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., | ABSTRACT o L

The English-speaking minority in Quebec is a privileged i
socio-economic group wiih a whole range of instit&tions separate from
those of the Erenchfspeaking majority. How are anglophones reacting
to the Québec independentist movement? In terms of overt political
preferences, anglophongs display a high degree of unanimity in their .
opgésition. However, with respect to a more subtle dimension such as
o sympathy for French-Canadian nationalism, English Quebecer;‘ﬁisp]ay a
wide:rénge of variation. Those at upper socio-economic levels are the
most s§mpathetic, because of their higher education and greater aware-
ness of the inequalities between French and English, nnt because they
-~ are less threatened. Some further structural sources of sympathy are

discussed, and a few theoretical propositions are advanced concerning

variations in dominant group gympathy toward subordinate group nation-

EF;\?

# alism. The study provides a detailed examination OL the belief sys-"

tem of a dominant minority in a context of ethnic stratification.
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/ RESUME \
4 : : \

\

La minorité anglophone au Québec constitu% un groupe priv-
ilégié avec un réseau distinct d'institutions. Que]\p est la réaction
des angdophones au mouvement indépendantiste québﬁcoig? Pour ce gui
est de leurs préférences politiques manifestes, 1es~an§<ophones sont
opposés & 1'indépendance du Québec presqu'a T'unanimité. Pourtant,
en ce qui concerne la dimension p]hs sybtile de 1‘inten5{§é des \
sympathies envers le nationalisme québécois, il ressort’qég les senti
ments de la communauté anglophone sont des plus diversifiég. C'est
parmi les individus appartenant aux couches sociales shpérie res qu
le nationalisme qd'bécois Jouit de Tla plus grénde fa%Fur. Ce phén
oméne s'explique par des facteurs d'éducation et de conscienc¥ de
inégalités entre francophon:s et anglophones, et non par ]'hy&otlése
que les classes supérieures se sentiraient moins menacées. Nous
discutons d'autres bases structurelles aux sympathies, et nous avan-
gons quelques propositions théoriques concernant les variations des
sympatﬁ?es des groupes dominants envers les mouvements nationalistes
des groupes dominés. La these est une étude approfondie du systeme

de croyances d'une minorité dominante dans un contexte de stratifica-

tion ethnique.
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) CHAPTER 1
INTRODUGTION -

In the past decade many structural changes have swept through
Québec society.’ Along with these changes have come snowballing a
renaissance of French—Canaéian culture, a resurgent nationalism, and
a separatist movement that is stronger than it has ever been. All
of these transformations have affected the traditional position of the
English-speaking population of Québec: that of a dominant minority
whose members, like the early Protestants, are "in the wor1d,‘buf not
of jt". How are anglophones reacting to the current nationalist and
separatist movements, which, determined to break down the many fbng—
standing patterns of English domination, often takes on as targets
many Enalish-language institutions?

The object of this thesis is to systemafica]]y investigate the
reactions of English-speaking Quebecers by analyzing responses of a
" representative sample of the ‘entire non-French-Canadian population of
Quebec. In more general sociological terms, the goal is to examine
the reactions of membgrs of a dominant group in a segmented society to
a nationalist movement of the dominated group. It is hoped that the
analysts will cast light on certain distinctive features of Quebec

. .

society. At the same time, it should add to our understanding of the

responses of white and non—Span%sh-Speaking Americans, Southern English '



Brf%ons,'Protestant Ulstermen, nofi-Breton Frenchmen, non-Basque Span-
¢ : "

‘iards, and other dominant groups inethnically stratified industrial

L.
societies. : -

‘
Pl <

A, THE SETTING

i e it e e
r

Let us begin with a look at the pagticular:in/ergroup arena’ in
which French—qulish retations take placet Without going into any'great
detail here, several socio]ogicaf features of Quebec society stand out
iq}importance: ,

| :
a) perhaps the most important feature of the ethnic stratification »

system in Quebec is the wide range of ivequiiof7-- between francophones

\‘ -

A

and anglophones.’ Anglophones are quite strongly overrepresented in the
middle and upper class levels. The higher the income ?bqlﬂ, the great-
er %s the proportion of its occupants who are English speaking. French
Canadians, wHo comprise 80 percent of Quebec's pppu{ation,'hon.a near
.monopoly over working class jobs. English Canadians, on the other hand,
- hold the overwhelming majority of upper maﬁager151 and executive jobs,
especially 1p the priva@e sector, in 1ar9e firms, and in Montreal.

b) another important ésqpct of French-English relations in Quebec .
is the overwhelming degree of‘segmentat{on between the. two groups. Most
anglophones live in areAS\Where anglaophones form the majority. Most
1nst1tut1ons in which anglophones participate are dominated by anglo-
phones, w1th the exception of politics. With the 51gn1f1canthexcept166
of the work world, most institutions are parallel and non—overlapping:

Pergaps the best example of this is the educational system, which con-

sists of essentially two autonomous systems, French and Eng]1sh each

g1v1nq 1nstruct1on from kindergarten to_the postgraduate level. :

s 3
e 1



c) another key feature that cannot be ignored is the set of wide-

]

spread social changes that is often labelled the "Quiet Revolution”
beginning roughly in 196D. .It is against the backdrop of these many
changes§ that the independentist movement has grown strong, and that

the English-speaking minority has had to call its traditional position

" into~qliestion.
B. MateriaLs “ “

!

Sipce we will begin referring to it. in the next section, let
us mention here’'that the main body of data examined in this study is

part of a sample survey of the adult Quebec population carried out in"

,1a€e 1970 and early 1971. The survey was carried out under the direc-

tion Qf Maurice Pinard; the fieldwork was done by the Centre de Sondage
of the University of Montréal. From this\iet of'in;erviews was taken

a subset of 346 structured interviews which serve as the hasic body

of dat;‘analyzed in this study. This subset consists of all those res-
pondents in the sample who answered the English-language questionnaire.®
{The few French Canadians who answered tﬁe Eng11sh-]anguage‘auestiongaire
have been omitted). v

C.  THe SocioLocicAL “PropLem” ’ . é

v

Let us begin by noting that only a very few anglophones voted for
the Parti Québécois in the 1970 provineial election (the first in which
M [

it appeared), while &ver a fogrtésof the francophones did so. Of tﬁose

who answered the English-language questionnaire, 92% indicated they

were opposed to the ggparatieﬁabf Queber from the rdst of Canada; 6%

\:'ﬂ. - » 2

= -
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~
S a



Qere undecided, and 2% were in favour of it. Among francophones on
the other hand, only 74% were opposed, 9% were updocided, and 16% were
in favour. MWith respect to a new Jgouveraineté~association" arrange-
ment between Québec and the rest of Canada, analophone opposition was
only slightly less undnimous. In response to th question "It has
been suggested that Quebec become an indeppndent¥99untry politically, '
while retaining economic links with Canada. AreLyou personally for }
or against political indepgndence with economic associatidn with Canada?",
79% of the Engiish respondents- were against,17% undecided, and 4% were |
in fézor of this proposal. In <ontrast, nearly 307 of francophoqgﬁg
_ii:3?(SUCh a rearrangement. ff; )
What all of this means is that both in their political behavior
and in their political attitudes, most English Quebecers are quite
strongly opposed to the independentist movement. This has been con-
firmed by the only previous empirical study of the topic, namely |
Romalis's work on the att1t39es of tqé Montreal Jewish community.®
Given this near-unanimous opposition, a puzzling fact is that
it has not been translated into any kind of counteﬁ-movemenq. To
appreciate what th;ngs could be like, let us look briefly at newspaper
accounts of the reactions of two other dominant groups in linguisti-
cd]]y segmented societies. Both of the following incidents-took place
on the same day recently.
"FLEMISH, TRENCH CLASH"
VILVOORDE, Belgium (AP)--Twenty thousand Flemings rallied
here yesterday to protest what' they claim is an increase in
French-speaking influence in- Belgium.

A counter-demonstratiori by 150 French-speaking militants

(French speakers are the dominant group in Belgium; L.L.)
resulted in an exchange of abusive ldnguage--in F]emlsh and -



| French. ‘
. . It was the biggest-demonstration for two years in the

long conflict between the Flemish and the French communities
in Belgium...
(The Montreal Star, October 16, 1972)

o , e

"RIOTS OVER ROAD SIGNS: 15,000 PROTEST IN AUSTRIA" )
VIENNA--Fifteen thousand persons demonstrated against the
government in Southern Austria }esterday after several nights
of r1ot1ng in one of the nation' s most serious domestic
crises in recent years.

The demonstrators, most of them Cerran-specking (emphasis
added. German speakers are the dominant group in Austria
L.L.) rightists, oppose a recent decision by the regime of
Chancellor Bruno Kreisky and the provincial government of '
Carinthia to provide dual-language road signs in areas with
sizeable Slovene populations--as required by the 1955 treaty
granting Austria its post-war independence.

Signs at the approaches to the 205 cities and villages

., have been ripped down almost nightly for two weeks by mobs in. . .
noisy caravans of up to 400 autos. Each morning they are v
- ‘ replaced by road crews. Acting under strict central controls
designed to avoid greater violence, police have made no arrests
and have made no strenuous effort to protect the signs.
Late Tuesday, at ceremonies marking the 52nd anniversary
of the plebiscite in which southern Carinthia voted to remain
with Austria, rather than Yugosiavia after the First World NahL//"\~
aides to Hans Sima, the governor of Carinthia, were roughed
up and police had to use force to rescue Sima from the angry,
German-speaking crowd...

(The Montreal Star, October 16, 1972)

A comment is in order concerning the above: the German-speaking
. ' population of southernCarinthia in 1961 was about 75{000. This medns
that 20 percent of the dominant group population was out protesting.
These kinds of collective behavior episodes suggest that we
have to explain whyothe case of English Quebecers is different. Given
the inequalities, the segfientation, the rapid social change, and the
near-unanimous opposition of anglophones, why is there.1ess overt con-

flict between francophones and anglophones than is the case in other




intergroup arenas? How can we gxp]ain the absence of any "radical-
right" style formations? Why are there no Pqﬁ}valents of hard-hat
demonstrations, no counterpart to the Rev. Paisley, no First of July
marches heading east down Ste. Catherine Street singing "0 Canada" in
English, no more diffuse and general variants of the Jewish Defense
Lea?ue? These are the kind of sociological questions that the problem
suggests. (To raise tﬁese‘questjons does not imply, of course, that
one wishes there wrre such movements). ’

' These questions have no simple answer, and it i§ Qn]ike]y that
the;; is any monocausal explanation .that could account for the diffe%— ’
ences observed. Nonetheless, only ohe possible explanation will be
suggested here. This concerns the degree of leqgitimacy or sympathy )
that anglophones accord Qyébécois nationalism. Could it be that the
level of French-English conflict is relatively low partly because anélo-
phones agree with many nationalist demands? The main object, of this
thesis will be to examine this degree oj‘symgathy that apglophone
Quebecgrs feel for Québécois nationalism, and to locate some of the
Qays in which such feelings are determiﬁed by the stfucture of Quebec ///"\\w
society. . . ‘

As Schermerhorn has noted, a low level of intergroup conf]iég
can be due to both groups agreeing on the degree of legitimacy of
the dominant group's dominant status, be it high or low.® Thus the
low conflict characterizing many caste-stratified agricultural sogieties
over long periods may be due in part to bqth the rulers and the gp!ed

+ - L.
agreeing that the setup is a just or "natural" one. Similarly, if both
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groups believe that the power of the dominant aroup is gRly partly leg-

itimatr, then the level of conflict will also be relatively low. This
Tatter situation might apply to the Quebec case.

Coser has pointed out that ". . . legitimacy is a crucial inter-
vening variable without which it :s impossible to predict whether
feelings of hostility arising out of an unequal distribution of
privileges and rights actually lead to conflict."”

Phrasina this differently, leaitimacy is one intervening varia-
ble, among others, between the exictence of inequalities between groups,
on the one hand, and the expression of conflict on the other.

To predict the occurence of ethnic conflict, it is important
to take into account the question of legitimacy. This is not to say,
howéver, that knowledge of the degree of legitimacy is sufficient
for predictiqg conflict, but simply that it improves the accuracy of
the prediction. In other words, most theorists would agree that the
existence of inequalities between twb groups in an intergroup arena will
add to the probability of conflict between them, however high or low
this probability is for othrr reasons. If the subordinate group sees
the dominant group's power as illegitimate and the dominant group“does
not, the probability of conflict is increased further.

Empjrical research on legitimacy is a relatively underdeveloped
area in the study of ethnic relations. Thus, this study will take as
its principal dependent variable this degree of legitimacy or sympathy
which is a crucial intervening variable in an overall framework seeking
to explain intergroup conflict. - The study will not deal with the

%
links between legitimacy or sympathy and the actual occurence or inten- .

EY
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sity of conflict, nor will it deal with any ‘%~ possible factors that

coqtribute to ethnic_conflict.

Y

> Although a principal motivation and impetus for this study i§
tqlexamine systematically the reactions of English Quebecers to the
rspid social change of the iast decade, this thesiq is not rrimarily
a study of social change Z%cause for the most part we present data on
only one poiné in time. H%ther, the study offers a snapsﬁgt view of
the belief system of a dg%ﬁnant group in a soqmentea qociéE& at one

point 1n recent history.' 0

D. A Brier QuTLInE

The following is a short guide to the organization of the
study.

Presently, this introductory chapter will conclude w¥th the
construction and validation of an index of sympathy for Québécois nation-
alism.

¥

In chapter two, we examine how class and class-related struc-
tural features of the s£ratification‘system determine the distribution
of feelings of sympathy throughout the anglophone community in Quebec.

Chapter three argues that one of the main cqnditions ﬁ;der
which dominant groups feel threatened is in periods of rapié soctial
change such®as the last decade or so ?n Quebec. The chapter goes on
to examine the distribution of feelings of threat among English Que-
becers, and specifies how these feelings influence the expression of

sympathy.

Chapter four is devoted to.an examination of the effects of



Tinguistic aogmorfaricr and intergroup contacts on the distribution

J

of feelings of threat and feelings of sympathy.
\ s
Notice that chapters two, three, and four each look at the im-
pact, direct or indirect, of one of the principal structural features
of Quebec society mentioned earlier: chapter two covers the iésue of
inequalities: chapter three deals with the consequences of rapid social
chéqge; and chapter four discusses the impact of sequentation.
It might also be noted that chapter three covers what Smelser,

Y refers to as sirafns. The topic matter of

in his ;aluewadded scheme,’
chapter four corresponds roughly to Smelser's con veice jactora.
Finally, chapter five deals with the ways in which feelings of
sy;pathy and feelings of threat vary by ajye. This is an important var-
jable to consider in understanding the social basis of many social move-
ments, and this particular case is no exception. Hence, theoretically

speaking, this chapter winds up our understanding of the structural

sources of sympathy.

E. An INDEX OF SYMPATHY

%
#

Now we are ready to build an index o% our basic dependent varia-
ble, the degree of favourableness with which English-speaking Quebecers
perceive French Canadian demands. The following questions were included
in our index: A ,

Q2-36: When you think of all the demands of French Canad-

ians in the last ten years, how many do you feel are justified:

almost all, a good number, a few, or only very few?

Q2-38: What do you think of the position of French Canad-
ians in the federal government in Ottawa: is it more important,




as important, or less important than it should be?

02-39: 1 you think of the preollome of I'vcnel Canadians,
would you say that the French Canadians themselves are mainly
to blame, that other groups are to blame, that the blame
should be shared, or that no group is really to blame?

The advantage of using an 1ndex such as this is that it‘provides
a more reliable and uniform measure of sympathy than would be provided
by responses to any single question taken by itself. Responses to the
above tHree questions were summed to give a score on the index. Next,

“ +
the sample was divided into 3 groups\as follows:" 2

.

Low (Unfavourable) - 23,77
Medium (Indifferent)- 36.27 -
High (Sympathetic) - 40.1%

(N = 629) 100.0%

We should mention at this point that missing data have been
excluded before percentaging in all of tng_tables presented, unless
otherwise indicated. Also, a weighpjng'factor has been applied to the
data to ensure representativemess. Since only the "weighted" number

P

of cases will be reported throughout the analysis, special caution
should be taken in interpreting conclusions based on small sub-samples.
It is important to note that the labels attached to the cate-

gories above are, above all, labels. Hence the 40% of the sample who

-

are "sympathetic" to Québécois demands are so mainly in a relative
sense, that is, re]aggve to the others who are less so. Similarly, the
24% who are "unfavourable" to French Caﬁ;dian demands do not constitute
a discrete subset of the sample in any absolute sense of the term

"unfavourab]g". Rather, those we have labelled sympathetic should be

.
<4
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thought of as "the most unfavourable 24”" of the sample; andthe "indifer-

ents" should nef be thouaht of as uncommitted in any sense other than

o

that of falling between the two extremes

F. VALIDITY OF THE [iifEex

Before proceeding, we ought to ensure that the index just con-
structed is indeed a good measure of what it is intended to measure.
This is especially important since this "degree of favourableness'" will
be our principal dependent variable through this thesis. Three criteria
6f'validity can be applied': all of them sugqgest that the use of this
index 1s fully Justified. .

First of all, the three component questions are pertinent; all

af them bear on the legitimacy of French Canadian demands. (Face Validi-

coty). Q2-36 asks)of this in straightforward fashion. Q2-38, pertaining

to the powe% of French Canadians in the federal government, touches
upon a critical issue. Francophones have always béhn,underrepresented
in the federal civil service, akd severely so at the upper levels. In
1970, when the survey was undertaken, the government headed by Pierre
El1iott Trudeau had been in power far over two years. In addition to
being led by a French-Canadian, this administration had several French ’
Canadians occupying key Cabinet posts. Furthermor?, this affirmation 0
of a francophone presence in the federal government was an important
feature of Trudeau's anti-independentist platform. Thus this question
taps sympathy for the redress of a basic, long-standing grievance.

Q2-39 is included in the index on the assumption that an iﬁportant fea-

ture of a sympathetic attitude towards French Canadian grievances would
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be the view that French Canadians themselves are not mainly to be b]ameay\\\
for their problems, and that conversely, the view that French Canadians
themgelves are mainly té’blame for their problems would in a sense be a'
key mark of an unfavouraQ]e attitude.

By a second c¢riterion, the index is internally consistent.
(Internal Validity). This can be seen in two ways. To begin, the three
questions included in the index are interrg1ated.1‘ Furthermore, each
of the three items makes a clear contribution to the index. For example,
let us compare extrefies on each of the questions. Of those who answer
that "all or most" Fren;h,Canadian demands are justified, 83«ber cent
score high ("sympathetic") on the index; of those who answer "none",
zero percent are sympathetic. Similarly, 2 per cent of those who blame.
French Canadians themselves for their problems are sympathetic, whereas
94 per gent of those who place the blame elsewhere are sympathetic. Fin-
ally, of those who answer that French Canadians hawe more power than
they should have.in Ottawa, 5 per cent are sympathetic; while 33 percent
of those who judge Frencﬁ Canadians as having less power than they
should have are sympathetic.

