l l y develops. A l l of the r a t e s c i t e d here are from longer i n t e r v i e w s and 
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hence are assured some rough c o m p a r a b i l i t y . Nonetheless, other v a r i a t i o n s 

i n the c a l i b r e of i n t e r v i e w i n g can a f f e c t r e f u s a l s as w e l l . I n t e n s i v e exami­

n a t i o n of the 1958 French i n t e r v i e w p r o t o c o l s made c l e a r , for example, that 

some r e f u s a l s arose where cafe owners or commercants were being interviewed 

i n f r o n t of t h e i r c l i e n t s . Guarantees of anonymity are obviously not very 

meaningful under these circumstances, and i f i n t e r v i e w e r s i n the United S t a t e s 

were permitted to take i n t e r v i e w s i n such i n a p p r o p r i a t e s e t t i n g s , i t i s l i k e l y 

the r e f u s a l r a t e would be higher there as w e l l . Moreover, the 1958 French 

study a l s o showed s u f f i c i e n t l y wide v a r i a t i o n from i n t e r v i e w e r to i n t e r v i e w e r 

i n e l i c i t i n g a vote r e p o r t to suggest t h a t an admixture of very mediocre 

i n t e r v i e w e r s was i n p a r t r e s p o n s i b l e f or the high r e f u s a l r a t e s . 

N e v e r t h e l e s s , d e f e c t s i n i n t e r v i e w i n g procedure c e r t a i n l y do not e x p l a i n 

away the 12 percent r e f u s a l r a t e l e f t a f t e r the Communist problem i s -set a s i d e 

and probably cannot account f or more than a t h i r d of the d i f f i c u l t i e s . I n 

other words, there i s s t i l l a r e f u s a l r a t e of 8-10 percent which i s d i f f i c u l t 

to account for save as a more i n t r i n s i c r e g u l a r i t y of French p o l i t i c a l c u l t u r e 

and t h i s r a t e i s from two to e i g h t times g r e a t e r than t h a t found i n the other 

North European or American s e t t i n g s . 

The Canadian case i s r e m i n i s c e n t . Where the r e p o r t of the 1965 l e g i s ­

l a t i v e vote i s concerned, the h i g h e s t r a t e of r e f u s a l (over 9 percent) occurs 

for French-speaking people of French a n c e s t r y l i v i n g i n Quebec. The lowest 

r a t e of any of the other s i x s i z e a b l e e t h n i c c a t e g o r i e s i s one of l e s s than 

2 percent, and occurs w i t h i n the l a r g e s t segment of the sample: E n g l i s h -

speaking people of B r i t i s h a n c e s t r y l i v i n g . i n O ntario. Of the smaller 

fragments between these e t h n i c poles, only one approaches the pure-French 

r e f u s a l r a t e : the new a r r i v a l s s t i l l speaking some other language than 

E n g l i s h or French i n the home, who r e f u s e to r e v e a l t h e i r vote at almost 
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comparable r a t e s (8 1/2 p e r c e n t ) . The next most r e c a l c i t r a n t group are the 

E n g l i s h - s p e a k i n g French (7 percent r e f u s a l ) ; and then come the French-speaking 

E n g l i s h (6 percent r e f u s a l ) . The remaining intermediate c a t e g o r i e s , mainly 

B r i t i s h persons outside of Ontario, show r a t e s between 2 and 5 percent. 

Except for the small group of French l i v i n g o u t s i d e Quebec, none of whom 

re f u s e d , the p a t t e r n i s p e r f e c t along the pure-French through hybrid to 

_ i • v, . 1 0 p u r e - E n g l i s h a x i s . 

Although i t might be suggested t h a t resentment of such i n t r u s i o n s upon 

p r i v a c y i s perhaps more L a t i n than merely French, the I t a l i a n s i n the sample, 

while not numerous (raw N of 35), show a r e f u s a l r a t e lower than the sample as 

a whole, and much lower than other r e c e n t non-Anglo-Saxon a r r i v a l s or the 

French. Nor has any p a r t i c u l a r r e s i s t a n c e to d i s c l o s i n g the vote been noted 

among c i t i z e n s of I t a l i a n e x t r a c t i o n i n the United S t a t e s . 

However, i t i s probably appropriate to speak more g e n e r a l l y of r e s i s t a n c e 

to i n t r u s i o n s upon p r i v a c y , for something of the same r e s e r v e c h a r a c t e r i z e s 

the French population i n the d i s c l o s u r e of income as w e l l . I n the United 

S t a t e s , f l a t r e f u s a l to d i s c l o s e income i n sample surveys i s r e l a t i v e l y r a r e 

and seems to occur p r i n c i p a l l y i n high Tincome s t r a t a . There i s a s i m i l a r 

phenomenon i n the Canadian sample, with the h i g h e s t r e f u s a l r a t e s o c c u r r i n g 

