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I\BSTRACT 

The English-speaking minority in Quebec is a privileged 

socio-economic group wîth a whole range of instit~tions separa te from 
"-

those of the ~renGh-speakin9 majority. How are anglophones reacting 

to the Québec inrlependeotist movement? In terms of overt political 

preferences, anglophon~s display a high degrce of unanimity in their 
, 

opposition. However. with respect to a more subtlr dimension such as 

symrat-1-zy for French-Canadian nationalism, English Quebecers display a 

wide.range of variation. Those at upper socio-economic levels are the 
, 

most sympathetic, because of their higher education and greater aware-

ness of the inequalities between French and English, 'lot 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 ,ympathy toward subordinate group nation­

~ alism. The 5tudy provides a detailed examin~tion of the belief SY5-' 
II) 

'. 

tem of a dominant minority in a context of ethnie stratification. 
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~ESUME \ 
\ 

\ 
\ 

La minorité anglophone au Québec constitu, un groupe priv-

ilégié avec ur) réseau distinct d'institutions. Oue1 ~e pst la réaction 
\ 
\ 

des ang'\.Dphones au mouvement indépendantis"te fjuébncoi~? Pour ce }~ui 

es t de 1 eu rs préf érenees po 1 it i ques man if es tes, 1 es -an~ ophones s~n t 
opposés ~ "indr>pendance du QuébeG presfju'à "unanimitp.\ Pourtant, 

en ce qui concerne la dimension plus subtile de l' intens~é des \ 
. , 

sympathies envers le nationalisme québécois. il ressort-qu~ les 

ments de la communaut~ anglophone sont des plus divers,ifiés\ 

parmi les indivJdus appartenant aux couches sociales supërievres qu 

1 e nat i ona 1 i sme qUibéeOi s jou lt de 1 a plus grànde favoeur. c~ pMn 

omène s'exp 1 i que par des f ae teu rs d' éduea t ion et de eonse i ene~ dei 

in~galités entre francophor.:s et anglophones, et non par l'hy~ott/èse 
que les classes supérieures se sentiraient moins menacées. No~s 

\. discutons d'autres bases structurelles aux sympathies, et nous avan-... 
çons quelques proposltions théoriques concernant les variations des .. 

~. 

sympathies des groupes domina'nts envers les mouvements nati,onalistes 

des groupes dominés. La th!se est une étude approfpndie du système 

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

tion ethnique. 
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CHAPTFR I 

l NTRO!'UCIT 1 ON 

In, the past decade many structural change~ have swept through 

Qu~bec society.l Along with these changes have come snowballing a 

renaissance of French-Canadian culture, il resurgent nationalism, and 

a separatist movement théft is stronger than it has ever been. All 

of the se transformations have affected the traditional position of the 

Eng1ish-speaking population of Québec; that of il dominant minority 
\ 

whose members, 1ike the early Protestants, are "in the world, but not 

of dtll. How are anglophones reacting to the current nationalist and 

separatist movement, which, determined to break dOWM the many long­

standing patterns of English domination, often takes on as targets 

many English-language institutions? 
1 

The abject of this thesis is to systematically investigate the 

reactions of English-speaking Quebecers by analyzing responses of a 

representative sample of the ~ntire non-French-Canadian pcipulation of 

Quebec. In more general socio10gical terms, the goal is to examine 

the reactions of members of a dominant group in a segmented society ta 

a nat i ona 1 i s t movement of the dom; na ted group. It ; s hoped tha't the 

analysis 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-Spanish-speaking Americans, Southern English , 

,J 
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Brftor)s" Protestant lJl'Stermen, no~-Breton rrenchmen, non-Basque Span­

°iards, and othpr dominant qroups inethnically stratifi.eq industrjal 

societies. 
'-. 