A third criterion we can apply is that of external validity.
Is the index a predictor of responses to other items, not included 1n‘
the index, but which are related to the phenomenon thé‘index purports

to measure? This is indeed the case, as Table 1.1.indicates:

£
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TaBLe 1.1 - SyMPATHY, BY SeELECTED RFLATED [TEMS

13

A. (Q2-33) Do you think French Canadians should try and .
maintain thei1r ways of living, or that they should
try to become more like the other Canadians? Y
Sympathetic N
Maintain their ways of 1iving kR 58 (220)
Both L3 (112)
Qualified answer 3 (55)
Become more like other Canadians ’ 22" (223)
B. (Q2-35) Which would you say is the most important for
a people to maintain: its language and culture or
+its standard of 1iving?
Its language and culture 58 (57)
Both Lo » (239)
Its standard of living 3k (308)

C. (Q2-76) To what extend do you think that the culture
and way of life of French Canadians are in danger of
disappearing: are in great danger, in a little danger,

or in no danger of disappearding? g

In great danger 5k
Qualified answer W6
In a tittle danger 45
No danger 36

D. (Q1-61) When you have to speak French at work or, in
public places, how often do you find you get embarassed
because you have difficulties--often, sometimes, rarely,
or almost never?

Often - 54
Somet1mes/ ‘ 51
Rarely / 39
Almost/never 35
Never/has to speak French : 26

E. (Q1- 68) In general, how would you describe your attitude

toward French Canadians: as rather cool, indifferent,
fairly favourable, or very favourable?

Very favouraile ho

Fairly favourable L5

Qualified answer 17
.. - Indifferent or rather coo1 16 '

(306)
(199)
., (b2)
. (68)




We would expect that belief in the legitimacy of Québécois
demands would vary directly with awareness and recoqgnitzon of tHe value
of the French lanquage and Québé&cois culture: this is confirmed by the
36 percentage-point difference in favourableness hetween extremes on the
first question.

Similarly, one would expect, e terie paribue, that favourableness
would be related to an awareness and apprec1atiok of the importance of
cultural matters as opposed to §trict]y economic questions; this islborne
out by the range of responses to the second question, in panel B. l

. The third question concerns the degree to which Frenc; Canadiqn
culture is perceived to be .threatened. One would expect that, the ﬁore
sympathetic anglophones are to‘French Canadian demands, the more likely
they would be to share Québééoisknationalists' concern about cultural

survival. This is indeed the case, as the third panel in Table 1.1 indi-

’I)

cates.
A more subtle*p&#nt is touched upon by the next question. One
" might expect that, irrespective of a person's fluency in the French
language, or the frequency with which he uses it, as favourableness
increased, so would the degree of e%barassment felt when difficulties
occured. The fourth panel shows that favourab]ene;s is indeed iirong]y
related to embarassment over having problems communicating in French. |
Fina)]y, the external va1id$tion'of our index concludes with a
sjmp]er but elemental item. It was expecged that favourableﬂess to
French Canadian demands, as measured by the index, would vary directly
with respondgnts' self-reported attitudes toQard French Canadians. This

? o
is true, as panel E in Table 1.1 indicates.
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We might note here formally that the terms "favourableness',

o

e .
}h'
. ~ "degree of legitimacy"”, and "sympathy", are meant to refer to the
E & same index of the basic dependent variable, and will be used inter-
* changéably. v

Now that our dependent variable is well-defined, we can turn

to an examination of its distribution in the social structure of

Quebec. This will be the topic of the next chaptér.
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The expression is used by R. A, Schermerhvan, Comparative
Ethnic Relations: A Framework for Theory and Research, New York:

Random House, 1990,
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John Porter, The Vertical Mosaic, Torento:,., Univ. of Toronto Pregs,
19655 Sheilarh Todiins Milner and Henry Milner, The Lbcolonizn&ﬁé%‘
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. K Rovai @ommis§ion on Bilinpualism and Bieculturaliem, vol. 2, Ottawa:
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For an averview, sec Fdward M. Corbett, Quebee Confronts
P Canada, Raltimore: Johns Hopkins, 1967; Oheilarh Hodgins Mlner
and Hefry Milner, The Decolonization of (uebec, Toronto: MeClelland
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* and Mewart, 197" Mauricd Pinard, "Separalicm in Quebee: A* Research
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*Coleman’ Bomalis, "The mttitudes of the Montreal Jewish Commun-, .
ity toward French Canadian nationalism and separaticm', M.A. thesis,
McGill University, 1967.
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. "The sample design is discussed in Appendix A, and the relevant
parts of the questionnaire are to be found in Appendix C. .
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’ "See lewis Coser, The Functions of Social Conflict. New York:
‘Free Press, 1956, p. 37, as cited by Schermerhorn, op. cit., p. 69.
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°The index was constructed by first recoding responses to, the
three questions in the following way: '

. »

Q2-36G: Which demands justified® ) . '
" ’ v "only very few" or "none dt -all" 1,
/‘; - "8. fvew" - \ 2 ) . \‘_’4
. s . . N
qual ified answer o . Bfé
"a good number" ) , k -
"almost all" or "all of them" - 5 ..
v . ~
- » 7 »
t i
.
‘ . 16 e
N 3 Y
& . . .
, ot
o &
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~38:
. Q2 3

e
S . .
Position cof French Canadians in Ottnwa

"more fmportant then it should be'
"as impovtant" or qualified answer
. o "less important than it should be" . .

¢ . " ' y

Q2-39: Blame for French Canadian probkems
& . .
"French Canndians mainly to blame" 1. o

"no gronp to bLlome" or "the blame '
o 'shozid be shared” or qualifiec

anclier

) o
"other groups mainly to blame"

S IR

ool
The index score is then simply the sum of the codes of the three ques-
tions.

The range of possiblé scores on the index is from 3 to 15.
The trichotomization wans done as follews:
o ” .

Qo ? -
" Unfavourable -- index positions 3 to 7 ‘
» Indiffergent -- " " 8,9 . e -
. Sympathepic -- " " 10 to 15 . : |
Cases with missirfpg data for any of the three index items were omitted
completely. )

©

|
®

, ) . A
10These criteria, as well as the ensuing discusSion,were stimul

ated by Gary T. Marx, Protest and Prejudice, Ne@; ork:
books, 1969, revised ed., p. 45. ‘

Harper' Torch- /
% -

are gammas.
S

!
13mhe inflerrelations of the items which were combined to form the
indéx of favoupableness are given in the following, table.
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R .
‘ Demands justified? .14 .30 R
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CHAPTER 2
SOME STRUCTURAL SOURCES OF SYMPATHY

o . {
We have just seen that anong Eng]fsh-speaking Canadians, there

f
b

are wide differences in the degree of sympathy toward French Canadian

demands. In this cHapter we will Tocate some of the structural sources

-

of favourableness toward francophones in the context of the class

N

structure of contemporary Quebec society. In order, we will focus bn
¥ v '

a) the ethnic stratification system' b) certain status-imconsistencies

and ¢) other grievances, such as the experience of unemploymént.

¥

~

A

A, SYMPATHY AND THE STRATIFICATION SYSTEM

A recent observer of the Canadian scene has ﬁoged that there
has been a historical tendency for most published studies of French-
English relations to emphasize ethnic differences whi]e‘overlooking
the class differences within French-Canadian society.! The extent to

. which this has indeed been the case is not what concerns us here. The
:vpoint is brought up in order to add the following to it: c]as§ differ-
ences among anglophones in Quebec have been sim{]arly ignored, not the
least by francophone intellectuals, though for understandable reasons. Q
The past hegemony of anglophones ower the upper levels of the economy
has been so yisible that it has in a sehsé blurred from view the pres-

ence of anglophones at all levels of the occupational structure. The



range 0f occupations in which English Canadians can be found in Quebec

is roughly identical to that anywhere else in Canada. The shape of the

*

distribution of English Canadians in the class structure is top-heavy,

however. Horking-class anglophones are underrepresented in the prov-
ince's working class, and they are also, of course, a smaller proportion
of the Enth;h' speaking commumty than are anglophone "W(‘)rkors in er
prov1nce< (See Appendix B). ‘

Given this class structure, how does cne's 1ocat§0n w1t ot
influence one's attitude toward francophone demands? As Qan bg. seen .

from Table 2.1, favourableness is strongest at the upper ]%ve s of

the strasification system, whether the measure of socio-eco%amic status

+ 1s education, income, occupation, or occupational prestige.

R, V¥uy NoT tHE LESS PRIVILEGED?

Why is it that sympathy is strongest in the upper parts of the
social structure? After all, there are theoretical and intuitive rea-
sons tO'ékpect workers to be the most sympathetic occupational group
instead of the least. Is not the Queséc independentist movement left-
ist to*some extént, or at least left,of center? Would not the anglo-
phone working class stand to gain just as mucﬁ as the francophone work-
ing class from the kind of social reforms advocated by the Parti Québé-
cois, for example? Ts it not the workers who, unlike the more affluent
sectors of the Eﬁé]isq communtty, have little to lose by supporting the
kind of sociaLﬁchange envisaged by leftists and separatist groups? Are
not on-the-job as well as off-the-job contacts between English and
French €anadians much more frequent at the lower socio-economic levels?

» “

+
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'I' _ TaBLE 2.] e
SYMPATHY, BY VARIOUS STRATIFICATION VARIABLES

(% Sympathetic)

EDUCATION:
1 -7 yrs ‘ 30% (80)
8 - 11 yrs 31 (228)
12 or more -~ 49 (321)
INCOME :
g Below $6,000 k‘ 36 (138)
$6K to $11K 33 (217)
Above $11K 50 (167)
QCCUPATION:
< Prof., Mgrs., and Technical , 45 (297) -
Sales and Clerical 36 (119)
Blue-Collar 34 (199)

QCCUPATIONAL PRESTIGE :”

N Low ., 36 (151)
Mediym 41 (223)
High \ 44 (223)
N é’
a&paﬁz "Of the 80 respondents with from one to seven years of

education, 30% are sympathetic".

~

brow = Duncan Scores £32 w
Medium = " o\ 33to 6k,
\
High = " " 65 and above \i.
\\// - @

For examples of occupational titles assipgned to different score inter-
vals, see Peter M. Blau and Otis Dudley Duncan, The American Cccupational

Structure (New York: John Wiley and Sons), 1967, pp. 122-123.

)
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“

“

More qenera14}, of coursey working class and lower-middle class anglo-
phones have in common with most French Canadians their subordinate
position in Quebec society. Why does all this wr lead to sympathy?

Could it be that the blue-collar and lower-white collar groups
are more’threageneé by the prospect of an independent Quebec, especially
since their occupational skills are often less transferrable than those
of the upper-middlie class? Could it be that even if anglophone workers
do recdgnizé’the progressi®e social aspects of the independentist move-
ment, they may still be scared by the nationalist aspects? This whole
issue of the sources and variab]i]ity of perceived ethnic and linguis-
tic threats, as well as the impact of these feelings of threat on sym-
pathy, is so important in understanding anglophone reactions that it
will not be discussed further here, but will be the topic of detailed
analysis in the following chapter. Let us simply note in advance that
class differences in perceived threats do not explain class differences
in sympathy.

Another possible explanation has to do with the alleged broad-
ening effecgs of forQsl education. It can be seen from Table 2.1 that
diffefences in sympathy a;e Tinked more -to differences in education than
“to differences'in,aﬁy ?f thé’other stratification variables.” Other

studies have sﬁggested,that'¢i3positions found to be closely linked
to formal education are éftgh. more specifically, functions of the deg-
ree of intellectual or cultural ;mphfnticarfcn.‘a Cross tabulations of
sympathy by both educatiﬁn and'independent measures of inte]]ectua]
sophjstication reveal that 1nte1Tectué1‘sophiSFication does ﬁave an

,inaependent effect on sympathy, but,that'this effect is limited. This

*
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means that there is something else, besides sophistication, associated
with educational and class differences among anqlophones in Quebec
which explain differences in sympathy among them. What is this some-
thing else?
I suggest that anglophones at:the lower socio-economic levels
“are less sympathetic to Québécois nationalism because of more specific
kinds o} class differences in perceptions of the ethnic stratification
of Quebec society. Brief]y,(fiz argument is as follows:
a) working-class anglophones are much 7oce~ aware of the wide range of
inequalities between French and English-speaking Canadians
b) they have much more egalitarian attitudes toward Ffrench-Canadians
with rgspéct to the comparative talents and capabilities of the
two linguistic groups
c) these factors lead lower-level angi.phones to view Québécois nation-
alism as a demand éor priypilegess French Canadians are more likely
to be perceived as already equal to English Ca;adians in terms of
wealth and status. Hence, there is little sympathy for those who

are perceived as wanting more than their equal share.

2]




TABLE 2.7
PERCEPTIONS OF ETHNIC STRATIFICATION, BY OCCUPATION

PROF. & TECH. SALES &
* & MGR. CLERICAL WORKERS

|
A. "Which of these groups is
generally the wealthier: €2
French Canadians or English
Canadians?”

h3(

(1) c”8(120) 238)

{% saying English)

"Do French Canadians or Eng-

1ish Canadians hold the most 72(3?0) 7?(
important place in the world ;

of business and finance in

Quebec?"

(% saying English)

135) 58(au1)

1

B.. ™In which of the following
two groups do you think one
finds the greatest scientists: 52(273) 60
among French Canadians, or
among English Canadians?"

(7 saying English)

3k

(113) (192)

"Which do you think are in gen-
eral the best doctors: French 2L
Canadian doctors, or English
Canadian doctors?"

(293), 32(126)  %Bo27)

(% saying English)

The distribution of responses to the questions in Table 2.2
gitually range across four choices: people could name either the English

o Canadian group or the French Canadian group, or.they couldanswer that

the two groups are equal, or, finally, they could give a, qualified answer

e
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(e.g. "for physical scientists I'd say English but for socjal scientists
I'd say French”"). Each entry in the table is the percentage of respond-
ents giving an unambiquous answer of "English Canadians”.

In the first two panels of table 2 2 we can see that even the
most basic facts about the well-researched and documented inequalities
between English and French Canadians, so familiar to social scientists
and intellectuals, are not perceived by substantial segments of the
population. The interesting question of why <o many people did not give
the *correct” answer is not our coacern here. Rather, the finding of
interest is the «7ase Jdifference in the 1ikelihood of perceiving English
Canadians as the richer and as the business leaders.

In the third and fourth panels of the table, the same pattern
is revealed. Workers are much less likely than the two white-collar \
groups to say that the best doctors and scientists are English Canadians. \>
The fact that the questions ask about the beet doctors and scientists
indicates that workers have more egalitarian attitudes with regard to
the talents and capabilities of the two groups.® The table also shows
that workers are much more likely to view French Canadians as already
occupyiﬁg important and high-status positions in Quebec society.

Now we are ready to discuss how these factors influence sym-
pathy, keeping in mind that other education-linked factors (such as
intellectual sophisticaion, as seen earlier) are operative at the o

same time. Their joint impact is specified in Table 2.3.
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TaBLE 2.3

SYMPATHY, BY EDUCATION AND PERCEPTION OF
FrencH-FneLISH UNEQUALITIES (7 SYMPATHETIC)

2

“"Which group is the wealthier: French
Canadians or English Canadians?"

. "French" or "Equal™ or

"Qualified answer" English"
] o
11 yrs ’ 3*(1&\) ) 9(12?)
EDUCATION
12 yrs %S(QH) RG(th)

& up

We can see that perceiving English-Canadians as richer than French
Canadians does not raise sympathy among the low-education group. Nor
do the broadening effects of education raise sympathy unless one also ~
sees the Eng]isﬁ as the richer group. In short, both a high education\\jﬁ
and a basic awareness of French-English inequalities are necessary con-
ditions for an individual to be highly sympathetic.

It might be mentioned that the analysis that has just been
advanced is similar in form to Leon Samson's explanation of the fail-
ure of socialism in the United States, often mentioned by Lipset.*
Samson argued that socialism has never flourished in the United States
because Americanism is so similar to socialism in terms of its value
content. Here I have argued that non-French-Canadian workers are least
sympathetic to Québé&cois nationalism because they are more likely to

LY

perceive French Canadians as being already equal to English Canadians.

n C/’“




This is perhaps in part due to, and reinforced by, the fact that anglo-

phone workers are most likely to” have frequent and . jua/-siatus inter-

actions with french Canadians, as w11l be seen in Chapter 4.

C. A THEORY oF DoMINANT GROUP SYMPATHY

The preceding analysis suggests certain tentative propositions
that can be applied more generally to other contexts of inequalities
between ethnic, communal, or linguistic aroups. The basic 1dea is that
the level of sympathy of dominant groups depends on the perceived cor-
relation between class and ethnicity, and that this perceived corre]a—l
tion depends in turn on certain structural features of the ethnic strat-
ification system.

Other things (especially feelinge of threa!) Peing equal, domin-
ant group sympathy will gika direct function of the proportion of the
dominant group that perceives the under-privileged group as being so.

In other words, within any dominant group, we should expect sympathy

for subordinate group nationalism to be highest among those subsets of
the dominant group within which the perceived correlation between class
and ethnicity is highest. Conversely, we should expect sympathy to

be lowest within the subsets least 1ikely to perceive the dominant group
as being rich and the subordinate group as being poor.

This perceived correlation depends, in turn, on two structural

features of the society:

real correlation between
class and ethnicity perceived correlation
T between class and ———— Sympathy

relative size of the ethnicity

two groups



First, the perceived correlation is, of course, in every case very much

a function of the real correlation” It is also, however, dependent on

a sécoud important feature of ethmically stratified societies, name]y)
the relative s1ze of the two groups. This 1s important in the follow-
ing way: if the relative size of the two groups s such that a majority
of the society's ;cocor are members of the Jowinat qroup, the perceived
correlation between class and ethnicity is reduced among dominant group‘
members, hence reducing sympathy. This can be seen hy examiping a few
specific cases.

In Quebec, it is clear that a vast maor7tu of the poer or lower

class are members of the subordinote group. This ensures that the

e

perceived correlation bethen class and ethnicity is minimally high,
thus raising sympathy. In New Brunswick, in Northern IreJand, and in
the U.S. on the other hand, the situations are different. In‘these three
contexts, the relative size of the dominant and subordinate groups is
‘fuch that in each case a majority of the society’s poor or lower class
are members of the dominant ethnic group. Thus, in New Brunswick a major-
ity of the poor and of the lower and working classes is English. In
Ulster, a majority of the poor are Protestant. And in the United States,
the vast majority of poor people are non-black and non-Spanish speaking.
In these three cases, the structural effect keeps the perceived correl- -
ation between class and ethnicity minimally low, thus reducing sympathy
among dominant group membe}s.

To be sure, the above is not meant to be a comprchensive theory -

that accounts for all the subtle variations in dominant group reactions

in contexts of ethnic stratification. The variety of historical differ-
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/pnées is just one factor among others that would necessarily impose a

/ high level of abstraction on such a theory. Rather, the intent here is

’

to specify one causal path that operates independently of others. Other
important variables that havg been held constant in this discussion and
will not be dealt with further are the severity of the inequalities and

the degree to which the perceived inequalities are seen as injustices.