^ A s there was a procedural d i f f e r e n c e i n the handling of the vote 
question i n Quebec i n order to permit a more d i r e c t query as to whether or 
not respondents had voted for Caouette's C r e d i t i s t e s p l i n t e r party, i t 
seemed p o s s i b l e that the r e s i s t a n c e to a vote r e p o r t , e s p e c i a l l y among the 
Quebec h a b i t a n t s , might have stemmed from t h i s procedure, or from the e x i s ­
tence of the somewhat st i g m a t i z e d C r e d i t i s t e p a r t y which has t y p i c a l l y been 
underrepresented i n sample surveys i n much the same f a s h i o n as the Communist 
Part y i n France. However, examination of data from p o l l s not using such a 
s p e c i a l procedure, and generated i n some i n s t a n c e s i n the 1950s before the 
C r e d i t i s t e p a r t y arose, show the r a t e of n u l l response ( r e f u s a l s , don't-
knows) running at. l e a s t 25 percent higher, and u s u a l l y 50-80 percent higher 
among French-speaking than among E n g l i s h - s p e a k i n g respondents. The average 
d i f f e r e n t i a l a c r o s s these surveys i s t h e r e f o r e only s l i g h t l y weaker than 
t h a t found i n the 1965 survey. 
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i n the E n g l i s h - s p e a k i n g managerial c l a s s i n Quebec. Aside from t h i s f a m i l i a r 

departure, the uniqueness of the French response, when compared with the 

B r i t i s h or other e t h n i c groups, i s c l e a r . Almost 6 percent of the pure French 

i n Quebec r e f u s e to give income f i g u r e s ; then come E n g l i s h - s p e a k i n g persons of 

French a n c e s t r y (4.8 p e r c e n t ) , and "pure" French l i v i n g o u t s i d e Quebec (3.2 

p e r c e n t ) . Save for the small managerial group i n Quebec, a l l of our other 

B r i t i s h and r e s i d u a l c a t e g o r i e s show lower r a t e s than these. Over the t o t a l 

sample, 5.4 percent of persons of French a n c e s t r y r e f u s e to d i v u l g e income, 

whereas only 2.7 percent of B r i t i s h and 2.2 percent of other e x t r a c t i o n 

choose to r e s i s t . 

Over and above these d i f f e r e n c e s i n l e v e l s of r e f u s a l , there are f u r t h e r 

i n t r i g u i n g p a r i t i e s and d i s p a r i t i e s i n what one might c a l l the "dynamics" of 

vote r e p o r t i n g : the c o n d i t i o n s under which the same i n d i v i d u a l s are more or 

l e s s l i k e l y to be w i l l i n g and/or able to r e p o r t t h e i r vote. For example, the 

more minor the e l e c t i o n , or the more remote any e l e c t i o n i n time, the higher 

the r a t e of f a i l u r e s to r e c a l l the d i r e c t i o n of the vote among those who 

b e l i e v e that they did i n f a c t p a r t i c i p a t e . T h i s i s a l l v e r y obvious and 

reasonable, and the e f f e c t s can be e q u a l l y w e l l found i n French or Anglo-

Saxon data. 

We have, however, b u i l t up a s i m i l a r stock of e x p e c t a t i o n s where r e f u s a l 

r a t e s are concerned. I n most bodies of data we have seen, the r e f u s a l r a t e 

d e c l i n e s quite c l e a r l y - - o f t e n as much as 50 p e r c e n t — a s the same respondents 

are asked to r e p o r t votes for e a r l i e r e l e c t i o n s or for e l e c t i o n s a t l e s s 

important l e v e l s of o f f i c e . C l e a r l y the passage of time b u i l d s i n a s a f e t y 

f a c t o r for the respondent who may imagine some danger i n r e v e a l i n g h i s vote, 

and s i m i l a r l y , r i s k s seem l e s s for more minor, routine e l e c t i o n s . However, 

the 1958 French e l e c t i o n data f a i l to f i t these " r u l e s . " The r e f u s a l r a t e , 
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which was ver y high where the 1958 vote r e p o r t was concerned, remained essen­

t i a l l y a t the same l e v e l when vote for 1956 was asked (while the "don't know" 

r a t e moved from one percent to 18 p e r c e n t ) , although the respondents r e f u s i n g 

were not by any means i d e n t i c a l s e t s i n the two i n s t a n c e s . And when the 

respondent was asked about h i s f a t h e r ' s vote i n an e a r l i e r generation, the 

proportion of r e f u s a l s n e a r l y doubled. 

Therefore, i t i s i n t r i g u i n g to d i s c o v e r i n the Canadian data that while 

r e f u s a l s to re p o r t votes f o r more remote e l e c t i o n s or c o n t e s t s at lower l e v e l s 

of o f f i c e behave i n standard f a s h i o n both for persons of B r i t i s h and other 

non-French a n c e s t r y , they move i n the opposite d i r e c t i o n for French Canadians: 

French A n c e s t r y or Language 
or Both 

Non-French i n Ancestry or 
Language 

Percent r e f u s a l i n r e p o r t 
of vote f o r . . . . 

Most Recent E a r l i e r E a r l i e r 
N a t i o n a l N a t i o n a l P r o v i n c i a l 
E l e c t i o n E l e c t i o n E l e c t i o n 
(1965) (1963) ( v a r i o u s ) 

7.9% 

3.8 

8.4% 

2.7 

10.8% 

3.2 

Raw N 

(718) 

(1392) 

We are i n a p o s i t i o n here, as at numerous points below, of being able 

to suggest i n t e r e s t i n g s i m i l a r i t i e s between French responses i n the New World 

and the Old without being able to marshal anything l i k e d e f i n i t i v e proof of 

orga n i c c o n t i n u i t y . I t could be cogently argued, f or example, that i n view 

of the c e n t u r i e s that French Canadians have f e l t economically e x p l o i t e d and 

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e l y badgered by the B r i t i s h , i t i s not s u r p r i s i n g t h a t they would 

"go underground," a minor symptom of which would be an i n o r d i n a t e premium on 

p r i v a c y i n matters of p e r s o n a l p o l i t i c s or f a m i l y income. Such an explanation 



-26-

would however need to be extended to account for the absence of comparable 

response i n other Canadian m i n o r i t i e s , e q u a l l y i f not more out of t h e i r c u l ­

t u r a l element; and would be obliged to w r i t e o f f comparable French responses 

i n the Old World as c o i n c i d e n c e . 