1\. THE SETIING 

2 

,Let us beqin with a look at the pat;ticular·{"l r']'i7X'()up'rH'r;na 1 in 

which French-Enqlish rplatiohs takp ~lacp~ Without going into any great 
"1 

detail here, several sociological features of Qupbec society stand out 

in importance: 
L 

a) 

ft 

1 
perhaps the most important featllre of thp (lthmc stratificatio'n 

system in Quehec is the wide range of 1"rr!/A1,11! Î(';' between francophones 

and anglophones.: Anglophones are quitC' s trongly overrepresented ; n the 

middle and upper class levels. The higher the incorne ~~, the great­

er.9is the proportion of its occupants who arce Enqlish speakirig. Frell'Ch 

Canadians, who comprise 80 percent of Quebec's porulation, 'h-ord a near 

,monopoly Dver working class jobs. English Canadians, on the other band, 
. 

hold the overwhelming majority of upper managerial and executive jobs, 

esrecially i~ the priv~te sector. in large firms, and "in Montreal. 

another important àspect of Frénch-Engl ish relations in Quebe'c 
'" 

; s the overwhelmi ng degree of se,gmentation between the", two groups. Most 

anglophones live in areas'where anglophones form thê majority. Most 

institutions in which anglophones participate are dominated by ang10-
.. 'li 

r ,,/f. 

With the ~ignificant_ exçepti6n phones, with the exception of poli tics. 

of the work world, most institutions are paraZlel and non-overlapping. 

Perhaps the ~est examp1e of this is the educational system~ which con-

sists of essentially two autonomous systems, French and English, each 
, 

giving instruction from kindergarten to«the postgraduate leve1 . 

• 

" 

'f. 

, 

• 
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c) another key feature that cannot be ignored 1s the set of wide-

spread social changes that i5 often labelled the "Quiet Revolution" , . 
beginning roughly ;h 196b .. It is against the baclo:drop of these many 

chanqes~ that the independentist movement has qrown strong, and that 
/" - . 
the English-spcoking minority has had to coll its traditional position . , 
into·,qtJestion. 

B. ~1ATERIALS 

1 

Sirce we will begin referring to it. in t~he next sect)on. let 

us mentio~ here'that the main body of data examinpd in this study is 

part: of a sample survey of the adU'lt Quebec population carried'out in . 
.. 
Q 

, 1 ate 1970 and early 1971. 
'. 

The su.rvey was ca rr; e\J out under the di rec-

tion of Maurice Pinard; the fieldwork was do ne by the Centre de S~ndage 
. " , 

of the UniVersity of Montréal. From this set of interviews was taken 

" a subset of 346 structured interviews which serve as the ~sic body 
", 

of dat'a analyzed in this study. This subset con.sists> of a11 those res-

pondents in the sample who answered the English-language que~tionnaire.4 
, 

(The few French Canadians who answered the Ënglisn-language-questionnaire , 

have been omitted). 

C 1 THE Soc 1 OLOG 1 CAL "PROBLEM" 

Let us begin by notHlg that only a very ,few angl.ophones voted for 
11,.,., 

the Parti Québécois in the 1970 ~.rovfn!'ial election (the first in which 
n ' 

~ . 
it appeared), while OVer a fourth, of the francophones did 50. Of those 

~ ~ - "'qt 

wno answered the fnglish-language questionnaire, 92% indicated they 
~ 1 .. '1 • 

were ùpposed to the si)~parati-en"':~ôf QuebeF .. ~.rom th!' rè,st of Canada; 6% 
(' .-

~ ,,-
~" --~ {} 

.,., 
l _v 

.~ ~ 

,i,-
t0'j 0' .. 1\ 

1 \ 
(, 

, -

, 
.,-

o • 



• 

• 

4 .... 

were undec i ded, and 2~; \tlere in favour of it. Amonq francophones on 

the other hanrl, only 74~ were opposed, 9% wer~ undrcided, and 16% were 
( 

in favour. !'Jith respect to a new "sollveraineté-ac;sociation" arrange-

ment between Ou~bec and the rest of Canada, analophone opposition was 

only slightly lf'sS unànimous. In response to the qupstlOn "It has 
\ 

been suggested that Ôuebec become an indeppndent \fluntry pol itically, 
( 

while retaininq economic .links with Canada. Are Vou personally for 

or ,against political independence with economic association with Canada?", 

79% of the Enqlish respondent~ were against,17~ undecided, and 4% w~re 

in f/~or of this proposal. In -contrast, nparly 30~/ of francophondt:. 
'" .-

"::/SUCh a rearrang~~enL ,.:~:: . 