D. StATUS INCONSISTENCIES AND SYMPATHY

-

1 It was seen ear11er‘(Tab1e 2.1) that sympathy for Québé&cois na- -

_‘tionalism is concentrated at the upper levels of the class system,

regardless of the measure of social priviltege used. In order to furtﬁer
specify the relative effects of these different dimensidns of socio-
economic status, an overall index of social class was constructed by
combining the variables education, income, and occupational prestige.
The utility of such an index derives from the fact that it is a more

reliable measure of social privilege than any single dimension taken by

. itself. Furthermore, it allows us to assess the extent to which educa-

w

tion, income, and prestige have an udditive effect on sympathy. The

impact of the composite index of social class can be seen in Table 2.4.



’* } TaBLE 2.4 , —
SYMPATHYb,BY INDEX OF SociaL CLAss .

-
[

ot -+Social Clasy - ‘

i LON High
| (0, 1, 2) N 3. (4, 8) (6) &
% Sympathetic 30 33 46. 49
~ _/
wx(N = 497) 100% (100%) (100%) (100%)
(88) (175) (100}

S (134)

|

M 2
¥ Index Composed by combining education, income, and occupatlonay/ ;7
prestige as follows: / "

a3 /
‘

a) no points for a gréde school; education (1 ~ 7 wears); 1 point
for at least some high sehbol (8 - 11 yrs); and 2 points for some’
college or above. ' ¢

b) O points for below $6,000 ,
} point for $6,000 - $1o 999 .
2 points.for $11 000 or above

0 pojp¥s for Duncan Scores 1 - 32
1 pednt- for Duncan Scores "33 - 6b
¢ 2 p9ints for Duncan Scores 65 - 96

o
~—

#*  Here again, the reduced number of cases is due to the elimination
of those cases for which data was missing on any of the variables
\ used to construct the 2 scales.

-

&
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. The variation n sympathy ex&éafned by the composite index of social

. class (49% - 307 = 1974)' is no g;”eater than that predicted by education
taken by itself, even though the independent variable is broken into ‘

- _four categories instead of three as in Table ?.1. This suggests that
the three components taken tagether exert only a 77miica additive effect
on sympathy. Why is this? '

- * An examination of the joint effect of education and income

reveals that these two dimensions do contribute- additively to sympathy,

as Table 2.5 sHows.

«  ~aBLE 2.5
SympATHY, BY INcOME anD EpucaTion -

(% Sympathetic)

o “&ﬁ;‘ : Income

rJ

_<$6K $6_to 11K $11 K.and up
e EDUCATION: -
< High School or less . 59(96) 25(117) 3644
College and up 0(d2) B(100) 4 (123)
[+]

Average effect of education = 1/3(20 + 18 + 18) = .19

.05 (comparing extremes) -m; ,
.11 (comparing mid and high incomes)

Average effect of Income =
" 1" 1] -

iy
sy)
T2 ot
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N “ Why then is there nd additve effect when all three dimensions
. i are combined as in the index above? The answgr is that this is due to *
: < A S

™~ the intgrdé??or” between education and occupation. This unexpected

~ b . "

. findin% can-be seen in Table 2.6.

‘.
TABLE 2.€ 7 “ R
A, SympaTHY, BY.EhHucaTian AnD OccupaTioNaL PREsTIGE™ =
e : ’
g . ' - % Sympathetic
. : ;. - —- PRESTIGE -
"‘ ‘ ‘ LOW  "MEDIUM  HIGH — ~
EDUCATION: | :
| High School or less Omsy sy Bs0)  32(2s0)
-
1 College and up o %6 ey Bizzy. P
i :f~ L, '
. ' 36 AT 44 Total 100%
: (597)
f“ - s wal
* Scor;s trichotomized same as in Tabie 2.k ) : -

A <

B, SympATHY BY EDUCATIA3N AND OCCUPATION
% Sympathétic
Prof., Tech.,

Mgr. ¢ Sales & Clerical Workers
EDUCATION:
~High School or 41 28 ) . 25
) Joce (81) - Bes) (152)
CO]]ege & up 46(2‘6) 46(54)9 - 62(47) %




Among the highli-educa’ed qroup, it is those who have znorkiﬁ};—clézss and

&

Zom-prfv(fgg Jobs who are the most sympathetic. How can this be ex-
plained?

[4

Many studies have focused on the effecés of such status incénsis:{ Ky
tenciés on liberalism and radicalism.” Other studies have found that
people with status inconsis;encies are disproportionately supporters of
conservative and right-wing movements. (Other reported consequences
of status inconsistencies are "preference for extensive change of the
distribution of.power in society",® increased social isolation as well
as the increased incidence of psychosomatic ;ymptOms.“

In Tight of all this evidence, il seems reasonable to 100k upon

N .

a status inconsistency as no more than a special type of strain. The

consequences, of this strain will depend, howgver, not only on the nature

rof the inconsistency, but also on such conducive factors as determine

the avéilableptargets agajnFt which resentments may be vented, the h
existent protest movements, and so forth.

JFrom this theoretical vantage~501nt,$then,‘we might hawe expect-
ed a priori, that English-speaking Canadians with status-inconsistencies
wou]d‘be either more or Less sympathetic toward Québécois demands. Why,
then, are high]y—educated workers so muth more favourable than anybody
else? I suggest that the answer to this lies in the nature of the ~
strain this group is experiencing. These highly-educated workers have
the same "problem" as ma;zy French Canadians: namely, their occupational
status is incommensurate with their educational attainments. This

explanation certéinly has intuitive appeal, but can it be tested empir-

jcally?*® We shall now attempt to do so in several ways..!?

.
. " LR
®



. ' One objection to this hypothesis that could be registered
% immediately has to do with the direction of causality. We have posited
. that being highly-educated, and having a working-class job, produces a

4 status inconsistency which in turn increased an individual's sympathy
I

toward Québscois demands... But could it not be that being highly edu-
L4
scated (i.e. a student at a university) increases one's intellectual
]

sophistication and awareness, makes one very favourable to Québécois
4 '

demands, and that this in turn leads one to seek out a working-class job

rd

as a concrete expréssign of. one's sympathy! ¢
L\ If the group of highly educated workers contained a dispropor-
N ) .
| S tiéﬁate number of young people,'” for instance, we woald have to give
\\\\\ this coﬁnterhypothesis some serious consideration. However,: as the
. \\\\marginals in Table 2.7 indicate, this group is not especiéﬁ1y young.
T TaBLE 2.7
SYMPATHY INCREASES WITH AGE, AMONG HIGHLY-EDUCATED
| T WorKeRS oNLY
\\‘\ rl‘\‘ 'ij«;. ,'M“k:w ; \‘A
. ‘ y
AGE ~_ (%-Sypathetic)  (N)
18 - 24 / T shg C(11)
. 25 - 34 ‘ 60. 4 (5)
35 - 54 , 62.5 (24)
55 4 (! (7)

Furthetmore, the young workérs are the least favourable members of this
group. Hence, these workers with education are nof privileged young
apglophones expressing their sympathy concretely. Why are the young

workers the least sympathetic members of this group? Is this of import-

3
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ance 1n assessing our status-inconsistency hypothesis?

As Ma]nwski has noted, the effects of status-inconsistencies
are greatly dependent on the degree to which the lower status-factor
can or can nof be changed; he advances the following hypothesis: "if
an individaal ~f Tnecongruent status emmol raise the lerver factors of
his status, he will tend to reject the system of evaluation which
Jjustifies his Qumiliat1ons and to join those who are opposed to that
system. If these others represent a tendency towards changing the
existing order, the above individual mentioned will be particularly
inclined to actept their total program".'”

I suggest that the findings of Table 2.7 support this proposi-
tion. The older a worker gets, the more he perceives his chances of
gett?ﬁg a better job as diminished; this in turn fucvw?ses his sym-
pathy towards Québécois nationalism. A similar find1nb is reported
Withﬂkespect to the effects of age on the relationship between status-
inconsistencies and the™incidence of psychosomatic symptoms. Jackson
found that "younger inconsistents, who had status profi]es‘which
could become consistent through mobility, had lower levels of psycho-
somatic symptoms than older inconsistents with similar profiles."*

So far we have indirect support for our siatus—inconsistency
hypothesis. Another indirect confirmation is to be found §f we compare
the favourableness of men and women in different occupational groups.
Several conclusions can be<Yrawn from Table 2.8L First of all, we
can note that there is 1ittle difference in sympathy between men with
full-time Jobg in different accupational categories, and the non-work-

ing wives of men in these same occupations. Secondly, we can note that




B TaBLe 2.8
#“ SYMPATHY, BY SExX, OccupaTiON, AND OCCUPATIONAL STATUS

% Sympathetic

Prof., Tech., Sales. and
and Mgr. Clepjcal Workers
Man with full- 45 36 34 39
time job (123) « V(36) (104) (264)
i f
en with ful1 | 08) ¥(s5) “(133)
‘ time jobs
ith fulls;
rg?gz gogg a1y 56 5q) 3 (59) | 4100)
W



there is l1ittle difference in sympathy between women with full-time

sa1e;?é%\grical, or blue-collar jobs and men in these same jobs, nor
is there much difference between these working women and their housewife-
counterparts whose husbands are in similar jobs. A third cbnc1usion to
be drawn from the table is that women who have full-time professional,
technical, and managerial jobs are much more sympathetic to Quebecols
demands than are their male colleagues or any of their sisters. Here
again, tﬁ;se women are the ones who are most in a structural position
similar to that of French-Canadians in these occupations, namely high
on their achieved occupational status but perceived as low on an
unchangeable status, sex in the one case, and ethnicity in the other.
A1l in all, then, there is some evidence to support the con-
tention that one additional source of sympathy for Québé&cois demands
is a special kind of strain based on status-inconsistencies similar to
those experienced by many French Canadians, especially middle-class

French Canadians who are the strongest supporters of nationalist move-

/\

An initial working hypothesis of this study is that since we

;ments in Quebec.

E.  UNemPLOYMENT

are dealing with reactions to an ethnic movement, an important factor
in the reactions of anglophones will be ethnic grievances. These are
examined in the next chapter. A serendipitous finding, however, is

that deprivations éomp]etely unrelated to ethnicity, such as economic

grievances, can have a strong independent role in increasing sympathy.

One such grievance is unemployment. As Table 2.9 indicates, the inci-




dence of unemployment in the family raises favourableness considerably,

at every level of the class structure.

TaBLE 2.9

+ SYMPATHY, UNEMPLOYMENT IN THE FAMILY INCREASES

% Sympathetic

ONE OR MORE FAMILY

NO UNEMPLOYED - MEMBERS UNEMPLOYED
EDUCAT ION:

High School or less 27 (276) 59(29)

College and Up 48(287) 59(34)
b et e e e e et b et T —
OCCUPATION:

Workers 3](175) 43(21)

Sales and Clerical 32(110) 89(9)

Prof., Tech., and Mgr. 83 268) 60(33)
INCOME :

Low 31120 72(18)

1
Med{um 32 196) 851y
High 48 153 4y
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Presumably, those protesting on this account are more likely to sympa-

thize with other forms of protest as well.!®
i

F.  ConcLusION - ﬁ

y
We have seen that anglophone sympathy comes disproportionately

from several sources: from the higher socio-economic status groups, and

more specifically the highly-educated; from anglophones beset by certain

. kinds of status-inconsistencies similar to those faced by many franco-

phones in modern Québec; and finally, from those whose families have been
hit by unemployment.

These findings reveal a striking pattern that can only be
mentioned hergname]y, that the above sources of sympathy have their dir-
ect parallels in the sources of support for separation by French-Cana-
dians. Some evidence for this is presented in Table 2.10.

It should be'd3ted that the first panel of the table reveals a
further cause of the sympathy of the educated. We know that social
contacts occur mast often with class peers. When highly-educated anglo-
phones meet French ;anadians, they are disproportionately likely to
meet people who are themselves nationalists and independentists. The

effects of contacts will be examined in detail in chapter four.

©



TasLe 2.10

SUPPORT FOR SEPARATISM AMONG. FRENCH-CANADIANS,
BY EDUCATION AND UNEMPLOYMENT STATUS

Separatism

FOR AGAINST "DON'T KNOW
(N = 100%)

EDUCATION

0-7 yrs 15 64 21 (205)

8- 12 11 68 21 (266)

13 and up 28 58 14 (100)
UNEMPLOYMENT

Yes 23 61 16 (171)

No 12 68 20 (401)

This table is based on a representative sample of the francophone popul-
ation (18 + yrs 0ld) of the province living outside the Metropolitan
Montreal area. Source - The April 1972 poll on the split in the Rallie-~
ment Créditiste, carrisd out under the responsibility of Maurice Pinard
by the Société de recherches en communications (SORECOM); data made

available by Professor Masurice Pinard.
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In summary, in this chapter it was found that the upper socio-
economic groups are most sympathetic to Québ&cois nationalism, because of
their higher education and their greater awareness of the inequalities
between French and English in Quebec. More specifically, hoth a high
education and an awareness of ethnic inequalities were found to be
necessary conditions for high sympathy. The overall level of sympathy
among English Quebecers was linked to certain features of the ethnic
stratification system in Quebec. Since the vast magority of Quebec's
working-class are members of the subordinate group, the perceived cor-
relation between class and ethnicity among dominant group members ds
minimally high, and this 1ncrease§w§ympathy. It was noted, by way of
a formal model, that this is not necessarily the case in other ethnic .
stratification settings where the relative size of the dominant and
subordinate groups is different.

Certain status inconsistencies are another source of sympathy:
blue collar workers with high educations, and women in professional,
technical and managerial jobs are two groups that are especially
sympathetic to Québécois nationalism. A suggested explanation for this
was that these status-inconsistencies are similar to those faced by many
middle-ciass French Canadians.

A final structural source of sympathy was located in a basic
economic grievance: those whose families had experiepced unemployment
are much more sympathetic than others. This holds true at every level
of the class structure.

Let us now move on to a consideration of the ways in which

anglophones feel threatened by the independentist movement, and how

these feelings of threat influence the expression of sympathy.-
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cipally in the last decade, such movements of voluntary downward mobil-
ity occuring only in times of affluence; or rather, it is in times of
affluence that the proportion of those with mobility credentials such

as a higher education choosing not to make use of them will be maxim-
ized.

13andrzej Malewski, "The Degree of Status Incongruence and its
Effects", in Reinhard Bendix and S. M. Lipset (eds.), Class, Status
gnd Power, second edition, N.Y.: The Free Press, 1966, p. 306.

14Eltgn F. Jackson, '"'Status Consistency, Vertical lotility, ané
Symptoms of Stress", unpublished Ph.D., Michigan, 1960, cited by James
A. Geschwender, "Continuities in Theories of Status Consistency and
Cognitive Dissonance?, op. cit.



°

16p gimilar finding is reported in a study of participation in

. the American civil rights movement in the 1960's.
that socioeconomic deprivations had an impact on the intensity of
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CHAPTER 3 )
SOCIAL STRUCTURE, THREATS, AND SYMPATHY

N

This chapter will examine the role of feelings of threat,

1

their sources and consequentes, among English-speakers in Quebec.

A. WHEN ARE DoMINANT GROUPS THREATENED? '~

If one thinks of the wide range of ethnic stratification set-
tings that have existed and do exist, it becomes clear that feelings of
threat are very important in understanding the response of dominant
groups in some conpexts, and relatively unimegrtant in other contexts.
Why are such feelings an important considerat{on here?

it has\BTten been noted that intergroup relations 1n advanced
industrial societies display quite different characteristic%pfrom inter-
gfpup\relations in agricultural, pastoral, or other simpler societfies.
Van den Berghe, for examp]ef has attempted to specify some of thesé
distinctions in his typology of "paternalistic" versus "competitive"
contexts of intergroup relations.?

The ideal-typical paternalisticcongext occurs in pre-indus-

trial or non-manufacturing societies with a relativeiy simple division

‘of labor, little horizontal or vertical mobility, a rigid caste system

and an integrated value system with little value conflict. The ideal-

typical competitive context s that of the large-scale industrial
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society with a complex divisi;; of labor, much horizontal aqd vertical
mobility, and at least some conflict. |

“ Our purpo§e here is not to d§§cuss this theoretical perspecka
tive in any detail. Rather, this typpi; y is mentioned to point out
that it is only when the context of ethn*& stratification moves away
from the paternalistic type and toward the Fompet1t1ve type that there
will be appreciable antagonism, suspicion, ;&? real or perceived cempet-
ition between the two groups. More specifically, it is~qQ9y when the ’
context of intergroup relations moves away from the paternalistic type
that members of§the dominant group will experience~fae1ings of threat
to any significant degree. ‘In a pure’paternaiisticqsystem, members of'
the subordinate group are in their p1a£e, and "know it". It might be
mentioned that the same holds true for members of the dominant group.
Thus a non-paternalistic tyﬁe of ethnic stratification is a necessary
condition for appreciable feelings of threaE among domipant group mem-
bers.

Even where the contexts of ethnic stratification arecloser
to the competitive type, not all dominant groups feel equa!}y th%eafened,
of course. Furthermore, the degree to which members of a given dominant .
group feel threatened can vary over time. What other factors account
for these differgnées?

In general, feelings of‘threat will Secome more prpmfnent among
domnant groups in pér1ods‘2j,d6ciaz change, whenever the "rules of the
game" governing ﬁelations between the fwo'groups‘}p?ear'Fo be changing.
This is a second condition under which dominant groubs are likely to -~

feel threatened.: . N

A third impoFtant'determinant of the relative importance of
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feelings of tgreat among dominant groups is the relative size of the

two groups. If the numerical ratio is such that the dominant group is
‘a small minority of the population, feelings of threat will become prop-
.ortionately more importaht among dominant group members.,

Finally, feelings of threat will bé.more prominent when the
subordinate group has special claims to thejterritory: that it is the sub-
ordinate group's homeland, and the dominant group consists of "foreigners"
of some sort. This will hold true especially in contexts of "migrant
superordination" mentioned by Lieberson.!®

We can advance the tentative’proposition that feefings of threat
will be most important in determining the responses of dominant groLps
when all of the above conditions are present. This appears supported
when we note that the most threatened dominant groups in the wurld today
are probably the whites of the several societies of southern Africa.
There, the paterna]i;tic type of ethnic stratification is being broken
down by industrialization: the “rules of the game" governing relations
between blacks and whites are increasingly called into question and are
'changing, aided by a world-wide sympathy for decolonization; the dominant
groups of whites are vastly outnumbered; and finally, b]acks do have a
special claim to the terrifory. ‘

It is doubtful that Frénch-Eng]ish‘réiations in Quebec ever
fully conformed to the paternalistic ideal-type of intergroup relatsdons,
even in the early post-Cdnquest'period.‘ In any case, the context is
very much 6f the competit%ye type today. \ "

There has, of c%grée, been a great deal of social change +

over the past fifteen years or so governing the relative status of

“©

-
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francophones and anglophones in Canada. The desire of French Canadians

to be "maitres chez nous" implies, by any logic, that English Canadians

""should lose some.of their power and prominence in Quebec. And, to

many anglophones, the fact that the rules of the game have changed some-
wgat suggests, probably correctly, that they might change evén more.