I t seems worthwhile, t h e r e f o r e , to take survey of more of these s i m i ­

l a r i t i e s , f or as the c o m p i l a t i o n i n c r e a s e s , the p r o t e s t of coincidence at 

l e a s t l o s e s force p r o g r e s s i v e l y . Therefore, l e t us proceed to some f u r t h e r 

comparisons, t h i s time not a t a l l methodological i n c h a r a c t e r . 

THE PARTY OR THE PERSONAGE AS POLITICAL CYNOSURE 

I n an e a r l i e r a r t i c l e , two of the c u r r e n t authors reported a d e t a i l e d 

comparative a n a l y s i s of e l e c t o r a l surveys conducted i n France and the United 

S t a t e s . Two gross c l a s s e s of f i n d i n g s seemed to emerge from these compari­

sons. F i r s t , there was a v e r d i c t of v e r y l i t t l e d i f f e r e n c e between the two 

mass populations a c r o s s a wide range of i n d i c a t o r s r e f l e c t i n g p u b l i c i n v o l v e ­

ment i n p o l i t i c s and r a t e s of p o l i t i c a l a c t i v i t y . Except for v o t i n g turnout 

i t s e l f , v a r i o u s forms of p o l i t i c a l i n t e r e s t seemed i f anything higher In the 

United S t a t e s , although the d i f f e r e n c e s l a r g e l y vanished once education was 

c o n t r o l l e d . 

However, i n matters of p o l i t i c a l p a r t i s a n s h i p , dramatic d i f f e r e n c e s 

opened up between the two populations. I n the United S t a t e s , i t was c l e a r 

t h a t the two p o l i t i c a l p a r t i e s were accepted as primary p o i n t s of o r i e n t a t i o n 

i n p u b l i c e v a l u a t i o n of the ongoing p o l i t i c a l scene, and that the v a s t m a j o r i t y 

of the population had developed s i g n i f i c a n t a f f e c t i v e t i e s to one p a r t y or the 

o t h e r . Whereas comparable attachments to v a r i o u s p a r t i e s were c e r t a i n l y p r e s ent 

"'""'"Philip E. Converse and Georges Dupeux, " P o l i t i c i z a t i o n of the E l e c ­
t o r a t e i n France and the United S t a t e s , " P u b l i c Opinion Q u a r t e r l y , V o l . 26 
(1962), 1-24. 



i n the French sample, t h e i r prevalence was v e r y much lower, and a good h a l f 

of the population appeared to deny much i n t e r e s t i n p o l i t i c a l p a r t i e s as p o i n t s 

of o r i e n t a t i o n a i d i n g the i n d i v i d u a l to r e l a t e h i m s e l f to the democratic 

p o l i t i c a l p r o c e s s . Other data, most notably from Scandinavia where psychologi­

c a l t i e s to p a r t i c u l a r p a r t i e s seemed to serve as points of departure for 
12 

p o l i t i c a l e v a l u a t i o n as w i d e l y and as p o t e n t l y as i n the United S t a t e s , 

helped to i n d i c a t e t h a t l i m i t e d French i n t e r e s t i n p o l i t i c a l p a r t i e s was not 

a r o u t i n e accompaniment of a m u l t i - p a r t y system, but r a t h e r some more uniquely 

French approach to mass p o l i t i c s . 

Although i t w i l l u l t i m a t e l y be p o s s i b l e to do so, we s h a l l not here 

provide any f u l l r e p l i c a t i o n on Canadian m a t e r i a l s of the e a r l i e r Franco-

United S t a t e s a n a l y s e s . I n p a r t i c u l a r , we s h a l l s e t aside the q u e s t i o n of 

d i f f e r e n t i a l p o l i t i c a l involvement and p a r t i c i p a t i o n . I t i s apparent from 

i n i t i a l glimpses of the data that some i n t e r e s t i n g r e g i o n a l g r a d i e n t s i n 

p a r t i c i p a t i o n are p r e s e n t . Thus, for example, lower p a r t i c i p a t i o n seems 

a s s o c i a t e d with more r u r a l r e g i o n s , so t h a t B r i t i s h Columbia (an almost e n t i r e l y 

urban sample) i s favored and the neighboring p r a i r i e provinces d i s f a v o r e d . 

S i m i l a r l y , p a r t i c i p a t i o n of at l e a s t some kinds seems pe n a l i z e d where the 

population i s r e l a t i v e l y new and mobile, a f a c t o r d i s f a v o r i n g the West g e n e r a l l y 

and f a v o r i n g the Maritimes and to some exte n t Quebec. At f i r s t glance, the 
12 

See, for example, Angus Campbell and Henry Valen, "Party I d e n t i f i c a t i o n 
i n Norway and the United S t a t e s , " P u b l i c Opinion Q u a r t e r l y , V o l . 25 (1961), 
505-525. 