What a11 of this means is that both in the;r political benavior 

and in their political attitudes, most English Quebecers are quite 

strongly opposed to the independentist movement. This has been con-

firmed by 

Roma li s's 

the only previous empirical "st'udy of the topic, namely 
. t 

work on the attit~es of t~ .Montreal Jewish community.6 

Given this near-un~nimous opposition, a puzzling fact is that 

it has not been translated into any kind of countep-mDvemen~. To 

appreciate what things could be like, let us lOûk briefly at newspaper 

accounts of the reactions of two other (~minant groups in linguisti­

cally segmented societies. Both of the following incidents-took place 

on the samc da!! recently. 

"FLEMISII, rRENCH CLASH" 
VILVOORDE, Belgium (AP)--Twenty thousand Flem;ngs rallied 
here yesterday to protest whar they claim is an increase in 
French-speaking influence i~- Belgium. 

A counter-"'demonstratiorl by 150 French-speaki nq mil i tants 
(French speakers are the dominant gJroup in Belgium; L.L.) 
resulted in an exchange of abusive linguage-~in Flemish and 
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.. 

French. 
It was the biqgest'demonstration for two ye~rs in the 

long conflict between the Flemish and the Frpnch communities 
ln 8elgium ... 

(The Montreal ~~tar, Oet ()bE'r 1(" 1972) 

"RIOTS OVER ROAD SIGNS: 15,000 PROTEST IN AUSTRIA" , 
VIENNA--Fifteen thousand persons demonstrated against the 
government in Southern Austria yesterday after several nights 
of rioting in one of the nation's most serious d'omestic 
crises in recent years. L 

The demons trators,- mos t of thef1l r','y»rr")IZ-nro;k7'n(j (emphas i s 
added. German speakers are the dominant qroup in Austria 
L.L.) rightlsts, oppose a recent decision by the regime of 
Chancellor Bruno KTeisky and thr provincial qovprnment of 
Carlnthia ta provide dual-language road ~iqns in arras with 
sizeable Slovene populations--as required by the 1955 treaty 
gr?nting 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 mOt'ning they are t> 

replaced by road crews. Acting under strict central controls 
designed ta avoid greater violence, police h~ve made no arrestr 
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 rema;n 

5 

with Austria.rather than Yugoslavia after the First World war~ 
aides ta 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-~eaki~g 

population of southernCarinthia in 1961 was about 75,000. This means 

that 20 percent of the dominant group population was out protesting! 

These kinds of collective behavior episodes sugg-est, that we 

have to explain whYothe case of Engllsh Quebecers is different. Given 

the inequalities, the seg~entation, the rapid social change, and the , 

near-unanimous opposition of anglophones, why is there less overt con-

fl;ct between francophones and anglophones than is the case in other 

,''''' 
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" intergroup arenas? Ho\\! can we exp1ain the abc;encp of any "radical­

right" style formations? Why are there no p q'Givi11ents of hard-hat 

demonstrations, no counterpart to the Rev. Paislpy, no Flrst of July 

marches headinfj east down Ste. Catherine Street c;inqing "0 Canada" in 

6 

English, no more diffusE' and general variants of th~ Jewish Defense 

League? These al-e the kind of socio10gica1 Cluestions that the problem 

suqgests. (To raise these'quest50ns does not imply, of course~ that 

. \ one wlshes there 7,1(-1'8 such movements). 

These questions have no simple answer, ann it ;s unlikely that 

there is any monocausal explanat~on .that could account for the differ­

ences observed. Nonetheless, on1y one possible explanation will be 

s ugqes ted here. Th; s concerns the dp(!Y'I'P of l p!JI '1 il1/(1(:':) OY' Ilympùthy 

that anglophones accord Qu'êbécois nationalism. Could it be that the 

level of French-English conflict is relatively 10w partly because ang10-

~hones agree ~ith many nationalist demands? The main obj~ct, of this 

thesis will be to examine this dpgrrf~ of sympnihy that aJ:lglophone . , 

Quebecers feel for Québécois nationalism, ~nd to 10cate Sorne ~f the 

ways in which such feelings are determined by the structure of Quebec 

society. 