The dominant anglophone group in Quebec constitutes less than
twenty percent of the population. This numerical minority status has,
in the past decade or so, become more of a social-psychological reality
than ever before. While the non-French-Canadian population of Quebec
has remained remarkably close to .twenty percent of the population for
over a century, the feeling of being a minority is a relatively new
development. For mostrof Quebec's history, anglophone Quebecers per-
ceived themselves as part of the anglophone majority in Canada, and an
important part at that. This increasingly salient minority status can
be seen by examining the terms used by French Canadian nationalist lead-
ers. For most of Quebec's history, the standard reference was to "les
Anglais". Nowadays, the most often used term is "la minorité anglo-
phone".

Finally, Quebec has ha? an overwhelmingly French Canadian
population ever since the area was first "settled", and the majority of
all French Canadians have always lived in Quebec. Because of this, the
territory has come to be viewed’as the "national home]and”‘qf French
Canadians. .

For these reasons, an examination of feelings of threat is
important in understanQing thet?eactions of this partféu1ar doﬁinanf

group. The rest of this chapter will address itself to the following
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questions: Just how threatened are anglophones in Quebec? Which
aspects of the nationalist and independentist movements are perceived
as most threatening? Which socio-economic QFOUps are most threatened,
and by what specifically? How can such variations be explained? What
“impact do ﬁeelings of threat have on the class differences in sympathy

noted in the previous chapter?

B, How THREATENED ARE ENGLISH CANADLQNS? AN OVERVIEW

Table 3.1 gives the distribution of responses to several
measures of the degree to which various aspects of Québégois nationalism
are perceived as threatening. It sﬁou1d be noted that som; of the
questions relate more or less directly to language and ethnicity;'%thers
bear. on the possible indepeqdéggégbf Quebec and its perceived conse-
quences; one question deals with(the degree to which the Parti Québé- |
cois is seen as being dangerous. ﬁk&,

A distinction to be kept in mind is that the first three ques-
tions in the table tap the respondent's degree of personal worry or
concern about the future of English Canadians, about French unilingual-
ism, and about the possible consequences of an independent Quebec.

The last three questions tap people's per?eptions.and asstsaments of
a separate Quebec, of tHe job chances éngng1ish Quebecers after inde-
pendence, and of the Parti Québécois.

As a quick glance atAEéble 3.1 indicates, Québécois national-
ism is a sogrce of some concern for English Canadians in Quebec. It
is also clear, however, that not all issues are qu§11y threatening.

One crude way of determining which aspects of the movement are most



(Q2-32):

(Q2-41):

(Q3-77):
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TaBLE 3.1 ,

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO
VArRIoUS MEASURES OF THREAT

-+~

How worried are you about possible future changes in the pos-
ition of English-speaking Canadians in Quebec: are you very
worried, fairly worried, not very worried, or not worried at
alle

Very worried 19.9%

Fairly worried 33.5

Not very worried 21.9 :
Not worried at all 16.9

Qualified answer 2.8

Don't know 2.8

No answer 0.2

100.0 (N = 871)

Some people suggest that Quebec become a French unilingual
province, that is a province in which French would be the

sole language in schools, at work, and in other public places.
Does this worry you very much, moderately, a little, or not
at all?

Very much L0.1%
Moderately 19.5
Qualified answer 2.5
A little 16.2
Not at all 19.3
Don't know 1.7
No answer 0.7
100.0 (N = 871)

When.you think of all the consequences independence could
have, does it worry you or not? (IF YES) Does it worry
you a lot, somewhat, or just a little?

Worries me a lot 38.6%
Worries me somewhat 31.0
Worries me only a little 10.2
No, does not worry me 15.7
Don't know
No answer

‘ v100.0 (N = 871)

o =
~




TABLE 3.1 Con't.

- (Q3-74): If Quebec became an independenf nation, what do you think would
f’ be the effect on-economic conditions in Quebec: would they
become much better, slightly better, stay the same, become

w,f’/f slightly worse, or much worse?
, Much better
S1ightly better
The same
Qualified answer, that depends
S1ightly worse
Much worse
Don't know
No answer

=
k2
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o

(N = 871)

(Q3-76): 1f Quebec became independent do you think that in the long
run English-Canadians would have better chances of getting
ahead at work the same chances as now, or less chances?

Better 1.3
Same 19.h
. Qualified answer, that depends 7.2
- " Less 61.9
. Don't know 10.0
No answer 2

.0 (N = 871)

’ (Q§—72): Respondents were presented with a list of hdjectives and

asked to apply them to all four provincia¥ political parties.
The following shows the proportion of respondents ‘applying
the adjective "dangerous" to the four parties.

Parti Québécois b
Liberal Party

Ra'l liement Créditiste

Union Nationale

= owun
QO OO

(N = 871)
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threatening is to examine the relative skewness of the marginal distri-
butions of responses.

The greatest unanimity among anglophones concerns their views
of the economic consequences of independence. Over 70% thought things
would be "much worse". In fact, when respcndents were asked to explain,
in their own words, why they were opposed to the independence of Quebec,

fear for the economic consequences of such a move was the prominent

\?theme among the answers. The following are examples of this emphasis:

1

"Economic problems. Ireland became a depressed country".

-~ "People would starve".

-~ "Standard of living will be badly affected for a period of ten to
fifteen years".

-- "Quegec wouldn't be able to support itself for the standard of
living people exp;ct here."

-- "It would lead to economic chaos".

-- "I am afraid that Québec will lose more than it would gain and

this in favour of the U.§. by their investments".

Next, over 60% of the sample see the job chances of anglophones
being reduced after separation, and almost half view the Parti Québécois
as dangerous. It should be poinéed out that the three most skewed dis-
tributions that have just been referred to, are those of the measures
of expectations or assessments. The first three questions in thé table,
concerning personal worries, all show less skewed distributions than the
others. What this means is that English Quebecers are somewhat more con-
vinced about the negati;; consequences of an independent Quebec for them

should it come about, than they are worried about it. With respect to
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‘ the specific subjects of worry, 1t is interesting that people are much
more worried about the increased use of French than they are about
"the position of English-speaking Canadians in Quebec". (Comparing

the first two panels of table 3.1).

C. THREATS AND THE STRATIFICATION SYSTEM
BN
A

4

How do feelings of threat vary by class? There are theoret-
ical and intuitive reasons that would lead us to different expecta-
tions as to which socio-economic group of English Quebecers is most
threatened by Québé&cois nationalism and separatism. On the one hand,
given the strong middle-class base of the independentist movement, the
\sophistication of its ideology, and the clear focus of its attacks on
the various'centers of English power, one could expect the highest-
status groups to be the most worried by such activity, since they are,
after all, its chief avowed targets. On the other hand, it could just
as easily be argued that the lower socio-economic groups should be the
ones who feel the most threatened: are not the least affluent sectors
o% society alsé the the least mobile, with the leagt transferrable or
marketable skills, with the fewest resources in general?

If we examine the breakdown of the various measures of threat
by income (Table 3.2), we find no systematically large differences.
The highest income group is the least worried about the future of
English-speaking Quebecers. On Ehe other language-related questions, the
Towest income group indicates the least worry about the prospects of

unilingualism but the most worry about the long-term job chances of



TaBLE 3.2 .

INTENSTITY OF THREATS, BY EDUCATION AND INCOME

Education Income
< 11 yrs > 12 yrs M
(Q 2-32) English in 58 58 59
Quebec (% High Worry) (434) (411) (274)
-4] i1 i 58
(?é High ug;l;?gual1sm (444) 64(406) 66(27]
(Q3-77) Worry independ-{ 67 76 76
ence (% High Worry) (444) (405) (276)
(Q3-74) <£con. Conseq. }74 80, 80
Indep. (% "much worse" (410) (389) (266)
(Q3-76) English job
chances (% "less 64 387) 73395) 66 (264)
chance")
Parti Québécois 48 4 49
(% saying dangerous) (456) (415) (276)




angliophones. With respect to.the prospects of independence, however,
C

the high income earners are clearly the most worried. With respect to

the Parti Québécois, there is little difference between the proportions
of each income group who perceive it as dangerous, although the middie-
incomes aré slightly more threatened than the others.

Edudational differences have relatively little effect on
threats; where differences do occur, it is the higher educated group that
is the most threatened. For example, 73 percent of those with some
post-secondary education see the long term job chances of anglophones
as being reduced after independence, whereas the corresponding propor-
tion among the less educated group is 64 percent. Similarly, the
higher-educated worrry more about the economic consequenées of indepen-
dence, and perceive these as being worse. The only exception to this
pattern is that the lesser-educated group is slightly more likely to
label the Parti Québ&cois as dangerous.

How do threats vary by occupation? As Table 3.3 shows, those
employed in sales and clerical occupatione are the mogt threatened
by nationalism, separatism and the Parti Québécois; in short, according
to every one of our measures. Furthermore, within the sales and clerical
group, unlike in the two other occupational groups, it is the less-
educated who are most threatened.

Before attempting an explanation of what has just been pres-
ented, let us simply retain two findings as a summary: a) sales and
c{;rical employees are consistently more threatened than othéfgjét

and, b) especially with respect to the specific issue of the independ-

ence of Quebec and its possible consequences, the highly-educated and




. . TaBLE 3.3
INTENSITY oF THREATS, BY EpUCATION AND OCCOPATION *
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PROF., TECH. & SALES &
MGR. CLERICAL WORKERS
(Q-2-32) English in 51 66 56
. Quebec. <11 yrs (106) (87) (222)
% Hi 46
Comish 312 yrs %(278) *(69) > (60)
(Q-2-41) Uniling- 46 72 57
ualism) <11 yrs (106) (91) (232)
(% High Worry) 312 yrs 65(276) 67(69) 63(57)
’ (Q-3-77) Worry aboutgll yrs 64 79 61
1 independence (106) (91) (228)
(% High Worry)
\ 312 yrs 76(272) 68(69) 83(60)
‘ g
(Q-3-74) Econ. Con-
sequence of Indep.g11 yrs 69(106) 78(89) 76(198)
(% "much worse" ‘
212 yrs 80(258) 93(69) 66(58)
(Q-3-76) English <11 yrs 57 80 60
%Ob chances (97) (82) (193)
% "less chance") , :
212 yrs 75(266) 74(65) 65(60)
PQ Dangerous? )
(% "yes" <11 yrs 40(106) 57(93) 47(236)
212 yrs 32(282) 57(69) 37(50)
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those with high-incomes are somewhat more threatened than others.”

Y]

D. AN EXPLANATION

How can we account for this pattern of threats? As AT1borf'u
has suggested with respect to a related topic, prejudice, we can think
of the range of possible explanations of this phenomenon as forming a
continuum starting with broad historical explanations at one 9nd,
moving on to intermediate explanations that stress such factors as

conflict, competition, or social change, with the other end of the

spectrum being rounded out by approaches that put causal emphasis on

personality structure or other psychological variables.® In such an
overall perspective, these different levels of analysis are not meant
to be mutually exclusive; in fact, each "theory" brings out aspects
of the problem not covered by other approaches. In the analysis to
be presented here, however, we will not dwell at any length on the
history of French-English relations in Quebec, nor will we discuss per-
sonality factors that might affect the distribution of perceived
threats. Instead, the discussion will be limited to one "middle range"
hypothesis. Briefly, it will be argued that the findings just reported'
can best be explained by what we might call a "vulnerability theory"
of ethnic threats.

‘The crux of this argument is contained in two main points.
First, the main arena of French-English occupational competition in
Québec is located at the white collar;or put differently, above the blue
collar, level. And secondly, of all ang]opﬁone% employed in managerial,

professional, technical, sales or clerical occupations, it is those
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. at the lower levels, namely the sales and clerical group, who are most
susceptible of losing their jobs to francophones or to anglophones who
are more bilingual than'they.: Let us exam%ne each of these points in
more detail. '& ' -
The main reason there is relatively less competition between
francophones and anglophones at the Biue-%ollar level than at the white-
i collar level is that franeophones have a near-monopoly on all blue-collar

jobs in duébec. Furthermore, where this is not the case, as in certain

| service industries such as domestic service or clothing or textiles, it

is because francophones have passéd through these occupations in larger ¢

numbers in the past, but are new finding better-paying jobs, leaving

more of the low-paying work to immigrants.

Furthermore, there is evidence that indicates that French-

English competition is becoming more intense. In the 1954 study under-

taken by Rocher and De Jocas, it was found that English Canadians had
a higher rate of upward mobility thaH French Canadians.® Ten years

‘ later, Dofny and Garon-Audy replicated this gtudy; they found that the
difference between French and English rates of mobility was decreasing.®
We have argued that French-English competition today is largely a white-
collar affair. Let us turn now to the second point put forth at the
beginning of this section. Why are sales and clerical employees more
consistently threatened than members of the professional, technical, and
managerial group? It would be hard to argue that there is significantly
more competition at theﬁsales and clerical level than at higher white

collar levels. In fact, students of the question have argued just the

opposite: “. . . c'est plutBt dans la partie superieure de la classe

L]
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moyenne que se Situe l1a compétition, le conflit."® (Emphasis added).
True, thére is 1ittle doubt that, to the extent that franco- .
phone nationalists aim at a transfer of jobs from English to French
hands, it is the jobs at the wpper white collar level that are’ the main
targets. English hegemony of the upper levels of the occupational hier-
archy has long been prominent on the list of Erench—Canadian grievances.
I'would argue, however, that despite this, the main 'payoffs' in terms
of jobs passing from anglophones to francophones are more likely to occur
at the Zower white collar level. A main consequence of this would be
that the sales and clerical group is the most threatened because it is
the most vulnerable to replacement by francophones. This will be espec-
ially true in periods when anglophone employers are likely to feel pres-
sured to incrgase the number of francophones they employ. The analyses
of Guindon 7_fgr instance, would suggest that the independentist movement 1
of the 1960's can be viewed as a strategy, in Keyfitz's words,® ”to’pég j
enough pressure on the decision makers to offset their tendency to choose |
their own people.”
Why is this group the most vulnerable? Firstly, by and large,
sales and clerical occupations require less skill and training and in-
volve less responsibility than do professional, technical, or managerial
pasitions. Thus if an organization with a majority—ang]ophone work set-
ting feels pressured to hire more francophone employees, this is likely
to be perceived, in managerial eyes, as more "easily" or "naturally"
done at the lower white collar levels than at the higher yhite collar

levels. This is because extra occupational (ascribed) criteria such as

ethnicity are likely to have an effect in hiring practices in inverse _

-

-~
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proportion to the specificity of”thé formal job prerequis:ites‘g And,

of course, it is by and large true that the lower the JOb the more its

specific details are spelled out in advance E. C! Hughes has made the

point that the higher the position, the more its occupancy implies a

tacit "vote of confidence" from one's superiérs. And the crux of the

dilemma of the French- Eng11sh division of Jabour in Quebec is that such

votes of confidence by anglophone empToyers are less tikely to be given

to‘those who are cu1tura11y\or linguistically “"different”. The latter

éﬁe more 11ke1y to Be judged on the basis of how wel] they sp%ak English

and "fit in" rather than on their.competence. This is one reason Behind. f

the persis e of the process of (ethnic) "]ike—recruitment" discussed

by Porter® and Keyf{Zz.ll o
So far this argument has identified a source of vulnerability

-j% the structural pressures Present in réﬁent years within anglophone

work-organizations., Québécois nationalists attempt to afgésyre decision-

makerg-to‘hire more francophones at upper levels. The,empToyera/tend»

to'respond by hiring them at 1ower11evels, either for reasons just dis-

/éussed or because anglophone employers feel less tpreétengd themselves

By hiring French Canadians at levels below their owm. ! .
The degree to which such pressuresszerate may vary greétly‘

depending on the organization. Independently of this process, hodever,

a seconq reason for the vulnerability of lower white collars is that

sales and clerica)l empldyees have the least "credentialized" or other-:

wiée trans(s::ble job sgjlls: @ |
Thus-sales and clerical workers are the most likely to perc?ive

themselves as vulnerable to losing their jobs. We might note that, /in

| ‘ :
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most cases, .feelings of threat seem to be most intense when §a1es and
clerical eTpldyees have a’1OWSEQUcation. (Table 3.3). This is probably
because they are the oﬁes whose skif]s are that much less marketable
than those of more educated sales and clerical workers.
In the professional and managerial group on the‘other hand,

the ones who are the most threatengd gre, for the most part (4 out of 6
questions), the more educated. An explaﬁation for this would be that,-
as hypothesize&'ear]iar, the highly educated are more likely to be hore
knowledgeable aﬁout the independentist movement and its English elite
targets, and given the positions they occupy, more likely to include
themselves as being among those targets.

“ A third reason sales and clerical employees are more "expend-

able" than higher-l¢vel white collars is that any hiring of the former

involves much less internal organizationa] change, actual or potential,

"than does hiring at higher levels.

o A fourth reasonﬁcou1d be that sales-and c1grica1 jobs are thdsg.
for wﬁié% the "rules.of the gama” with respect to language policy in
work settings, are changing the fastest. This is cen&afn1x,p1aus}ble
given the contact with the public that characterizes some of these occu-

pations.*”

E. SyMPATHY UNDER CONDITIONS OF THREAT -

What are the links between feelings of threat and feg]ings of
sympathy? Certainly the most preva]en? hypothesis 11nkipg these two
phenomena holds that the relationship is a negative oneihthat feelings

of threat decrease sympathy. This view of-threats as having a dampening
9 i ) :

4

' . o
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effect on sympathy is imp]i;it in much of the literature on ethnic rela-
tions, even though the éausa1 1ink is often left umstated. 3 |

There is, however, a contrary hypothesis tha% is advanced less
roften: namely that feelings of threat have an intensifying effect on
sympathy. By this view, feelings of sympathy are amplified when one is
threatened. The mechanism involved here.would be one of conscious
or unconscious compensation. One finding confirming this hypothesis
is reported by Romalis, who found that intense threats increased sympathy
for moderate nationalist demanés, but at the same time increased opposi-
tion to separatism.* ’

Let us now look at the data. Table 3.4 shows that there is
no case where feeling threatened increases sympathy. In fact, in most
cases threats have a strong negative effect on sympathy, the enly excep-
tion being the effect measured by Q 3-76 in the third bane1 of the table,
where the threat has-no effect at all. In general, then, the greater
the perceived threat, the‘lower the sympathy.

o A comment is in order concerning the direction of causality
here. It is assumed that in most cases feelings of threat are gausally
prior to fee]iﬁgs of sympathy. It could be the case, howevér, that the
causal order is reversed under certain conditions or among certain seg-
menég of the population. For example, it is not inconceiv@b]e tha%/g

very high level of sympathy might lead one to deny being threatened, if

not -actually reduce the feeling of threat.

o




TaBLE 3.4
. SYMPATHY, BY INTENSITY OF

VARIOUS THREATS

% SYMPATHETIC

———— INTENSITY OF THREAT —

THREAT HIGH MEDIUM LOW
Q. 2-32: Worry: English in Quebec 27128y | B21a) | Y (287)
Q. 2-81: French unilingualism 36 (396) 46 (228)
Q. 3-76: English job chances? %0 (410) B(192)
Q. 3-74: Economic consequences of ﬂ
independence 35(487)' ( 55(121) b
Q. 3-77: w7¥ry about independence M258) | *3208) |'Y(163)
! 34 46
Parti Québécois Dangerous? (314) (315)
' L8
3 ‘l'
v,
‘\‘.\ .
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F. EpucaTioNn AND SyMpATHY UNDER CONDITIONS OF THREAT

We have seen that sympathy for Québécois nationalism is strong-

' ngst among the highly-educated. We have also found, however, that the

* most educated (among the professional and managerial group) are also

the most threatened. How is the relationship between education and
sympathy affected by feelings of threat?