13 
I t may be important to recognize that the French l e g of the comparative 

study r e s t e d on a s i n g l e sample survey from the c r i t i c a l year of 1958, when 
p o l i t i c a l p a r t i e s i n France were a t low ebb i n p u b l i c repute. However, both 
subsequent sample survey data and a n a l y s e s of aggregate h i s t o r i c a l v o t i n g 
s t a t i s t i c s s t r e t c h i n g back to 1870 seem to lead to s i m i l a r c o n c l u s i o n s about 
the l i m i t e d development of p a r t y attachments i n France. See P h i l i p E. 
Converse, "Survey Research and the Decoding of P a t t e r n s i n E c o l o g i c a l Data," 
paper read at the Symposium on Q u a n t i t a t i v e E c o l o g i c a l A n a l y s i s i n the S o c i a l 
S c i e n c e s , September 1966 ( i n p r e s s ) . 
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Quebec population I n general and the French population i n p a r t i c u l a r seem to 

take t h e i r l o g i c a l p o s i t i o n s on these g r a d i e n t s , without a need to introduce 

e t h n i c i t y as a s p e c i a l f a c t o r . However, there are some p u z z l i n g v a r i a t i o n s i n 

some of the involvement i n d i c a t o r s t h at w i l l deserve f u r t h e r a t t e n t i o n . I n 

view of the f a c t t h a t one c r i t i c a l c o n t r o l v a r i a b l e f o r any such work has not 

y e t been coded--the u r b a n - r u r a l nature of the s p e c i f i c sampling point--we are 

postponing c l o s e r i n s p e c t i o n for a time. 

There are however perhaps a dozen items i n the Canadian questionnaire 

which r e f l e c t i n one way or another the s a l i e n c e of p o l i t i c a l p a r t i e s as 

o r i e n t i n g o b j e c t s for the i n d i v i d u a l , or the value placed on the maintenance 

of party f i d e l i t y . And while the F r e n c h contingent I n the sample i s not p a r t i c 

l a r l y d i s t i n c t i v e on many types of items elsewhere i n the questionnaire, on 

t h i s p a r t i c u l a r s e t they d i s t i n g u i s h themselves r e p e t i t i v e l y . The d i f f e r e n c e s 

are once again not as sharp as those o r i g i n a l l y found i n the comparisons betwee 

France and the United S t a t e s . Moreover, one of our small h y b r i d g r o u p s — t h e 

same s e t of French l i v i n g outside Quebec that f a i l e d to show high vote or 

income r e f u s a l r a t e s — c o n s i s t e n t l y breaks the expected p a t t e r n . But for the 

pure French and most of the other F r e n c h - r e l a t e d hybrid groups the d i r e c t i o n 

of d i f f e r e n c e i s c l e a r and the magnitudes of d i f f e r e n c e are not t r i v i a l . 

We cannot d i s c u s s a l l of the r e l e v a n t items here. I n s t e a d we s h a l l 

focus on about three t h a t are f a i r l y c e n t r a l to the argument and provide a 

reasonable sample of d i f f e r e n t a s p e c t s of p a r t y s a l i e n c e or f i d e l i t y . 

The f i r s t i s the f a m i l i a r q u e s t i o n of p a r t y i d e n t i f i c a t i o n . Table 4 

p r e s e n t s the data organized by our standard e t h n i c c a t e g o r i e s . As u s u a l , our 

primary a t t e n t i o n should be given to the large pure-French column a t the l e f t , 

i n comparison w i t h the three or four p u r e - E n g l i s h columns at the r i g h t . The 

d i s t r i b u t i o n s i n t h i s l a t t e r s e t are quite homogeneous, suggesting comparable 



Table 4. P a r t y I d e n t i f i c a t i o n by E t h n i c C a t e g o r i e s 

ANCESTRY: 

LANGUAGE 

PROVINCE 

C l e a r i d e n t i f i c a t i o n 

Marginal 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n 

None whatever 

FRENCH OTHER BRITISH ISLES 

French E n g l i s h 

Que. Rest A l l 

53% 76% 62% 

28 19 

19 5 

20 

18 

French 

Que 

64% 

24 

12 

Other E n g l i s h 

A l l Que. Rest 

77% 64% 64% 

13 

10 

28 25 

8 11 

French 
Que. 
Mar. 

70% 

15 

15 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

E n g l i s h 

Que. Mar. West Ont. 

67% 68% 70% 70% 

17 

16 

23 

9 

22 

8 

21 

9 

100% 100% 100% 100% 

Raw N 521 64 62 27 80 26 271 18 47 171 312 511 
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i d e n t i f i c a t i o n l e v e l s among the B r i t i s h i r r e s p e c t i v e of r e g i o n of residence. 

And these l e v e l s are d i s t i n c t l y higher than those represented i n the "pure-

French" column, where i d e n t i f i c a t i o n s are the most l i m i t e d i n the t a b l e . The 

i n t e r v e n i n g h y b r i d groups are somewhat var i o u s i n t h e i r responses, although 

w i t h the exception of the English-speaking French, they tend t o vary around the 

E n g l i s h norm more than around the French. 