Table 3.5 shows that education and threats exert strong inde-
pendent and opposite effects on favourableness. Sympathy can be thought
of as the net result, in this case, of two simultaneous forces acting
in opposite directions: having a formal education increases sympathy,
while feeling threatened decreases it. In every case, sympathy is high-
est among those with ati]ea%t some post-secondary education who are rel-
agively unworried by Québ&cois nationalism and separatism.

If education and a feeling of relative security are two import-
ant sources of sympathy, we might ask, which factor is the more import-
ant of the two? A computation of the average effcct of eath variable
shows that education is the more important one. Another way to see
this from Table 3.5 is to note that in every panel except the first,
those who are highly threatened and highly educated are more sympathe-
tie than the less threatened and less educated.

A more concise way of appreciating the combined effect of edu-
cation agd threats on sympathy is presented in the next tab]g. (Table
3.6). It can be seen from this table that the positive effect of educa-

tion on sympathy is made much stronger by the absence of threats.

v N
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SYMPATHY, BY INTENSITY oF VArRious THREATS, By Epucatiown

(% SYMPATHETIC)

INTENSITY OF THREAT

. THREAT HIGH MEDIUM LOW
Q2-32: English in Quebec?
euc: L /(s7) 27(105) 36(136)
oo 26(g1) 1(109) 7(151)
Q2-41: Unilingualism?® L 28(184) 36 (129)
) Hoo 440590 60 (104)
Q3-76:m English job L 3 28
* “chances?© (183) (111)
Q3-74: Economic Cqnse- L 24 42
quences?8 (224) (71)
Q3-77: MWorry apout L 30 29 35
Independence (135) (84) (89)
Ho 38493 53(120) 62(74)
Parti Québécois L 30 32
dangerous?f (177) (131)
Ho 390437) 56(184)

_Note: Footnotes on following page.

»
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average
n

average
"

average
"

average
"

average
1A

average
"

average
"

average
"

effect of education = .15
negative effect of threats

effect of education = .225
negative effect of threats

effect of education = .20
negative effect of threats

effect of education = .225
negative effect of threats

effect of education = .25
negative effect of threats

effect of education = .175
negative effect of threats

effect of education = .255
negative effect of threats

effect of education = .165
negative effect of threats

1]

]

.20
.075
.12:
.025
.23
145
075

.095

S
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TABLE 3.6

, THe EFFecT oF EpucaTioN oN FAVOURABLENESS Is
REDUCED BY INTENSE THREATS

(% Sympathetic among Highly Educated) minus

(% Sympathetic among Low Education)

‘) AMONG AMONG .
THREAT HIGHLY THREATENED SLIGHTLY THREATENED A

Q. 2-32: English - o

in Quebec 1% 21% 22%
Q. 2-41: Uniling-

ualism ' 16 . 24 8
Q. 2-76: English

Jjob chances 17 28 n
Q. 3-34: Economic

| consequences 20 k 30 10

Q. 3-77: Worry

about independ- 8 27 19

ence
Q. Parti Québécois 9 24 15

dangerous?

L



These non-zero deltas are a measure of the interaction between

education and threats, sipce a perfectly additive relationship would
yield a difference of differences equal to zero. This suggests that
sympathy can best be expressed as a multiplicative function of education

and feelings of threat. As can be seen in Table 3.5, both a high

S

education and a feeling of relative security are necessary conditions X

for high sympathy. .
Thus, feelings of threat do not actount for our earlier ob-

served relationship between education and sympathy. Rather, education

i

and feelings of threat combine to cause sympathy in the special way just

shown.

G. ConcLusION

This chapter began with the issue of variations in feelings
of threat between dominant groups in contexts of ethnic stratification,
and went on to examine such feelings empirically within the dominant
anglophone group in Quebec. |

Feelings of threat are important in this context for three
main reasons. First, this dominant érdup is a nwmerical minority of
the Quebec population. Secondly, the rapid social change in Quebec and
Canada in the last fifteen years has brought with it a continual and

s,

very public renegotiation of the ethnic status order between francophone

and anglophones. Finally, French Canadians have a special claim to
the territory of Quebec: it 1is perceived as the national homeland of
French Canadians by anglophones and francophones alike.

It was found that economic considerations are primary in
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people's concern about the possibility of an independent state of Quebec.
Alsoy there is more unanimity among anglophones in the perceptions and
assessmente 0f the negative consequences of separation than there is

in their degree of worrying about it.

Sales and clerical employees are the most threatened. This
was explained by reference to the greater "vulnerability" of this group.
This vulnerability was traced to the "uncredentialized" nature of these
jobs, as we1i as to certain structural pressures operating to various
degrees in anglophone-dominated work settings in recent years in Québec.

Feelings of threat have a strong dampening effect on sympathy.
The more threatened one feels by Québé&cois nationalism, the 1es§ onéinis
sympathetic to it. A feeling of relative security (absence of threats)

and a high education are both necessary conditions for high sympathy.

K
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CHAPTER 4
; i ‘\ ' THE EFFECTS OF LINGUISTIC SEGMENTATION

i There is, of course, a very high degree of segregation bet-
ween,francophones and anglophones in Québec. English-speaking Que-
becers have a high degree of "institutional compﬁeteness"i as a 1an§-
uage group. Most institutions in which most anglophones participate
are dominated by ang]ophpnes (with the significant exception of poli-
tics, e§pecia]1y at the provincial level), and have t;éditionally been
structured so as to‘require Jittle participation in francophone insti-
‘tutions. This is accompanied by widespread residential segregation.
Three fourths of Quebec's anglophones 1ive in the Metropolitan Montreal
area. Both in Montreal and elsewhere in the province, francophones and

@ anglophones tend to cluster in separate neighborhoods. This is true
not only objectively but also subjectively, in the sense that people
perceive themselves as residing in "English neighborhoods" and "French
neighborhoods". )

.There gre certainly many in%uitive reasons to suspect that
this higﬁ degree of segmentation is ad important factor in shaping the
kinds of reactions anglophones have to&ard French-Canadian nationalism.
From a theoretical point’of view studentslbf segmented soc%gties such

as Després, M. G. Smith, R. T. Smith, Kuper, Lijphart, and Rose would Y

, agree at‘hgist that segmentation has important consequences on many
® : O i
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areas of 1ife in such societies, though there is wide disagreement on T

what these consequences actually are.® ’ ‘
As Benedict has noted, a c8hmon pitfall of those adopting

this "plural society"or "segménted society" framework has been t\\ﬁalt

segmentation variables have often been unwittingly confused with strat-

ification variables.® We might add that an emphasis on diffqrence‘(

'3 . X

»

between cultural segments of a segmented society can often lead one to
oweglook class di fferences w;thin each ;u1tu551 group,  as well as the
existence of structural features, such as social class membership, that”
cut acrose community boundaries.

It is{for this reason that we have postponed a discusSion of
segmentation until this point, and that each of the two previou§ chapters
began with a consideratiqp of the internal stratification of the anglo-
phone community in Quebef”. We have seen that there are many shades of
opinioﬁ in the Eng1iéh-sp;pking community with respect to francophone

%

demands, just as there is much divergity within the francophone commun-

L4
‘ity on this same set of issues, and that there are certatn parallel

sources of favourableness in the social-structures of each.of the lang-

uage communit

Simijarly, just as it was found that anglophones fear for the
economic consgquences of an independent Québec, so it was found that
francophones dften express the same misgivings.* At this point the ques-*
tion arises, i§ both language groups are responding to similar social
forges, where dyes segmentatien enter into the picture? We can best
begin to answer this by leoking now at the effects of an independent

variable thit has been held constant up ‘to this point in this study,
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, . that is, which’of'the two main 1?nguage communities that one is a mem-
ber of. Several of the questions used as indicators.of perceived
threats in the previous chapter were presented to francophone respond-

| ents as well, and the distribution of responses to these, by ethnic

} origin, is presented }n Table 4.1. We might expect, of course, with

regard to those questions specifically mentioning the future of English-
speq}ing people that French and English Canadians should display quite

. - different response pattern§l Yet the questions that were asked of both

. groups that are presented in Table 4.1 make no ecaplicit mention of eth-
nicit;; déspite the general nature of the questions, however, it is
g]ea% that'by eVecy measure of thrqat, francophones feel less threatened

’

} than anglophones.

. 'A, SEGMENTATION AND INTERCOMMUNAL CONTACTS

How can we explain that, as we have just seen, anglophones
are more threatened than francophones even when our measure of perceived
i

o
- threat refers to the broadest kind of worry about the economic consequen-

ces of .separation? I suggest that this is partly due to the ways in
-~ \ ,
. AP . . , . . . . /
which much information is diffused in segmented societies. A main consg-
- , quence of segmentation og‘the kind that exists between francophones and

anglophones ip Québec is that for the average individual, 2 very higﬁ

» - )
. volume of whatever informatio:/i§;received about the other 1angggg@.,
LA

group's culture and folkways

1in uisti& group, rather than through direct interaction with members of

o

: the‘pther group.® The average anglophone in Quebec learns about French

[ l .; . .

s .

/s tranimitted by members of one'’s own A

’

'
i



TABLE 4,1.
WHOLE SAMPLE COMPARISONS'

»

THREA®S BY ETHNIC ORIGIN

@

/ :

§ "
,. o

FRENCH ENGLISH
CANADIAN ‘CANADIAN
Q3-74: Economic consequenmh ;2 7} ’
ces: (% saying (4399) - (531)
"much worse")
Q3-77: Worry (% Highly 51 ' 76
worried about’ inde- (4705) (554Y
«  pendence)
~ l a’ ’ 3
P.Q. Dangerdus (% labelling) 2(4860)\ 50(555)
| Ao v

r

i \

OTHER* -

70(508)

56 (s62)

30 596)

-y,

*includes those whose usual 1anguage is French or some other language,

k]

in other words, not just those who were interviewed in English.
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. . Canadian society mainly from other anglophones or from the English-lang-
uage media. = There €s, -0f course, a good deal of contart between the two
. groups. Before examining the impact of intercommunal contacts on anglo-

.

phone reactions in 1ight of the above discussion, it might be worthwhile

to briefly focus on the nature and frequenéy of contacts between the

two groups.

Very Tittle systematic information exists concerning contacts

”bétween francophones and anglophones in Qdebec. Nevertheless, it is
safe to say that most contacts that 4~ take place are of a formal or

"role-bound”" nature. Whether cortacts are formal or informa], imper-

sonal or friendly, is of course very diificu1t to measure. However, we

can compare how different occupational groups, for instance, vary in

the frequency of their self-reported contacts with francophones in dif-

‘ferent situations. (Tab]e 4.2). ’

As we migh£ expect from knowledge of the occupational struc-
ture of Quebec, blue—col]a; workers are clearly Zess segregated from
~francophones than those in other occupations. It can be seen from
Taple 4.2 fhat the blue-collar group has the most contact with franco-

N phones both at work and e]sewherei that blue-collar workers are the host
fluent in their knowledge of French, and are the most likely to use the
language at waork and elsewhere. |

Even.if the main differences are between blue-collar workers
and those above the blue-cellar level, there are further differences
- between those at lower white éo]}ar and upper white collar levels. To
Se sure, if one comp§r$s the sales and clerical group to the professiona;,
. techm‘ca]», and managerial group, it 1"5 clear that the t;‘JO groups are
’ )

¥
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ThBLE 4.2
INDI@ATORS OF SEGMENTATION, BY OCCUPATION

t

(% High fluency, frequency of use or of contact)
s

OCCUPATION
~¢ PROF., JECH., SKLES AND
.o AND MGRS. CLERICAL  WORKERS
b,
1. Q1-58: Know]eage'gf French
(% "fluently" or "néarly -
fluently") . 22 19 29
2. Qi-59: Speak French g} ’
work (% nearly all thé& time 08 07 29
or very often). ) )
3. Q1-60: Speak French in public ( : ¢ .
places (% very often or fairly 27 13 36
! often). . .
. ‘ i
4. Q1-63: Contact with Franco- LA
phone in everyday work: (% 34 35 < 59
nearly all the time or very . : SN
often).
5. Q1-64: Social Contacts (%

very often or fairly often) 43 37 53
) .

& \"Q - ) |
(N.B. Vertical comparisons should b made only between penels giving
the exact same proportions; for example panel 3, which gives the per- oy
cent answering "very often" or "fairly often", -should only be compared
with panel 5, since-this is the only othes panel giving this identicslly
worded percentage. Similarly, penel 2 should only be compared with
panel 'k, \ ’ -

[N -

it {
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about equal in their f}equency of contacts with fraanPhones at work,

and also that both groups manage to speak French gqually rarely at work.

Beyond theseusimi]aritiesj’however, impértant differences
appear. The sales and clericals have less knowledge of the French lang-
uage, make less use of it in public places, and have fewer social con-
tacts with francophones than those in professional, techn;cal, and man-
agerial occupations. A1l of this might make for an additional reason
for the more intense feelings of threat of the sales and clerical group.
This would appear to be one instance of segmentation acting as an
amplifier of perceived threats, an effect that will be discussed further
in the next section.

& A pos8ible objection mightxbe registered here. In the preced-
ing chapter it was implied that anglophones in lower white collar jobs
were in a sense the ones most in éompptifion with francophones. How '
can this be so if they have so little contact with francophones? This

apparent contradiction can be resolved if.we realize that the vulner-

ability argument advanced in the last chapter implies intergroup rather

than inter-individual competition. Thus, lower white collar anglophones

do not necessarily have to be pregéntly working with francophones in

order té feel vulnerable and threatened. Notice th!t the-sales and

e
clericals do, however, have as much or more contact with francophones

at work than the professional, technical, and managerial groqp.r The
point being maae here is that their lesser fluency in Freach, their
Tower tendency to u§e French in‘public plgces, and their lower fre-

quency of social contacts are a further source of theit/ggre intense
feelings of threat. ®Before discussing-this further, we might note a

few ather 1nteresfiﬁg feature of Fr@qgh-Eng]iSh 1nt§raction that are
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’ . revealed by Table 4.2.
It can Be seen from comparing the second and fourth panels
of the table that the proportion of anglophones who have frequent con-
taet w?th francophones at work is much greater_ than thé}proport n who

‘spcak French often at wdrk. Similarly, a comparison of the third and

4

fifth panels shows that the p%opontion having frequent socig] contacts
with francophones is higher than the proportion using the French language
in public. These are rough measures of the degree to which francophones
are (still) disproportionately laden with the burdens of bilingualism

in Quebec. It should be noted that this is the case at all occupational
levels, though the "speak/contact" ratio is highest among the blue-
collar woikers as can be seen from Table 4.3. 'This means that the blue

\ . collar group not 6nly has the most contact{yith francophones, but also

that the contacts at this level are rore egali¥amian than at highef

occupationa] levels.

TABLE QbB ~ ) A
An INDEX OF [GALITARIAN CONTACT AT WORK

(% of anglophones with Hi H contact with francophones at work, who
say their use of French at work is also high, by occupation.)

18(

Prof., Tech., and Mgr. 118}

?3(56)

(145)

1

»t) Sales and Clerical

o
' ' ¢ Workers 42

)i

#1

Y
e adnsd
. N
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. B, Work ConNTACTS, EGALITARIAN ATTITUDES, AND SYMPATHY

An important consequence of this concentration of egalitarian
work-contacts in the working class is, of course, that it cannot help
‘but contribute to basically egalitarian attitudcs towards French Canad-
ians: As discussed earlier, such attitudes are disproportionately loc-
ated in the working class, and are an important source of the lower
sympathy of anglophone blue-collar workers for Québécois nationalism.

There is also a further way in which this pattern of contacts
contributes to low sympathy among blue collar workerg. These workers,
since they are most likely to use French at work, haQe a better Fhance
than those who speak English at work to get the honest opinions of
their francophone colleagues on the whole question of nationalism and
independence. These francophone workers ¢ however, are not the most
nationalist segment of Quebec society. Thus anglophone workers are
disproportionately likely to have close equal-status work\relations
with a subset of Frenc% Canadians who are themselves disproportionately
less Tikely to be actively concerned with nationali¢t and language
questions.

Indirect evidence for thﬁs is obtained by examining the impact
of various types of participation in francophone society on sympathy.
As Table 4.4A shows, those with the very highest degree of participa-
tion in French Canadian society (as defined in the tab]e)ﬁare not the
most sympathetic to Québécois nationalism. Thus, those Qﬁo aré the
most fluent in French, those who have the most contact with French Can-

X adians at work, and those who make the mqsf use of the French language

. - at work and in public places, are not the people who are th'é \nos‘t Sym-
‘ ’ ap
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TABLE 4,04A

SYMPATHY, BY VArRI1oUS MEASURES OF PARTICIPATION
IN FRANCOPHONE SOCIETY

(7 SYMPATHETIC)

KNOWLEDGE OF FRENCH

80

1 2 3 4 5
{fluent) . s (not at all)
3)  Hony sy Bpze) B

USE OF FRENCH AT WORK

: 2 3 4 5 6
(neariy all never
the time) L
© 2Bgy By Va39) 2(106) 22m0) 8(173)
USE OF FRENCH IN PUBLIC PLACES AND ELSEWHERE )
1 2 3 4 5
very aften o L never
965y ooy s %(1s9) 27(147)
CONTACT WITH FRANCOPHONES AT WORK
; 1 . 3 4 5 6
(nearly all o never
the time) . L
29(130)  Y(128) 39111y ®r2a) *e2) (s

»




pathetic.

We know that these kinds of contacts are most frequent in the
working class. It has been argued that the strong pattern of egalit-
arian on-the-job contacts of the working class can lead to percepti&%s
of French-Canadians as already equal, and that these in turn precludé
sympafhy for Québécois nationalism which aims to redress inequalitfes.
Ideally we should 1ike to be able to test this hypothesis‘and specify
the joint effect of the frequency of one's work contacts and the degree
to which these are egalitarian (independent variables) on one's petcep-
tions of ethnic inequalities (intervening variable), and how all of
these combine to influence one's level ;f sympathy. Unfortunately,
this was impossible to carry out chclusjve1y~because of th% following
methodological difficulty. As table 4.3 show%, our index oé*egé]it-
arian contact at the workplace, the "speak/contact ratio", 1§ (neces-
sarily) defined in such a way as to be applicable on]y‘fé the -subset
of anglophones whose level of work-contact with francophones is hi%h.
Any four-variable table necessarily reduces drastically the number of
cases on.which each bivariate relationship is based. When a variable
such as this ome,-where the available numbér of cases is already
reduzed, is entered into a three- or four-variable fable, a good number
of the resultant bivariate relationships are baséd on an unre]iagx;ﬂwnw
small number of céses.(

Theorists hdve attempted to specify the conditions under
which contact bb;ween ethnic groupsti11 lead to ﬁ@vourab1e in?er-group

‘attitude€. Allport, for example, in his classic Formulation, has sug-

gested that contact most reduces prejudice when the two-groups a), have

~
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equal status. b) have common gnal< «¢) are cooperatively dependent

on each other, and d) interact with the positive support of authorities,
customs, and laws.” In more general terms, theorists have stressed that

contacts are most effective when they are most likely to make members
aware of the 7ntecreste they have in common, more aware of the values and

beliefs that they do share.” There is also much aqreement that r~ucual

intergroup contacts do not“necessarily lead tg more favourable attitudes;
in fact, they may even increase stereotyping and hence reinforce negaﬁive
attitudes.

Compared to what we would expect theoretically on the basis

of Allport's formulation, the findings of Table 4.4A might appear quite

contradictory upon first inspection. To be sure, those with very little

participation in francophone society are less sympathetic than those
whose participation is noderate, as we would expect.

According to Allport, however, we should also expect anglo-

phones with the most frequent and m st eqalitarian werl eontacts to be
the ones who are most sympathetic to French Canadian nationalism. This
contradiction can be resolved if we realize that in both Aliport's

théory and in the explanation advanced above, equal status contacts are
said to make for morc fovourable attitudes. _In Allport's theory, these

0O

"more favourdbte" attitudes consist of a reduction of prejudice. In

the argument put forth iR this thesis, these "more favourable" atti-
tudes conijst of more egalitarian percéptians of .the other grédp. Recall
that in Chapter 2, we found that blué collar workers are not onlyless
aware of the ingdualities between French and English in Québec, but also

A ' ) ¢
‘have more egalitarian {or, in other words), less "prejudiced") attitudes

ot
¥

%
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with regard to the talents and r~mpabilitiecs of the two groups. These

perceptions, it is argued, in turn have the effect of reducing sympathy
for Québécois nationalism.

In short, we should make a distinction between a s&mpathetic

or\ favourable attitude toward another aronp, and sympathy for a nation-
alist) social movement of that group. Both Aliport's theory and the ex-
plangdtion given here argue tbqp equal-status contacts increase "sympathy
group”. Hence, there is no contradiction between these two

limes of reasoning. ’

o Pgt differently, I have érgued that working class anglophones
ané less sympathetic to Québécois natfiomalismbecause they have a special
Kgﬁd of "sympathy" for French Canadians as @ group.

| In sumy the curvilinear relationships shown in Table 4.4A

can be explained as follows. We are positing a linear positive relation-

ship between these various types of exposure to French Canadian society

and a sympathetic or favourable attitude toward Frerch Fayndfnns as a

group. (For reasons of space, we are not presenting any new measures

of the latter variable). N
If this is true, then those with very 77ttle or no exposure

to francophone society are the least sympathetic to F}ench Canadians

as aegroup as well as the least sympathetic to:Québécois pationalism.

Those with the hzqhor@ degree of part1c1pat1on in francophone society

/
then have a h,qh degree of sympathy for Freﬁch Canadians cs a agrcup.

' Because 0f this, they have a Zowflgve1 of sympathy for Québéco1s nation-

alism.

-~

This explanation is advanced here heuristically. More research

!
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is needed to specify the causal 1inks between the types of intergroup .

contacts and the contexts in which they occur, on the one hand, and
the resultant effect on attitudes toward the other grcuy and sympathy
for its social movement, on the other hand. Space is not our only
limitation in pursuing this here. A specific difficulty is that our
index of sympathy for Québécois »ational7sm in fact contains one item
(concerning who is to blame for French Canadians' prob]emF) that meas-
ures attitudes toward French Canadians as a grcup rather than attitudes
toward the independentist movement. Thus more refined measures of each
of these dependent variables are needed beforé this research can proceed-
It might be noted that the logic of this tentative, formulation
paratlels to some extent Durkheim's explanation of the curvilinear re-

lationship observed between social integration and the suicide rate.®

. Hié/heuristic construction was that 7wo distin~t types of suicide were

involved: a low level of social integration led to rcgristic suicide,
while a very high level of social integration led to altruistic suicide.
Similarly, here it has been argued that the curvilinear relationship
between segmentation and sympathy for Québécois nationalism may involve

two distinet  types of sympathy.

C., SocriaL CoNTACTS AND SYMPATHY

" We have just.discussed several indicators of exposure to

3

French Canadian society, and we have seen that there is a curvilinear

Il

relationship between each of the above measures and sympathy far Que-

bécois nationalism. !

There is one type of participation in francophone sdCiety
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that does have a clear linear positive effect on sympathy for Québécois

nationalism. This is off-the-job soeial contact with fraﬁcophones:“

up (> 12 yrs)

o
{ v

J'4
»
TaBLE U,4B
SYMPATHY, BY SoquL ConTACT
WiTH FRANCOPHONES (% SYMPATHETIC)
“’ ’J
FREQUENCY OF SOCIAL CONTACT*
Very Fairly Rather =~  Almost Never
Often Often . Rarely Never
EDUCAT ION
High School or 64 24 34 13, 12
Tess (<11 yrs) (53) (86) (88) (47) (32)
n = T Bty ot e
f _7‘ "‘,’

i

-

" #Based on responses to question 1-6k.

Outside your work, when you meet your friepds or your neighbours, or when
you are at other gatherings, houchtéﬁ)are you in contact with French-
speking people -- very often, fairly ©ften, rather rarely, almost never,

or neverf ¢

«‘,,{
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" the most segregéted 50 per cent did so.°”

86

As Table 4.4B shows, ~ocial contacts have a very strong influ-

epice on favourableness toward francophone\demands The minority of

i

.anglophones who socialize with French- speak1ng peop]e "very often are

much\MOre sympathet1c than the average, while those who are completely
cut off from frigpophone society in this sense are siqnificantTy/fess
sympathetic than the average. Moreover, this holds true amoné the more
educated as well as aéong the less eduéated. As might be expected”,gbe
effect is stronger among the less educated, since ghe'mO(e edusated

are more favourable to begin with for other reasons.

' Nonetheless, it is noteworthy that «ven ambnq the higﬁly edu-

" cated, social segregation from francophone society substantially decrea-

3
i

ses favourableness. . . ’ '
- o

Social contacts have a similar effect among members of another

‘dominant group. In a recent study of Protestant-Catholic relations in

Northern Ireland, it was found that social segregation increased Prot-

estants' readiness to defy basic political laws. The propo%tion of .,

Ultras rose from 28% per gent in the least segregated group”to 64 per
cent in the most Segregated. Among hembe#s of -the dominated group, the
same trend appeared, but much more weai]y: 39 per cent of %He least

segregated Catholics approved of illegal demonstrations, whiTe:amoﬁg L

L
-
? o~

Why is this? Ne can note that th1s finding is .a confirmation
of Hggans hypothesis that ". . .-3f the frequency of 1nter£ctzoq bet-
ween two or more persons increases, the degree of their liking for gnér
another will increase, and yiéeaversa‘“lo This much said, an explana-

tion is still called for: why'fg—sympgthy for French Canadian demands

-

-
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so strongly linked to social contacts? We say "linked to" rather than
"caused by" to emphasize that the rélation ofhcausality can quite
J

plausibly operate in both directions here. Social contact increases

sympathy, which in turn may well increase the“frgquenty of social con-

/ tacts. Similarly, those who are indifferent or hostile toward franco- -

»
phones are less likely to seek out or encourage social contacts with

them; this, in turn, adds to the probability that the negative attitude
will be maintained.

To rephrase the question, why is the impact of off-ghe—job
social contacts on sympathy for Québ&cois nationalism so different from
the impact ofﬂptheﬁ types of participation in francophone society?

. “Why is it that those with the most frequent social contacts with franco-
phones ;re the most sympathetic towards the nationalist movement, while
those whose exposure to francophone society is high in other ways are
not the ones who are most sympathetic?

I suggest that the reason for this may™e that off-the-job
social contact i$ the least formal and least role-bound kind of contact

/béfgeen two groups. Un]ikgﬂcpgtact with frahcopkengs at work or in
stores, social contact in non-occupational settings is voluntary in
the sense that it is not imposed by the necessities of earning a living
or going sh@pping. By definition, such social contacts provide more
opportunity for self-revelation. ’

These voluntaristic and Iess-rolf-bound'ch@racteristics of
soctal contacts are perhaps further necessary conditions for sympathy
toward a social movement, beyond or in ﬁdditjon to the conditions re-

quired for a sympathetic or favourable attitude toward a group. It

’
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‘ . 88
‘ could be that equal-status contacts of the kind found at the work-place,

for exémp]e, are sufficient for changing one's basic predisposition
toJard the other group, but that fur}her horg informal and less role-
bound contacts of the extra-ogcupationa] social kind are required to
make one sympathetic to a social mo¥ement linked to the group. A rea-
son for this would be that more intimate contact with members of another .
group may be required to make one aware of the group's disadvantaged posji-
tion in society, and especially to make one aware of the subjective and

psychological dimensions of membership in @ dominated or subordinate

ethnic or linguistic group.
' °@

D. SociaL CoNTACTS, THREATS, AND SYMPATHY

There is ong important hypothesis mentioned above thaf we can
test empirically. This~goncerns the role of perceptions d} common inter-
ests as an intervening variable. The theoretical claim is that social
co;tacts increase people's awareness of the common interests they share,
and that this in tﬁrn leads them to a more favourable atFitude toward a ‘ '

N " nationalist movement of the other group. We’can test this by examining
| the extent to which perceived tﬁ}eats act as intervening va}iables Tink-
ing variations in social contact and variations in sympathy. This link
is suggested by our previousT®y reported finding that, despite the many
similar strains affecting both language groups, francophones are signi-
ficantly less threatened by the independentist move%ent thant;re anglo-
phones. Francophones, just like anglophones, debate interminably on
the economic consequences'of separation, and expregss the samé range of

R TR

fea:§\about potential disorder. Yete they are less threatened than ang#ﬁfj’

.
. -7 \
, ~
.



phones.

Could it be then, that the more an English-speaking person

~participates in francophone society, the less threatened he feels by

the various aspects of the independence movement, and that this feeling

of relative security in turn increases sympathy?

Lgt us begin to

‘answer this by examining the links between threats and socialscontacts.

™

\

TaBLE 4.5
INTENSITY OF THREATS, BY SocIAL CONTACTS WITH FRANCOPHONES

[

SOCIAL CONTACTS

)

o 1 2 3 4 5
THREAT very often never
- Q2-32: MWorry about English . o
in Quebec 7y | Paasy | %B(2es) [87(131) [0 (82)
(% High Worry)
Q2-41: Worry about.uniling-
ualism %, 61(112) 1 5%(250) | 7(263) {®8(133) {37 (90)
(% High Worry)
Q3-77: Worry about conse-
. quences of independ. | '0(117) - 7%@250) | 78(263)|7%(129) |°°(86)
(% High Worry) .
Q3-74: Economic consequences g -
: of independence 9107) [ 83(228) | 76(253) %3 (131)|"5(76)
(% High Threat) . “
Q3-76: English job chahees | : <o
(% High Threat) ° | %2(108) | %%(235) | 77(244) |8 (120)|77 (75)
Parti Queébecois 33 P39 -‘"51 47 52
(% Saying Dangerous) (121) (254) , (267) | '(133)1°°(92)
(-




Two patterns are reQ¢a1ed in Table 4.5. The first pattern

concerns the effect of social contact on worries. This effect is ambi-
guous. In the first panel, those with the least contact are the least
worried. In the second panel, social contact has no clear effect. In
the third pénel, contact has no effect, except that those who never have
social contacts with French Canadians are the least worried. Thus,
worrying aboyt various aspects of Québé&cois nationalism bears no clear
re1atiPnship to off-the-job social contacts with francophones.
A different pattern is to be found concerning the effec;s of
contacts on anglophones' perceptions of the independentist movement,
and their assessments of its consequences. Aé the last three panels of
the table show, in these‘respects socin contacts with francophones very
strongly "relieve" feelings of threaé. This confirms our hypothesis
'advanced earlier that a key effect of segmentation in Québec ijs to .
amplify perceived ethnic and linguistic threats. Social contacts® with
francophones act as a buffer against feelings of threat. The key mech-
anism operating here of course is that social contact Ceduces categor-
ical or stereotypical thinking, increases one's awareness of ideological
" differentiation within French¢Canadihn society. The less social contact
with francophones, the more likely is the averageuanglophone to over-
estimate the degree of unanimity within the French comnunity‘cdncerning
the independentist movement. Without social contact with francophones,
an English-speaking Quebecer is unlikely to be aware of the full range
of political debate to which the average francophone is exposed almost )
daily. Hence, if an individual has a minimum of information about the

I'd

main trends of Québécois nationalism, Social segregation from franco-
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phones often has the effect of 1é;ding to exagerrated or overestimated
perceptions of the movement's strength. ’
Yet if social contacts decrease these feelings of threat,
they do not eliminate them completely. What does occur, however, is
clarified by comparing Tables 4.1 ana 4.5: the greater one's social
integration into the francophone community, the more one's level of
perceived threats decreaces until it ‘approaches that of French-Canadians. |
Thus, social contacts.reduce the tendency to perceive the
independentist movement as threatening, but they do not necessarily
reduce one's personal worrying about various aspects of the movement.
If social contacts reduce feelings of threat, to what extent
is this ensuing feeling of security responsible for the Qery strong
relationship between social contacts and sympathy? "
Table 4.6 shows that both social contacts and feelings of
worry or threat are related to sympgthy, fhough the two independent var-
iables combi;e in diffEYent ways depending on the measure used. Social
contacts reduce certajh threats; but even among the very worried and
the very threatened, todiaqﬁs increases sympathy. This table also
reveals that in the anomaloﬁs reversals shown in panels 2 and 5, there
may be certain conditions under which threats incféase sympathy slightly.
Notice that the main instance of this is shown in panel 5,
and concerns Q 3-76, about English job chances. No expianation will
be offered here for this deviant case. It should be noted, however, that
we have already seeﬁ in the previous cha;ter how this meadure has differ-
ent effects than our other measures of threat. Furthermore, we shall see

later in this chapter that this measure is much more sensitive to any kind
]

-~
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TABLE 4,6

SyMPATHY, BY THREATS AND SocIAL CONTACTS WITH FRAfICOPHONES -

.. : ’ % SYMPATHETIC E

-

" ——— SOCIAL CONTACT

HIGH . LOW
(Q2-32): ?graﬁezgg?t English High 39(]37) 31(203)
!

(Q2-41): ﬁgqum?bout uniling- High 51(]51) 28(24])

(Q3-77): Worry about conse- High 47 52
quences of independ. (197) (25])/
- ., ]

(Q3-74): Economic consequen- High 42 . 30

ces of indenp. threat: (202) (281)

(Q3-76): Engglzgtgob,chances. High 52(]42) 34(264)
Parti Québécois " Yes 33 - 36

labelled dangerous? . (113) £197)

- No . 59(-‘65) 32(150)
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ofexposuretx)2;)articipation in french Canadian society than are any of

- 4
the other measures.’

\\3 These trends are the exceptionﬂrather than the rule, however.
Mofeover, they are weak. In most cases, threats decréase sympathy
whether social contacts are frequent or not. . a

"In summary, feelings of threat do act, to some extent, as an
intervening variable between soéial"contacts and feelings of sympathy.
Social contacts increase sympathyﬁin two ways: partly directly, and

13

partly throudh reducing feelings of threat.
/ ¢
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E. THE LANGUAGE QUESTION AND THE’PERCEIVED FUTURE CHANCES
OF ANGLOPHONES

N

> We mentioned earlier that sympathy for francophone demands is
maore closely linked to social contact than to other kinds of #nteraction
with Frern:h‘—speaking people. As might be expected, the situation
is similar with respect to the links between various aspects of segment-
ation and pe{ceived threats. Here also, social contact reduces feel-
ings of threat much more strongly than simply knowing French, or speak-
ing ii'in public, or being in contact with francophones at work. This
holds true for all our indicators of threat, excepg one: as Table 4.7
shows, having a knowledge of French or using it at work or in public
strongly reduces pessimism about the 1oﬁg-term promotio; chances of
English-speaking people in an fhdependént Quebeca In this instance the
use of French in these contexts is as much of a buffer‘against pessimism
as is the experience of frequent soeial interaction with francophones.

This suggests that when anglophones think about their opportunities *

¢

-



TABLE 4.7.

4

KnowLeDpGe AND Use ofF FRencH Repuces PeEssisM ARouT ENGLISH
: ProMmoT10N CHANCES AFTER MNDEPENDENCE

(% Saying Engl

#h will haye less
chance)
]

V160: Knowledge of French: .
1. Fluently 54% ’ é79)'
2. Nearly fluently 65 104)
3. Some difficulty 70 - ?220)
4. Lpt of difficulty 71 220)
5. HNot at all 73 (159)
V161: Have to use Fyench at work: _
1. Nearly all thestime 46 . (43)
2. Very often 65 (48)
3. Fairly often 66 (159)
4. Rather rarely 68 (136)
5. Almost never 72 (141)
6. Never 74 (283)
V162: Have to use French elsewhere,
public... d
13
1. Very often 54 (80)
2. Fairly often © 55 (121)
3. Rather rarely Y (195) .
4. Almost never 82 (182) ‘
. 5. Never . 75 (197)
V165: Coptact with French at work: '
b _1. Nearly all the time - 69 (157)
2.+ Very often . 60 (143)
3. Fairly often 68 (151
] 4. Rather rarely ‘ 76 (149 \
5. Almost never 65 (79)
¢ 6. Never 73 ° (75)
/ i'—r

(This{variable has fess effect than the others)

N.B.

See also panel 5 of Table L4.5.
) )
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in an independent Quebec, they think principally in témms of ;hanges in
the language of work: the more one works in French already, the less
pessimistic one is about anglophones in the long-run. This is borﬂé
out by the very slight effect of contaét with francophones at work,

as shown in the last panel of Table 4.7. It is not éimp]y contact at
the workpta&e that is important, but the egtent to whiéh one already
operates in the French language. This is an interestinéEspecification
that points to the key place of the language of work question in the fu-

ture of French-English relations in Quebec.

F. CoNcLuS1ON

In this chapter we examined the impact of 1inggistic éegment-
ation on anglophone reactions to Québéenis nationalism. By any measure
of perceived threat, francophones are less th}eatened than anglophones.
In other words, even when the meadure of threat makes no mention of eth-
ﬁicity or language, and refers only to economic issues, francophones

are less threatened. It was suggested that this is due to the way

information is transmitted in segmented societies: members of one ling-

uistic group get most of their information, including information about

!
the other group, from members of their own group.