I t might be argued t h a t Table 4 does not advance the argument much beyond 

the vote r e f u s a l data already c i t e d , since i f the pure-French tend t o refuse 

to confess what party they voted f o r , they can surely be expected to r e s i s t 

any other kind of question t h a t l i n k s them to a p a r t y . There i s a sense i n 

which t h i s i s t r u e , although t h i s sense i s much more l i m i t e d than meets the 

eye. F i r s t , i t should be made clea r t h a t the data i n Table 4 do draw upon a 

d i f f e r e n t question than the vote s o l i c i t a t i o n , and one which attempts to tap 

more generalized i d e n t i f i c a t i o n s w i t h a p a r t y . More important, however, i s the 

f a c t t h a t d i f f e r e n c e s i n r e f u s a l r a t e s r e f e r t o a ra t h e r extreme f r i n g e o f each 

category, while the c u t t i n g p o i n t s i n Table 4 l i e more toward modal members of 

the v a r i o u s categories. That t h i s d i f f e r e n c e i s more than h y p o t h e t i c a l i s 

r e a d i l y shown from Table 4 i t s e l f . I t may be r e c a l l e d t h a t the only category 

of non-French respondent showing vote r e f u s a l rates approaching those of the 

pure French were the new a r r i v a l s s t i l l speaking n e i t h e r French nor English i n 

the home. Yet i n Table 4 t h i s group as a whole confesses t o higher l e v e l s o f 

p a r t y i d e n t i f i c a t i o n than any of the other categories. Hence the f a c t t h a t 

among the pure French the vast m a j o r i t y who are w i l l i n g to r e p o r t t h e i r vote 

s t i l l express the most t e n t a t i v e f e e l i n g s of party attachment i n the sample 

i s not a redundant observation. 

I n a d d i t i o n to the statement of p a r t y i d e n t i f i c a t i o n , respondents were 

asked to e s t a b l i s h a preference order across the four main p a r t i e s , t o include 



next and l e a s t - p r e f e r r e d p a r t i e s . The French respondents got o f f to a bad 

s t a r t , as we have seen, since e i g h t to ten percent fewer of them provided even 

the f i r s t choice. However, among the more than 80 percent who did make a f i r s t 

choice and passed on to subsequent steps of the rank-order task, there were 

again d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e i n a b i l i t i e s to provide these f u r t h e r a f f e c t i v e d i s c r i m i ­

n ations, so t h a t i n summary form the outcome was as f o l l o w s : 

P roportion g i v i n g 
complete rank orders 

ANCESTRY LANGUAGE of the four p a r t i e s : 

French French 43% 

French Non-French 42 

Non-French French 43 
a a Other Other 60 

Other English 64 

B r i t i s h English 62 

"Other" here means n e i t h e r Anglo-Saxon nor French 

I n a small measure, the lower French education l e v e l s c o n t r i b u t e to these 

d i f f e r e n c e s . However, the d i s c r i m i n a t i o n i s n e a r l y as sharp w i t h education 

c o n t r o l l e d , and the c h i e f i m p l i c a t i o n seems to be t h a t the array of p o l i t i c a l 

p a r t i e s i n the system are simply less s a l i e n t o r g a n i z i n g dimensions w i t h which 

to r e l a t e oneself t o the p o l i t i c a l process i n a French m i l i e u than elsewhere. 

Let us proceed to quit e a d i f f e r e n t type of item, and one which does not 

evoke r e f u s a l s on the pa r t of respondents who r e s i s t r e v e a l i n g t h e i r personal 

p o l i t i c a l l o c a t i o n . I f weak l e v e l s of pa r t y i d e n t i f i c a t i o n have any behavioral 

s i g n i f i c a n c e , then we would c e r t a i n l y expect weaker i d e n t i f i e r s t o show more 

v a r i a t i o n i n p a r t y choice over time. Voters were asked whether they had voted 

f o r the same or d i f f e r e n t p a r t i e s over past n a t i o n a l e l e c t i o n s and, as an 
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independent question, i n the course of past p r o v i n c i a l e l e c t i o n s as w e l l . 

The i d e n t i t y of p a r t i e s voted f o r was not at issue,', and there were no 

r e f u s a l s t o respond. 

The o v e r a l l d i v i s i o n of responses to the two questions was v i s i b l y 

d i f f e r e n t . For n a t i o n a l e l e c t i o n s , a m a j o r i t y of 54 percent i n the sample as 

a whole reported having voted f o r d i f f e r e n t p a r t i e s ; f o r p r o v i n c i a l e l e c t i o n s 

the d i v i s i o n was j u s t reversed, w i t h a m i n o r i t y of 46 percent r e p o r t i n g having 

varied t h e i r vote. Hence i t i s d e s i r a b l e to t r e a t the two batches of data 

independently, although the ethn i c v a r i a t i o n s around the two grand proportions 

are very n e a r l y i d e n t i c a l . Where n a t i o n a l e l e c t i o n s are concerned, the group 

recording the highest p r o p o r t i o n of " d i f f e r e n t - p a r t y " responses are English-

speaking persons of French ancestry, w i t h our pure French category a close 

second and both qu i t e d i s t i n c t from the other groups, which express greater 

p a r t y f i d e l i t y i n v o t i n g (see Table 5 ) . The s i t u a t i o n i s n e a r l y duplicated 

fo r the p r o v i n c i a l e l e c t i o n r e p o r t s , although here the pure French category 

r e p o r t s l e a s t p a r t y constancy and English-speaking persons of French ancestry 

are i n second place. 