The high degree of segmentation notwithsfénding, contacts bet-

ween the two groups do take place. Anglophones in blue-collar occupa-
tions have the most frequent as well as the most egalitarian contacts
with francophones at work. - It was suggested that this mi?ht bé a ‘fac-
" tor in explaining the 16w sympathy of this group: these contacts rein-

force the view that French Canadians are already equal, and hence do not




iy

. 0 . o
need a social movement that &ims to reduce inequalities.

0f all the possible ways in which anglophones can participate
in French Canadian society: it is soeial contacts away from wopk that have

the strongest effect.on sympathy For Québécois nationalism. {The explan-

ation offered for this is that such contacts are the least "®ale-bound"

and least formal, and in general are more intimate than other Xinds df
participation in French Canadian soc1Ety. It was suggested thdt per-
haps suchlintimate contact may be a requisite for sympathy toward
another 9roup's soctal movemeét, as opposed to sympathy for{another

group, which may be increased by egalitarian work contacts,/for instance.

One why in which socja] Zontacts increase sympathy for Qué-
bécois nationalism is through the effect that social contacts have in /
relieving.feelings of threat. Social contacts with francophones reduce
éﬁe'; perceptions of various aspects of the independentist movem;nt as
threatening. Social contacts do not, however, necessarily reduce one's
worrying.

Finally, it was found that the more anglophones are used to

using the French language already, the less pessimjstic they are about

the future job chances of English-speaking peopile.

)
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Ihis concept is developed by Raymond Breton; "Institutional
Completeness of Ethnic Communities and the Personal Relations of Immi-
‘grants", American Journal of Sociclogy, TO, September 196k,
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"cee for example, Leo A. Despres, Cultural Pluralism and |
Nationalyst Politics in British Guiana, Chicago: Rand McNally, 1967;
M. G. Smith, '"Social and Cultural Pluralism' in The Plural Society in
The British Yest Indies, Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of Cal-
ifoynia Press, 1969; Raymond T. Smith, "Social Stratification in the
Caribbean', sin Leonard Plotnicov and Arthur Tuden, Essays in Comparative
Socidl Stratification, University of Pittsburgh Press, 1970y Leo Kuper,
fStratification in Plural Societies", in Plotnicov and Tuden, ibid.;
Arend Lijphart, The FPolitics of Accommodation: Pluralism- and Democracy
in the Netherlands, Berkeley: University of California Press, 1968;
Richard Rose, Governing Without Consensus: An Irigh Perspective,
Boston: Beacon Press, 1971. ‘ .

N

-

SBurton Benedict, "Pluralism and Stratification", in Plotnicd
and Tuden, ibid. . ’

.. - *Detailed quotes of this will not be presented here. Suffice
it to say, however, that” with respect to the economic consequences of
separation, francophones and anglophones who were very pessimistic
expressed themselves in very similar terms.

N 8F%or Karl Deutsch the matter of communication boundaries is
the defining characteristic of a national proup. See Karl V. Deutsch,
Nationalism and Social Communication: An Inguiry into the Foundations ;
ofGNationality, 2nd edition, Cambridge and London: The M.I.T. Press,
1969.

®Gordon W. Allport, The Nature‘of Prejudice, New York: Double-
day Anchor Books, 1954, Chapter .16.

4

7See for instance Gordon Allport, op. cit.: Thomas F. Petti-
grew, "Racially Separate or Together?'" Journal of Social Issues, '
Vol. No. 1, 1969; Muzafer Sherif, Group Conflict and Co-operation: ~ .
Their Social Psychology, London: Routledge Kegan Paul, 1967; Robin
Williams Jr.," Strangers Next Door: FEthnic Relations in American Com-~
munities, second edition, Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1964,

v

- - / !
8See Fmile Durkheim, -Suicide, (G. Simpson, ed.), New York:
The Free Press, 1951, chapters 2, 3 and L.
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®See Richard Rose, Governing Without Consensus, op. cit., pp.
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308-309. .

loGeorge C. Homans, The Human Group, New York: Harcourtf Brace,

and World, Inec., 1950, p. 112. .o
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"CHAPTER 5 | | \
AGE AND SYMPATHY

g
-, [

, , Over the past se era] decades; there has been a cont1nua1 and
gradua1 shift in the latfve status qi anglophones and frapcophones in
Quebec and Canada. Many are the issues over which what.was perceived as

—

a bold move for power on the part of francophones in the 1940's is

]

takgn for granted in the 1960:$ and 1970's. Perhaps the c]earest';;a@p1es

or indicators of this trend are the norms énd laws goyerning the use

of the two languages in the feaerai adminiStration as well as in private

industry and in §Lb1ic p]ace§ in Quebec. We can posit that over time,
lthen, eaéh generation of English Canadians has been exposed to a social |
milieu that is on the whole more open and‘favourab1e to French-Canadian
nationalism than that which shaped the ?ttitudes of Qrevious generations.

Ori this basis, we should expect that, other thinés béing‘equal, favour-

ableness %oward francophones would be fhe strongesp_in the younge{ﬂgge

brackets. Table 5.1 shows that this is the case; in fact, the indepen-

dent effect of age is as st;bng as that of education.

. ) ‘We are assuming here for the moment thgt the stréength of this
relationship is due to features of . the social struc%ure at the time

o

« people were grow1ng up,Jratheﬁ_than bejng a function of experiences

k)

peopfe face as they pass through certain age groups. This is'not to

o 4 1]

. .
. ' * <,
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- "TaBLe 5.1
SYMPATHY, BY AGE AND EDUCATION

(% Syﬁaathetic)

N

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55 plus

igh Sch 36 26 a 3 2
sty e Pae , Mus Fon e
College and up 60 . 35 49 -56 41
( 212 years) (70) (60) (75) (62) (54)

; 54 3] 24 43 30

(92) (109) (153) (136) (139

Average effect of education: 1/5(.24 + .09 + .09 + .2k + .19) = .17

" Average effect of age: 1/2 [(36 - 22) + (60 - hl)] = .17

R

ignore or dismiss the latter set of effects. On the céntrary, it will
be seen shortly that adult experiences are also verysimportant in their
indirect impact on sympathy. We have already seen one example d¥ this
in chapter 2, namely that highly-educated workers become more sympa-
thetic as they get older.

| There 1is, however, a further explanation for the high sympathy
of the young. As Table 5.2 shows, young French Canadians are the qnes
who are most likely to be strong supporférs-of the independentist move—‘
ment. And to the extent that socié] contacts take place between age-

group peers, when young anglophones do meet francophones, they are dis-

proportionately likely to meet people who are themselves nationalists

&
o
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and independentists.

»

TABLE 5.2
SUPPORT FOR SEPARATISM AMONG FRENCH CANADIANS, BY\AGE
P {
. : - SEPARATISM
g For Against Don't Know (N = 100%)
- I

Age: 18-34 yrs 24 62 1 (235)
35-49 13 65 23 (158)

50 and up 7 69 o " (180)

ey
-~ .

* This data is from the same poll sas c%ted in Tablé 2.10.

L3

)

|
*

It should be noted that the relationship between age and sym-

pathy in Table 5.1 is not a linear one. A reason for this may be pre-
cisely some kind of life-cycle effeét. Before examining this further,
- however, let us look at h ings of threat vary by agef

A. THREATS AND‘THE QUESTION OF AGE -

1)

.Which age groups are most threatened by Québécois nationalism? *

Do different aspects of the moVement affect different age groups in’dif-

7ferent9Ways? To anéwer these questions, let us refer to Table 5.3. Three

patterns can be detected from this information. First qf/a11, there is

a curvilinear relationship between age and worrying. As the first three

'

»
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panels show, the young and the old are less worried than the others about
the prospects of uni]ingua]is;, less worried about‘the future of anglo-

phones in Quebec, and less worried about independence,

~ _TaBLE 5.3
INTENSITY oF THREATS By Ace Group

e AGE N
' 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54. 55+
(02-32) English In Oue. 52 58 © 57 66 56
(% High Worry) (141) (132) (185) (194) (193)
/ ¥
{Q2-41) Unilingualism 52 68 . - 64 68 52
é% High Worry) . (142) (134) (183) (200) (191)
K\‘\}f
Q3-77) Worry about inde-
o i 62 v 70 16 84 63
ﬁgﬂﬂj?ce (% High (145) (128)  (185)  (196)  (195)
/
— y
(Q3-74) Econ. Conseq. 61 75 87 . 75 83
Indep. (% "Much (127) (170) (176) (193) (173) -
WOrss") .
(Q3-76) English Jab "4 64 . :
" 64 71 72
chances (¥ Thess (l29)  (128)  (172)  (18)  (172)
Parti Québécois (% 36 a1 15 50 a8

saying dangerous) (145) (140) (185) (204) (197)
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he second pattern concerns perceptions of the economic con-
sequences of independence (Q 3-74) and perceptions of the Parti Qué-
becois. Here, there is a difference between the young and the old,
with the breaking point being around-the age of 35. The young are some-
what less likely to be pessimistic about the eéonomic consequences of
separation and less likely to view the Parti QuébZcois as dangerous. The
third pattern is that displayed by responses to Q 3-76, which is differ-
ent from the others. All thrée patterns are maintained when educatioq
Ts controlled for.

How can these be explained? Let us begin with the first pat-
tern, where those between the ages of 25 to 54 are the most worried.
What this suggests is that those in their main working years are the
ones who are most worried by the prospect of French being declared the
only official language and the most worried-about the independence of

Quebec and the position of anglophones. A conclusion to be drawn from

“this is that English Quebecers evaluate potential changes in government

and industrial language policy in terms of their own work-situation.
The yourg worry less because they are less dependent on their work, have
fewer vested interests in ?ny given occupation, are less likely to he

married or to.have other dependents, and in general are likely to

have fewer responsibilities. The old, for their part, judge that their -

chief occupational achievemén%s are already acquired, or at any rate
would not be largely affected, or for very long, by Tangu%ge pd;icy
shifts or other such changes.

It would seem that the above pattern of worries is mainly due
to the effect of age-group membership rather than gemerational member-

ship.® In other words, one should expect that as those who are presently

”
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young grow older, their worries will increase also. Similarly, as to-
. day's middle-age groups grow older and reach retirement age, they will
probany become less worried about these issdes.k I would argue that
this age-group effect is the principal one here because of the clear
curvilinearity of the relationships.

Let us now turn to the second pattern. Why are thosé‘under
35 Tess likely to be threatened by the economic consequences of separa-
tion and by the Parti Québécois? I suggest that this, unlike the pat-
tern of worries, i1s due to generational differences. As mentioned
earlier , there has been a considerable shift in the climate of public.
opinion concerning French-English relations over the past several dec-
ades. The biggest shifts, however, have occured since the late 1950's
or early 1960's. Those over 35 at the time this survey was taken were
at least 24 at the onset of Quebec's "Quiet Revolution". Growing up
in the 1950's or earlier, the older group has not been able to consider
as many of the recent changes as “givensh. The younger group, who
have been hearing about the whole issue of separation since their adol-
escence, are less threatened because the independentist debate is not
a8 sudden or new thing in their lives.

Finally, let us turn to the third pattern, namely the rela-
tionship shown in the fifth panel of the table. When{}t comes to
Ehglish job chances, those aged 18 to 24 are the most likely to see
th;§e as being unpromising. This is probably because these young people
are just entering the labour market. Not only do they have less exper-
ience than those who are older, but also they have grown up in a period

marked by continual debates about the language of work questiqn. In

¢ o
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this respect they are perhaps the first generation of English Canadians
to have been thoroughly sensitized to many of these issues in their
fbrmative years. Notice that the young are the most sensitive on this

issue even though they are #0t the most worried overall.

It was noted previously that\ there is a strong negative cor-
relation between age and sympathy for (Québécois nationalism. (See
Table 5.1). It was argued that this wds a generationa]ldiffefence,
brought about by the continual chénge in the climate ofgbpinion concern-
ing French-English relations in the past\several decades. While this
re1atioﬁship between age and sympathy is strong; it is not monotonic,
however.| Particularly puzzling is the fact that the 25-34 age group is
only slightly more sympathetic than those who are 55 or older.

In our discussion of threats, it was alsp seen that the middie~
age groups are the most worried about various aspects of Québécois nation-
alism. Could it be that one reason the 25 to 34 age group.is anltive]y
unsympathetic is because they are disproportionately worried by certain
issues, in particular future language uncertaint¥es, and that fhese

worries are responsible for dampening sympathy disproportionately in

this age group?
1 This hypothesis wa;ﬁgggted in two ways. First, a set of three

variable tables was run, giving the cross-tabulation of sympathy and
3orries for each of the five age groups (and_for each measure of worry).
In the 25-34 age group, no consistent pattern was found of sympathy
being higher among the less worried, as the. hypothesis would predict.

The hypothesis was supported, however, since in these instances where

w
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the percent sympathetic was not higher among the less threatened, it
was the case that the percent unfavourable (the other extreme of the
index of sympathy) was smaller, with an increased percentage of indif-
ferents. ‘ l ’
A further test was undertaken using é statistical technique

especially well suited to this problem. The coefficient of ordinal

association gamma was qomputed between aggmand sympathy with each "worry"

variable dichotomized 3s in Table 5.4.

TaBLE 5.4

THE NEGATIVE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN AGE AND
SYMPATHY 1S STRONGER AMONG THOSE LEAST
AFFECTED BY VORRIES

z \ (GAMMAS)

High Threat Low Threat

|
1/ !
Q2-32: Worry about/English

in Quebec .20 -.27 \
. —®
Q2-41: Worry about unilingualism .00 -.34 ‘
Q3-77: Morry about independence -.16 -.31
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" The reasoning here is as follows: under the assumption of a pure gen-

erational effect of age on sympathy, ﬁé shoﬁ]d ideally expect each gen-
eration to be somewhat more sympathetic than its immediate predecessor.
In other words, we should expect the negative re]étionship between age
and sympathy shown in Table 5.1 to be‘mdhotonici though npt necessarily
linear.

We have seen that worries about Québécois nationalism are
disproportionately located in the middle age groups. Gamma is essenf
tially a measure of monotonicity. Thus if the negative correlation
between age apd sympathy is stronger (more monotonic) among the less
worried than amoﬁg the highly worried (as 7s the case in Table 5.4),
this means that intense worries effectively reduce the monctonicity
of the relationship between age and sympathy. What this means theor-
etically is that ;he age-group effect 7s responsible for distorting
the generational effect. In other words, this does confirm the sugges-
tion that the disproportionate worrying of the middle-age groups does
dampen their level of sympathy, reducing it below the level one.would

3

expect given their generational membership.

C. ConcLusION

What we have just discussed is one specification of the ]inks
between one's age, one's feelings of threat, and one's feelings of sym-
bathy. The other arguments that have been advancéd in this chapter
concerning the liqkages between these variables can be briefly summar-
ized as fo]]ows; To begin, threats are a produgl of.Eoth age-group

membefship as well as generational membership. The former influences
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g
. ™ the pattern of worrieg over the life cyclg, while the latter determines
assessments and perceptions of the nationalist moJZment. Both of these
processes in turn have an effect on sympathy, via the dampening effects
of threats on sympathy. We have anggsd that sympathy, is mainly Tinked
- to aée by a generatignal effect. In addition, however, in chapter 2, we

specified a direct aging effect on sympathy among the subset of blue-

collar workers with gfgh educations.



FOOTNOTES . T

N

1This is another "identification problem" where it is often
impossible to decide which factor is actually operating. Here, I am
ot considering third possibility, that of period effects, principally
Cgecause I am assuming that these are less important than aging and
cohort (generational) effects in this situation. See Richard Cohn,
"On interpretation of cohort and period analysis: a mathematical note",
pp.: 85-88 in Matilda W. Riley et. al., Aging and Society, Vol. 3,
New York: Russell Sage Foundation, 1972.
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/ ' CHAPTER 6
CONCLUSION

The broad initial focus of this study centered on two general
questions: What are the determinants of the incidence and intensity
of ethnic conflict? and, How does the structure of an "intergroup
arena” determine the kinds of collective behaviour and social move-
ments to be found there? In part;éular, why is the level of con?ﬁﬂct
between French and English in Quebec relatively low, compared to else-
where? N

In an attempt at a partial answer to the above questions, a

further question was posed: what are some of the structural sources

* of sympathy for subordinate group nationalist movements among members

of the dominant group in ethnically stratified and segmented societies?

This thesis has answered this-Tatter question in detail for one part-

icular dominant group, English Quebecers. It is hoped thai the study

will be useful for a better theoretical understanding of the nature of

the belief systems of dominant groups in different t;pes of societies.
The few tentative generalizations that have been advanced

can best be tested by comparison with other éontexts of ethnic strat-

ification. Not all parts of the study are necessarily equally "export-

able" to other contexts for comparative purposes. Rather, the organ-

{
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M
jzation of the thesis provides a clue as to which other intergroup arenas

would provide’ti% most relevant points of comparison with the Quebec
situation.

»

A Cﬁapter 2, which deals with the stratification system, will
be most relevant to the study of those intergroup arenas where there
are appreciable inequalities between the two groups. The findings of
this chapter will nonetheless be pertinent even when fwo groups ape
roughly equal iq socio-economic terms. For example, the theory of sym-
pathy advanced would suggest that when two gtoups have roughly equal
status, the perceived correlation betweeﬁ'c1ass and ethnicity will
tend to be low, and thus members of each group should have a relatively
low level of sympathy for a nationalist movement of the other group.’
Thisﬁappears to be the case in Guyana, for“instance, where the Afro-
Guyanese and Indian communities share power on relatively equal terms.!

Chapter 3, concerning feelings of threat, will be most rele-
vant for comparisons with other contexts of ethnic stratification
wherever the dominant group is likely to feel especially threatened.
More specifically, thi; chapter will be most useful for comparisons
with other contexts where the domiﬁant group is a numerical minority,
where the "rules of the game" governing relations between the groups
are changing, and/or where the subordinaté group has a special claim
to the territory.

Chapter 4 will belmost relevant for comparative purposes
whenever there is segmentation between two groups in an intergroup
arena, with each group having its own institutions.

Chapter 5, concerning the effects of age, should be largely
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applicable to most intergroup arenas in industrial societies.

those involved in educating and sensi

[y

Finally, it is hoped that this study will be of help to all

zing the anglophone population as

to their role in contributing to the future shape of Québec society.

L
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‘ FOOTNOTES

1See Leo .A: Despres,w op . cit.
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SAMPLE DESIGN

. {

The data analyzed in this thesis are part of a multi-stage
stratified random sémp]e of the Quebec population aged 18 years or over.
The subset of interviews selected for this analysis consists of all
those respondents who are not French-Canadians and who answered the
English-language questionnaire. The 1nterviewslwere carried out by
trained personnel in the respondent's home. ‘

The interviewer decided whether to use t;e French or the/
English language questionnaire according to the following instructions.
As far as possible, the interviews were to be carried out in the res-
pondent's mother tongue (the first language the person learned that he
or she still understands). Thus those whose mother tongue is French |
were interviewed using the French questionnaire, and those whose mother
tongue is English were interviewed using the English questionnaire.
Those whose mother tongue is other than English or French were inter-
viewed using the English questionnaire, unless the respondent indicated
that he or she preferred to be interviewed in French because his or
her comprehension of English was poor. A very smd&ll number of inter-
views were conducted in third 1anguéges such as Itatian and Greek;
these were recorded on English-language questionnaires.