I t should be mentioned t h a t Table 5 tends i n some measure to underestimate 

the magnitude of e t h n i c d i f f e r e n c e s , since there i s q u i t e a marked East-West 

gradient i n ra t e s of reported f i d e l i t y , w i t h the highest p a r t y constancy 

being reported i n the o l d and rooted populations of the maritime provinces 

and d i m i n i s h i n g f o r each westward step--Quebec excepted--to the h i g h l y mobile 

pop u l a t i o n of B r i t i s h Columbia. Since the French pop u l a t i o n l i e s near the 

eastern end of t h i s continuum, i t i s somewhat misleading to compare i t w i t h the 

sample as a whole. While the f o l l o w i n g summary array, i n d i c a t i n g the propor­

t i o n who r e p o r t v o t i n g f o r d i f f e r e n t p a r t i e s i n p r o v i n c i a l e l e c t i o n s i n various 

regions, s a c r i f i c e s some of the c l a r i t y o f d i s c r i m i n a t i o n on the ethnic side, 

i t helps to make the general r e g i o n a l p o i n t : 



Table 5. P a r t i s a n V a r i a b i l i t y i n Voting by Ethnic Categories 

ANCESTRY: FRENCH OTHER BRITISH ISLES 

LANGUAGE: French English French Other English French English 
Que. 

PROVINCE. Que. Rest A l l Que. A l l Que. Rest Mar. Que. Mar. West Ont. 

"Have you voted f o r 
same o r d i f f e r e n t 
p a r t i e s i n : 

National e l e c t i o n s : 
% " D i f f e r e n t " 61 43 65 39 44 27 57 53 51 42 58 52 

P r o v i n c i a l e l e c t i o n s : 
7o " D i f f e r e n t " 55 41 53 32 33 28 44 53 30 34 52 43 



-34-

M a r i t . Quebec Ontario West 

French ancestry 39% 55% 45% 67% 

Non-French ancestry 35 33 42 50 

A f i n a l i n d i c a t o r i s i n one sense even more d i r e c t , and helps to suggest, 

moreover, what e v a l u a t i v e c r i t e r i a tend t o replace a t t i t u d e s toward the 

p o l i t i c a l p a r t i e s . Respondents were asked 

"On the whole, which of the f o l l o w i n g i s most important t o you 
when you vote? The candidate running i n your r i d i n g , the p a r t y 
i t s e l f , or the party's leader?" 

About 2 percent o f the respondents, i n c l u d i n g a goodly share o f French, i n s i s t e d 

on broadening the response by saying t h a t the "program" alone was of primary 

importance. Some others mentioned "program" also as coupled w i t h one of the 

a l t e r n a t i v e s o f f e r e d . And some respondents were anxious to mention two o f the 

three a l t e r n a t i v e s o f f e r e d as being of equal importance. 

I n Table 6 we have set aside the s t r a y "program" responses, and have 

given h a l f - c r e d i t to any of the standard a l t e r n a t i v e s presented as pairs of 

equal importance. The v a r i a t i o n s i n choice o f "candidate" or "party leader" 

are considerable and have a s p e c i f i c i n t e r e s t of t h e i r own. Our main atten­

t i o n , however, i s focused on the weight given t o the p o l i t i c a l p a r t y as an 

e n t i t y , compared w i t h the weight accorded e i t h e r of the "personage" elements. 

Once again, the t a b l e f i t s expectations r a t h e r c l o s e l y . The least weight 

i s given to the p o l i t i c a l p a r t y as c r i t e r i o n among the pure French. The r e s t 

of the t a b l e has a s l i g h t l y d i f f e r e n t "shape" than i t s predecessors, i n that 

the most potent e f f e c t s d i m i n i s h i n g p a r t y importance seem associated w i t h 

l o c a t i o n i n the French-speaking p o r t i o n s of the Quebec community. And the 

importance accorded the p a r t y seems p a r t i c u l a r l y marked among v o t e r s of 

n e i t h e r French nor B r i t i s h e x t r a c t i o n who have not f a l l e n i n t o any French 

c u l t u r a l o r b i t . 



Table 6. Most Important Element i n Voting Choice, by Ethnic Category 

ANCESTRY 

LANGUAGE 

PROVINCE 

FRENCH 

French English 

Que. Rest A l l 

OTHER BRITISH ISLES 

French Other English 

Que. A l l Que. Rest 

French English 
Que. 
Mar. Que. Mar. West Ont 

Party 

Leader 

24% 36% 33% 

36 32 28 

28% 54% 56% 40% 

23 19 27 28 

25% 40% 42% 43% 36% 

35 40 25 19 26 

Candidate 40 32 39 49 27 17 32 40 20 33 38 39 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
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INTERPRETATIONS AND CONCLUSION 

I t may seem t h a t the several sets of data we have displayed are .somewhat 

redundant, as a l l of the tables make n e a r l y the same p o i n t . Yet i t i s of 

value here as elsewhere to show t h a t general f i n d i n g s are not the a r t i f a c t of 

a p a r t i c u l a r way of wording an item, but r e s t stable under d i f f e r i n g measure­

ment approaches. And indeed, from t a b l e t o table various of our eth n i c h y b r i d 

groups have looked momentarily r a t h e r "French," only to become among the most 

discrepant from the French pole on other t a b l e s . What i s constant here i s the 

p o s i t i o n of the "pure French," and across a l l tables the syndrome seems v e r i ­

f i e d beyond dispute. 

I n sum, the Image created by the data i s one of a d i s t i n c t i v e l y French-

Canadian set of assumptions r e l e g a t i n g p o l i t i c a l p a r t i e s to a secondary r o l e 

behind the s p e c i f i c personages who may employ them as v e h i c l e s . One i s v i v i d l y 

reminded of the sequence of minor p a r t i e s t h a t have a r i s e n i n Quebec i n the 

past century, and the frequency w i t h which they have come to be r e f e r r e d to 

w i t h some personal name as a p r e f i x . I t was not simply the P a r t i N a t i o n a l , 

but Honore* Mercier's P a r t i N a t i o n a l . I t was less the Union Nationale, than 

the Duplessis Union Nationale. And more r e c e n t l y , when the r e l a t i v e l y face­

less Social C r e d i t Party was transplanted (and transmuted) from the p r a i r i e s 

to the m i l i e u of Quebec, i t became Real Caouette's C r e d i t i s t e s . 

Where a p o l i t i c a l p a r t y remains a s o c i a l a b s t r a c t i o n - - a c o l l e c t i v e 

force pursuing group goals over a lengthy period of time, and topped by a 

s t r u c t u r e of good gray bureaucratic r o l e s - - t h e i n d i v i d u a l occupants of the 

more prominent party r o l e s are f a r from unimportant i n the bystander's evalua­

t i o n . But these personages are t y p i c a l l y seen as "improving the image of the 

p a r t y " through t h e i r good works, or d e t r a c t i n g from i t w i t h t h e i r e r r o r s . 

Thus the p e r s o n a l i t i e s themselves are t r e a t e d as secondary, c o n t r i b u t o r y at 
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best. The opposing p o l i t i c a l s t y l e , and the one t h a t seems assumed more 

p r e v a l e n t l y among the French, i s t h a t of the p a r t y as personal v e h i c l e , where 

the l i f e of the p a r t y i s the h a l f - l i f e o f the successful chef, and the p a r t y 

apparatus i s e s s e n t i a l l y t h a t c o t e r i e of p o l i t i c i a n s brought together by a 

common acceptance of h i s charismatic appeal (or c o n t r o l of patronage). And 

of course, where the p a r t y i s no more than the lengthened shadow of such a 

chef, i t i s obvously a secondary concept f o r any r a t i o n a l observer: i t makes 

f a r more sense to bypass i t and proceed d i r e c t l y w i t h an evaluation of the 

personal c a l i b r e o f the f i g u r e or f i g u r e s who lend the abstract " p a r t y " i t s 

only r e a l i t y . 

While h o p e f u l l y t h i s i s a f a i r statement of the c u l t u r a l d i f f e r e n c e s 

i n p o l i t i c a l s t y l e which emerge from the data, i t leaves several of the most 

important questions unanswered. What, f o r example, i s the causal status of 

the p u b l i c a t t i t u d e s recorded here? The m a t e r i a l s suggest t h a t the d i s t i n c t i v e 

e f f e c t s r e g i s t e r most c l e a r l y i n the province of Quebec, at l e a s t f o r those of 

French background, and while present i n some degree among persons elsewhere 

who partake of French c u l t u r a l elements, they are much weaker i n form. Hence 

i t could r e a d i l y be argued t h a t the a t t i t u d e s examined are i n no sense precon­

d i t i o n s or stimulants to a p a r t i c u l a r s t y l e of democratic p o l i t i c s , but r a t h e r 

are l i k e a f a i t h f u l m i r r o r , r e f l e c t i n g the f l a v o r of p o l i t i c s that the 

h a b i t a n t s of Quebec have had set before them c o n s i s t e n t l y f o r several 

generations. 

I t i s at t h i s p o i n t , however, t h a t i t i s f a i r t o introduce the f u r t h e r 

evidence of apparent c u l t u r a l c o n t i n u i t i e s . For whereas the a t t i t u d e s of the 

c u r r e n t French-Canadian populace can c e r t a i n l y be understood i n p a r t as a 

simple r e f l e c t i o n of democratic p o l i t i c s as they have known i t , i t seems to 

pass w e l l beyond the a c c i d e n t a l t h a t the population of the French homeland 
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has something of the same s t y l e of p o l i t i c s f r e q u e n t l y set before j i t . A f t e r 

a l l , how many major western democracies include even i n o f f i c i a l vote tabula­

t i o n s p a r t y denotations based on personal names, such as " g a u l l i s t e " or 

"poujadiste"? C l e a r l y n e i t h e r the s p e c i f i c respondents we have interviewed 

nor the mass p u b l i c they represent have caused t h i s s t y l e of p o l i t i c s i n the 

sense of c r e a t i n g i t out of f r e s h c l a y . But there i s reason to suppose t h a t 

c u l t u r a l assumptions of the sort represented have at e a r l i e r times determined 

the channels which subsequent p o l i t i c s have f o l l o w e d . And the best evidence 

l i e s i n the a n t i q u i t y of those a t t i t u d e s , and the f a c t t h a t they appear t o have 

been present i n some communicable form long before the s t r u c t u r a l innovations 

of democratic p o l i t i c s which they were t o shape had developed. Hence a potent 

causal r o l e of a t t i t u d e s of t h i s type seems i n d i c a t e d . 

Yet the assignment of such a r o l e does hinge upon the assumption t h a t 

there i s some organic c o n t i n u i t y between the parent French population of 

1650 and i t s two cu r r e n t branches (or t r u n k and branch, to be more e x a c t ) . 

Thus the most important question of a l l has to do w i t h the nature of t h i s 

c o n t i n u i t y . 