) A very small number of French-Canadians answered the English
questionnaire. This was done either because the respondent considered

English to be ‘his mother tongue, or because the respondent requested

that English be used in deference to the presence at the interview of a

114
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spouse or other famjly member who did not understand French. In any
case, anyone who identified himself as Prench Canadian.in terms of
ethnic origin was excluded from the sample used in this analysis. The
final sample consisted of 346 cases. "

The respondents were selected by going through severa]zstages.
In Metropolitan Montreal, census divisions ("secteurs de dénombrement")
were chosen. Then, subsets of addresses were ‘chosen Lithin each divi-
sion. Finally, a sample of addresses was chosen from each subset such
that each address had an equal chance of being chosen. Outside of Met- -
ropolitan Montreal, a sample of addresses was selected directly from
each of the éhosen census divisions, Atﬂgach'household; the interviewer
made a list of all the residents aged 18 years or over, then chose the
one to be interviewed by means of random number tables. Further details
of this sampling process can be obtained in "Directives no. 3, Projet
\107", Centre de Sondage, Université de Montréaly C.P. 6128, Montréal,
Québec. 1

The weighting factor applied to the data includes a correction
factor that makes each individual over 18 have an equal chance of being

selected, instead of each address or household.

TN — T
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ApPENDIX ‘B - TaBLE 1

DisTRiBUTION OF PERCENTAGES OF INDUSTRIAL
EMPLOYEES IN SELECTED MoNTREAL MANUFACTURING
INDUSTRIES BY OccUPATION AND ETHNIC BACkGROUND, 1934

SKILLED &
SALES & o UNSKILLED
MANAGERIAL . CLERICAL WORKERS TOTAL
English 5.3 30.9 63.8 . 100%
French 0.8 .8 92.4 100
Other 1.2 5.8 93.0 100
——— — : pas — 1
Total - 2.2 14.1 . 83.7 100

—

Source: William H. Roy, "The French-English Division of Labor in
Quebec" (unpublished Master's Thesis, McGill University,
1935). ’

Everett C. Hughes, French Canada in Transition, University
of Chicago Press, 1943, 208.

pl
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APPENDIX B - TABLE 2
Cos PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTIONS
. QOccupaTion BY-ETHNic OriGiN, Querec, 1970
‘, |
A. , FRENCH . ENGLISH OTHER
‘ " Prof., Tech., & M p. 30.6 51.7 38.3 ¢
Sales and Clerical 14.4 18.0 16.1
> Blue-Collar . 55.0 30.3 . 45.6
*(N) = 100% = (4860) " (555) (596)
‘B. * N = .
French English Other (100%)
Prof., Tech. & Mgr. 74.4 14.3 11.4 (2002)
Sales & Clericals 782 1.2 10.7 Vaga)
_ lf | | \
Blue-Collar q%.g 5.4 87 }3113)
e — e —— —
ALL OCCUPATIONS 80.9 9.2 9.9 {9011) ’

Source: Province-wide representative sample, from which French-
English comparisons in Chapter 4 were drawn.

*Weighted data.

‘\ ‘. \
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APPENDIX B - TABLE 3 .

PeErsoNNEL OF 36 LARGE MANUFACTURING FIrRMS oF QUEBEC
‘ ACCORDING TO SALARY AND LANGUAGE

/

. FRANCOPHONES =~ ANGLOPHONES
SALARY (%) (%)
$5,000 - $6,499 36 64 .
6,500 - 7,999 35 . 65
8,000 - 9,999 J 25 75 )
10,000 - 11,999 19 81
12,000 - 14,999 15 85
15,000 - and more 15 85
TOTAL 31 69
b ————— e - ——

————

'PersONNEL OF LARGE CorPORATIONS (ouTSIDE oF MONTREAL)
ACCORDING TO SALARY AND LANGUAGEt

FRANCOPHONES ANGLOPHONES

__SALARY (%) ()
$ 5,000 - $6,499" 82 18 .
6,500 - 7,999 , 76 24
8,000 - 9,999 61 39 .
10,000 - 11,999 42 . 58
12,000 - 14,999 35 . 65
15,000 - and more 23 , a7
TOTAL 70 " 30

. //
= =

PErRSONNEL OF LARGE CORPORATIONS IN MONTREAL ACCORDING
To SALARY AND LANGUAGE g

; N
FRANCOPHONES ANGLOPHONES
SALARY , (%) (%)
$ 5,000 - $6,499 49 51 . -
6.500 - 7.999 : M 59
8,000 - 9.999 27 73
10,000 - 11.999 23 7\
12,000 - 14.999 17 83
15,000 - and ffore 7 83
TOTAL 37 63

TR
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Source: R. N. Morrison, "Corporate Policies and Practices of Large

Manufacturing Firms', cited in Report of the Royal Commission
on Biculturalism and Bilinguelism, Volume 3B (Ottawa, Queen's
Printer, 1969), Chapter XII.

Also reproduced'in Lysiane Gagnon, "les Conclusions du Rapport
B.B.", Economie Québecoise (Montreal: Les Presses de 1'Univer-
sité du Québec, 1969, pp. 247, 248), and in

Sheilagh Hodgins Milner and Henry Milner, The Decolonizualtsrof
Quebec (Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1973, p. 66)

L3
N RKHKN

A comparison Table 2 and Table 3 points out that the inéqual—
ities betwe rench and English™are much more pronounced
within the ate manufacturing ctor than what would appear

the province.

.from an examination of the overall occupathnal structure of

L A
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1-51

1-58

1-59

1-60

1-61

RELEVANT PARTS OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE

Are you a French-Canadian, an English-Canadian, an Italian-
Canadian, or a Canadian of some other origin? (If "OTHER ORIGIN"
OR NOT CANADIAN): Of what origin GE; you?

Frenéh Canadian __ English Canadian _____Iéalian Canadian

Canadian of bther origin (specify) Not Canadian (Specify)
i ¢

Do you speak French fluently, nearly fluently, with some diffi-
culty, with a 1ot of difficulty or not at all?
Fluently Nearly ‘fluently With some di%ficulty

With a lot of difficulty Not at all

In your everyday work, how often do you have to speak French:

nearly all the time, very often, fairly often, rather rarely,
almost never, or never?
Nearly all the time Very often Fairly often

Rather rarely Almost never Never

In other public places, “P stores, and restaurants for instance,

how often do you find you have to speak French - very often,
fairly often, rather rarely, almost never of never?
Very often ‘ Fairly often Rather rarely

Almost never Never
A _—

When you have to speak French at work or in public places, how

often do ﬁ%i find you get embarassed because you have diffic-

often, sometimes, rarely or almost never?
/

ulties -

120



1-63

Qe

1-64

1-68

2-29

' 121

Often Sometimes Rarely Alfost never

Qualified answer (depends etc) Never has to speak French

In your everday work, how often are you in contact with French-

A

speaking peofile: nearly all the time,overy often, fairly often,

rather rarely, almost never, or never?

Nearly all the time Very often Fairly often

Rather rarely Almost never Never
N

\
Qutside ypur work, when you meet your friends or your neighbours,

or when you are at other gatherings, how often are you in contact

with French-speaking people - very often, fairly often, rather
— N ’ -

rarely, almost never, or never?

Very often Fairly often

-,

Rather rarely:-

Almost never Never

In generals how would you describe your attitude toward French . |

Canadians: as rather cool, indifferent, fairly favourable,

or very favourable?

Rather cool Indifferent Fairly favourable

Very favourable Qualified answer, mixed feelings, tﬁat

depends Don't know

Where you, or any members of your family living with you, un-

o \
employed at any time in 1969? (IF YES), How many ‘people 1p

A

all?
No . Yes, 1 person Yes, 2 people Yes, 3
; -people Yes, 4 people or more
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2-31 In which of the following two groups do you think one finds the

greatest scientists: among French Canadians, or among English

Canadians?_ T
Among French Canadians, Among English Canadians Among
both equally Qualified answer (that depends etc.)

Don't know
R * \

2-52 How wo%ried are you about possible future chipges in the position Al
of Eng]fsh speaking Canad1an§ in Québec: are you very worried,
faar]y worried, not very worr1ed, or not worried at all?

Very worried ___ Fairly worried _____ Not worried at all

a Qualified answer Don't Know

; 4
i

Y

&;33 Do you think French Canadians should try and maintain their

ways of living, or that they should become more like the other

1l

Canadians?
Maintain their ways of living Become more like the other
Canadians Both Qualified answer (that depends,

. \ i )

ete). Don't know

' " 2-35 Which would{you say it is most important for a people to main-

tain: 1{ts language and culture or its standard of living?
Y

Its language and culture Both are equall§ important
Its standard of living Qualified answer (that depends,
etc. ) Don't know N
/
- r/v
-
/
. ) P




2-36

2-37

2-38

2-39

%
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When you ;think of all the demands of French Canadiaﬁs in the
last ten years, how many dg you feel are justified: 4&lmost all,

a good number,.a few, or only very few?

- Almost all (OR) all of them A good number 4 A few

Only a very few None at all Qualified answer

J
Don't know

Which do you think are in general the best doctors: French

Canadian doctors, or English-Canadian doctors?

French Canadian doctors “ English Canadian doctors
Both equally Qualified answer " (that depends, etc)
Don't know N

What do you thiﬁk of the position of French Canadians in the
federal government inIOttawa: is it more important, as impo}t—
ant, or less importanmt than it should bé?

More impoglant ___ As important _ Less important

Qua;ified ansver (that depends, etc). Don't know

.
-

" If you think of the problems of French Canadians, would you »

say that the French Canadians themselves are mainly to blame,
that other groups are to blame, that the blame should be shared

or that no group is really to blame?

French Canadians mainly to blame Other groups mainly to
blame The blame should be shared No group to
bleme Qualified answer (that depends, etc)

Don't know t




2-41

2-43

Z-68

<

2-76

2-79
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Some people suggest that Quebec become a French unilingual
province, that is a province in which French would be the sole
language in schools, at work, and in other puﬁ]ic places. Does

this worry you very much, moderately, a little, or not at all?

Very much Moderately A little Not' at all

Qualified answer (that depends, etc). Don't know

Do french Canadians or English Canadians hold the most import-

ant place in the world of business and finance in Quebec?

1

French Canadians English Canadians Both equally

\

Don't know

Which of these tWQagroups is generally the wealthier: French

Canadians or English Canadians?

French Cafadiens English Canadians - They are
equal; neither is wealthier Qualified answer
(that depends) Don't know

S

To what extent do you think thatfthe culture and way ef life

of French Canadians are in danger of dfsappearing: are they -

in great danger, in a 1ittle danger, or in no danger of dis-

appearing? | :

I&great danger _ In a liétle dangér _ * In no ..
danger __ Qualified answer (depends, etc) __ Don't

know \ . e ]

* )
.

‘ .

Here afefa few queséibns of a different kind. Not everyone W\

has the same interests and tastes. How 6ften do you personally

read books or magazines - regularly, fairlj frequently, rather

- "

‘e

~

/



cr T easily, fqir]y easily, with some difficulty, or only with a
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/ ’
rarely, or almost never?
Regularly Fairly frequently <ﬁhather rarely

+
Almost never Never

'2-80" (IF RESPONDENT READS BOOKS OR MAGA&INES) Would you describe the

*~book§ or magazines you read as mostly serious teading, half
sériousrénd halfplighé reading, 5% mostly light reading?

%, Mostly serious  Half seriou%°and half light ___ Mostly

light Don't know

3-19 How often do you read serious books oﬁfnewsﬂahalysis: reqularly,

from time to time, rarely, or never?

Regularly From time to time Rarely

¥

Never

'3-31 " Personalfy, are you for or against the separation of Quebec

from the'reét of Canada?

For (Proceed to Q. 3-33) “Against - (Proceéd to Q. 3-33)

A%

Undecided (OR) Doesn't know . '

3-32 (IF UNDECIDED OR DOESN'T KNOW): - Maybe you are undecided, but

. if you had to make a choice what would you tie more inclined

i

¥

- to be: for or against the separation of Quebec from the rest

of Canada? -
4 More inclined to be for, Mbre inclined to be aééinst
/ ¢
o 7 Q

Don't know (Proceed to Q. 3-38.

°
-

3-33 Is your«opinion on the matter.one that you could change very

great deal of difficulty?
{ . '

-

~a

(Y]



(3-33A)

3-34

3-35

3-38

~

Very easiiy Fairly easily With some difficulty
With a great deal of difficulty Don't Know
What is your main reason for being. . . (for OR against, AS

THE CASE MAY BE) the separation’of Quebec from the rest of

Canada?

>

- ‘
(ASK OF THOSE WHO ARE AGAINST SEPARATION ) How strong is your

opposition to the separation of Quebec - is it extremefy strong,

moderately strong' or not too strong?

Extremely strong Moderately strong Not too
strong Qualified answer (depends, etc) Don't
know ’

(ASK OF "THOSE WHO ARE IN FAVOUR "OF SEPARATION ACCORDING TO
Q. 3-31). For how many years have you been in favour of the

independence of Quebec: -more than 5 years, between 2 and 5

years, or less than 2 years? ) o
More than 5 years " Betyeen 2 ana'5°years Less
than 2 years Don't remember

~

ASK ALL RESPONDENTS
It has been suggestéd that Quebec become an independent coun-
try politically, while retainingﬁeconomic links with Canada.

Are you personally for or against political independence with

economic association with Canada?



(3-70
to
3-73)

3-74
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For ___ Against ____ (Proceed to Q. 3-42) Undecided __
(Proceed to Q. 3-kk)

Among théZe adjectives (HAND RESPONDENT CARD 5), would you please
choose the one which you think best Qgscribes each one of the prov-
incial political parties. You may of course choose the same
adjective for more than one party; Let us start with the Liberal

Party: which adjective best describes it?f (AND SO ON FOR THE
OTHER PARTIES)

Dynamic ) Worn-out Competent Dangerous
Honest 014 Strong Not Serious
Don't Knod

NOTE: (Asked of the: LIBERAL, NATIONAL UNION, PARTI QUEBECOIS
AND SOCIAL CREDIT, parties).

©

If Quebec beZame an independent nation, what do you think would
be the effect on economic conditions in Quebec: would they become
much:better, slightly better, stay the same, bkcome slightly worse,

VoAt

or much worse?

Much better Slightly better The same
Slightly worse Much worse Qualified answer (that
depends) Don't know

If Quebec became 1ndependent do ydu think that in the long run,

English Canadians would have hetter chances of §ett1ng ahead at

work, the same chances as now, or less chances?

‘o
Better Same Less Qualified answer (that

depends) Don't know ) . -
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3-77

3-78

3-79

4-19A

4-20
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When you think of all the conséquences independencegfould have,
u

does it worry you or not? (IF YES) Does it worry ydu a lot,

"somewhat, or just a little?

Worries me a lot Worries me somewhat Worries me
only a little No, does not~worry me . Don't
know

]

Are you single, married, widowed, separated or divorced?
Single. Married Widowed Separated

Divorced

S

In terms of your work, in which of those categories wouid you
place yourself:

A man with g jJob A woman with a fullltiﬁe Job

A housewife (without a full time outside job) A woman

with a part-time job A student A person unable
,,L

to work An unemployed person A retired (OR)

voluntary inactive person

-
vy

IF 'A MAN WITH A JOB' OR A 'WOMAN WITH A FULL-TIME JOQ“ to

Question 3-79: /
What exactly is the main kind of work you do? (HAVE THE RES-

/

PONDENT SP;ZIFY THE EXACT DETAILS OF THE WORK: Eg. IF THE

ANSWER IS MACHINE QPERATOR, ask "ON WHAT KIND OF MACHINE?"

¢

!

/
Using this card (HAND RESPONDENT CARD 6), could you tell me.

in which category you would place your salary or other income



(4-19A)

(4-20)

129

from work, before tax and other deductions? (ASSURE THE RES-

Ay

PONDENT IF NECESSARY THAT HIS ANSWER WILL REMAIN CONFIDENTIAL)
You can give your answer in terms of weekly or annual income,
whichever you prefer.

Gategory

Refused to answer Don't know

IF 'A housewife (without a full time outside job)', 'A woman
with a part-time job', 'A Student', or 'A person unable to work'

to question 3-79;

What exactly is (was) the main kind of work your husband (father)

does (did)? (HAVE THE RESPONDENT SPECIFY THE EXACT DETAILS OF
THE WORK: e.g. IF THE ANSWER IS "MACHINE OPERATOR" ASK "ON WHAT
KIND OF MACHINE?"

IF THE HUSBAND OR FATHER IS DECEASED, CHECK HERE ;___ AND SKIP
TO Q. 4-23). (IF HUSBAND OR FATHER LIVING, ASK): Using this
card (HAND RESPONDNET CARD 6) could you tell me in which cate-
tory you would place your husband's (father's) salary or other
income from work before tax and other deductions? ‘

(ASSURE THE(RESPONDENT IF NECESSARY THﬁT HIS ANSWER WILL REMAIN

CONFIDENTIAL). You can give your answer in terms of weekly or

annual income, whichever you prefer.

Category No.

Refused to answer Don't Know



(4-19A)

(4-20)

4-52

4-54
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v

IF 'An unemployed person' or 'A retired (OR) voluntarily in-
active persan’ to\auestion 3-79: d

Nhat'exac§1y was the main kind of work you did? (HAVE THE
RESPONDENT SPECIFY THE EXACT DETAILS OF THE WORK: eg. IF
THE ANSWER IS “MACHINE OPERATOR" ASK "ON WHAT KIND OF MACH-

INE?" .

Using this card (HAND RESPONQENT CARD 6) could you tell me

in what category you would place your calary, or other income
from work at your last jgb, before tax and other deductions?
(ASURE THE RESPONDENT IF NECESSARY THAT HIS ANS“ER WILL REMAIN
CONFIDENTIAL). You can give your answer in terms of weekly
or annual income, whichever you prefer. Category no

Refused to answer Don't know

tkwtpmny years of study did you complete yourself?

Number of years
(IF LESS THAN 10 years, SKIP T0 Q-4-54 and 4-55).

(IF RESPONDENT HAS 10 YEARS OF SCHOOLING OR MORE, HAND HIM
CARD 7 AND ASK): How far did you go iﬁ your studies?
____High School ____Technical, trade, or vopational
school, (OR) equivalent ____ Commercial school (OR) secre-
tarial school OR equivalent ____Teacher's College (OR)
School of Fine Arts (OR) Conservatorydy ____ CEGEP
___College ____University OR Professional Schools

(SPECIFY FACULTY OR PROFESSIONAL SCHOOL)

Others (Specify)



4-55

4-61

4-62

¥

Did'you graduate from this school, or not?

Yes  __No =

What is your mother tongue?

French English , 'Other (Specify)

"Could you tell me in which year you were born?

Year Refused
\ i
P&"
»
*
?
1 4
AN T i
S A
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