As i n d i c a t e d e a r l i e r , we are thoroughly aware t h a t the several p a r a l l e l s 

we have drawn between the two French populations do not by themselves c o n s t i t u t e 

any proof of organic c o n t i n u i t y . Perhaps "organic c o n t i n u i t y " i s an inept 

phrase, f o r the bodies crossing the A t l a n t i c from Old France to New were as 

organic as one could wish, and t h e i r b i o l o g i c a l l i n k w i t h the current genera­

t i o n of French Canadians i s a f a c t of unequivocal genealogical h i s t o r y . 

What i s missing, however, and s e r i o u s l y so, i s any clear sense on our 

p a r t of the i n t e r v e n i n g mechanisms necessary to account f o r such a c o n t i n u i t y , 

i f so i t be. As one contemplates a map of the Western world, any f o o l can 

p l a i n l y see t h a t the American continents must have s p l i t o f f at some p r i m o r d i a l 



-39-

time from the European and A f r i c a n land masses. And yet t h i s hypothesis was 

f o r many years banished from s c i e n t i f i c r e s p e c t a b i l i t y not f o r any lack o f 

compelling q u a l i t y about the prima f a c i e evidence, but because a l l theories 

which attempted to f i l l i n those i n t e r v e n i n g mechanisms t h a t might account 

f o r the i n i t i a l s p l i t and subsequent c o n t i n e n t a l d r i f t were so thoroughly 

r i d i c u l o u s i n the l i g h t of geologic knowledge. Only as the catalogue of 

c o i n c i d e n t a l " f i t s " between the two c o n t i n e n t a l shelves has become very lengthy 

and remarkably d e t a i l e d has i t seemed worth renewing the search f o r p l a u s i b l e 

i n t e r v e n i n g mechanisms. 

I t i s i n somewhat the same v e i n t h a t we are attempting to r e c o n s t r u c t 

i n t e r v e n i n g mechanisms, f o r i t i s only when p l a u s i b l e " c a r r i e r " mechanisms 

are located t h a t we w i l l become more convinced t h a t these p a r a l l e l s are con­

t i n u i t i e s i n a true sense of the word.. And i t seems t h a t most of the obvious 

mechanisms t h a t might account f o r the i n t e r g e n e r a t i o n a l transmission of these 

s p e c i f i c a t t i t u d e s are every b i t as r i d i c u l o u s as e r s t w h i l e attempts at account­

ing f o r c o n t i n e n t a l d r i f t . C e r t a i n l y we dp not imagine t h a t French-Canadian 

mothers of the eighteenth century, i n the measure t h a t they had time out from 

c h i l d - b e a r i n g to dandle maturing youngsters on t h e i r knees, t o l d them: " I f 

ever sample surveys are invented, guard your c l a t t e r i n g tongue"; of " i f 

anybody comes to take Rousseau s e r i o u s l y , my c h i l d , you must remember to vote 

the man, not the p a r t y . " 

The f i r s t step i n developing p l a u s i b l e mechanisms i s to a r r i v e at a 

sense of the more generic a t t i t u d e s toward the world from which the a t t i t u d e s 

t r e a t e d here are phenotypic though r e l i a b l e o f f s h o o t s . The second step i s to 

suggest what i n s t i t u t i o n a l s t r u c t u r e s might have protected and f a c i l i t a t e d 

transmission. 

One c l u s t e r of p o s s i b i l i t i e s t h a t we have considered I s represented by 
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the C a t h o l i c Church, f o r no s o c i a l i n s t i t u t i o n from the Old World was trans­

planted t o New France as e n t h u s i a s t i c a l l y or as completely as the Church. I n 

pa r t because Protestants were p r o h i b i t e d from m i g r a t i n g t o Canada at the very 

outset by r o y a l e d i c t , the colony came t o approximate a s t e r n theocracy, w i t h 

great p o l i t i c a l influence exercised by members of the e c c l e s i a s t i c hierarchy, 

an education system dominated by the church, and a population noted f o r i t s 

p i e t y . I t would not take unusual i n g e n u i t y , working from the noteworthy 

features of Catholicism, t o imagine a set of presuppositions about a u t h o r i t y 

r e l a t i o n s and s o c i a l power being preserved over the centuries i n a c u l t u r a l 

form t h a t would have d i s t i n c t i v e a p p l i c a b i l i t y i n both old and new France upon 

the development of democratic p o l i t i c s . Such an hypothesis would have the v i r t u e 

of f i t t i n g the themes of personalismo i n L a t i n American p o l i t i c s as well.. I f 

there be such Catholic p r e d i s p o s i t i o n s , however, they are i n v i s i b l e among 

I t a l i a n s i n Canada, who stand out as strong p a r t y i d e n t i f i e r s and give 

i n o r d i n a t e l y heavy weight to the p o l i t i c a l p a r t y i n v o t i n g d e c isions. They 

are also i n v i s i b l e among I t a l i a n and I r i s h C a t holics i n the United States as 

w e l l , where these groups are again noteworthy f o r the r a p i d development of 

par t y l o y a l t i e s . 

At t h i s reading, t h e r e f o r e , we have not a r r i v e d at even a vague sense 

of the i n t e r v e n i n g mechanisms t h a t could account f o r true c o n t i n u i t i e s of t h i s 

order. We have become convinced, however, t h a t u n l i k e some h i s t o r i c a l r i d d l e s , 

there i s indeed something here worth t r y i n g to e x p l a i n . 