As Schermerhorn has noted, a low level of ,intergroup conflict 

can be due to both groups agrceing on the degree of legitimacy of 

the dominant group's dominant status, be it high or 10w. 6 Thus the 

" 

10w éonflict characterizing many caste-stra'tified agricultural s.~çjeties 

over lang periods may be due in part to bqth the rulers and the ~~led 
• ! -.... 

agreeing that the setup is a just or "natlita1" one .. Similarly, if both 

.. 
..fI' • 

! 

(, 
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groups belif've that the power of the dOnllni1nt QrC1UI1 iSJ!Wly papOu 1('[/­

ùùllaLr', then the level of conflict will also be rf'latively 10'11. This 

latter situation might apply to the Quebec case. 

Coser has pointed out that " ... leqitlmary is a crucial inter-
- ~ 

vening variable \'Iithout which it is inlpos<;;hle to prf>dict whether 

feelings of hostillty arising out of an unequal rli<;tribution of 

privileges and rights actually lead to eonfl iet. 117 

Phrasina this differently, le~itimacy is one lntervening varia-

b 1 e, among others, between the PXÙ' t CH('I' of i nequa 1 i t i es between groups, 

on the one hand, and the expres sion of confl i ct Oll the other. 

To predict the occurence of ethnie confliet, it is important 

to take into account the question of leqitimaey. This is not to say. 

however, that knowledge of the degree of legitimacy is sufficient 

for pl'edicting confl ict, but simply that it improves the accuracy of 

the prediction. In other words, most theorists would agree that the 

existence of inequalities between two groups in an intergroup arena will 

a~l to t~e probability of conflict bet~een them, however high Or low 

thi s probabil ity ;s for othrl" reasons. If, the subordi nate group sees 

the dominant groupl~ power as illegitimate and the dominant groupndoes 

not, the probability of conflict is increased furthel". 

Emp}rical research on legitimacy is a relatively underdeveloped 

area in the study of ethnie relations. Thus~ this study will take as 

its principal dcpendcnt variàble this de.gree of legitimacy or sympathy 

which is a crucial intct'vpning variable in an overall ftamework seeking 

to explain intergroup tonflict. ~The study will not deal with the 
\} 

1 inks 5etween legitimacy or sympathy and '-the actual occurence or inten- . 
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sitj{ of conflict, nor 1'1 il l it deal with any (fJ:n' pos<;ible factors that 

contribute ta ethnlc conflict. 
1 " 

Al thouqh ~ principal jT1otivation and irnpetll<; for this study i~ 
1 

to examine systematically the reactions of English Quebecers to the 

rapid social chnnqe of the .last decadE', this t,hesi<; is Ilot, rY"lmoX'ny ., , 

a study of 50c1al chanqe b1cause 

only one point in time~ dather. 

for the n~st part we present data on 

the study offers 0 snapshp.t view of 
, .~ 

, . :.-.' 
the bellef system of a d9'minant group in a srgll1entrd society at one 

point ln recent history.' o 

D. rI BRIEF OUTLINE 

The following is a short guide to the organization of the 

study. 

Presently, this introductory chapter will conclude wlth the 

construction and validation of an index of sympathy for Qu~b~cois nation-

alism. 
\-

In chapter two, we examine how class and class-related struc-

tural features of the stl'atification system determine the distribution 

of feelings of sympathy throughout the anglophone community in Quebec. 
,1 

Chapter three argues that one of the main conditions nnder . 
'" which dominant groups feel threatened is in periods of rapid Rocial 

il 
chœzgc suchuas the last decade or so in Queb~c. The chapter goes ?n 

to examine the distribution of feelings of threat anIDng English Que­

becers, and specifies how these feelings influence the expression of 

sYll!pathy. 
, . . 

Chapter four is devoted ta :an examlnatlon of the effects of 

---~-

~ 

. \ 
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lingulstlV::, !/",'''lnt1.f';' and intergroup contacts on the distribution 

of feelings of threl1t ilnd feelings of sympathv. 

Notice that charters two. threr. and fout' Pilch look at the im-

pact, direct or indirect. of one of the principill structural features 

of Quebec soc;rty mentloned earl ier: chaptrr t\</o cover.:; the ;'ssue of 

inequalities~ chapter threE' deals with the cOl1seqlJPnces of rapid social 

chànge; and chaptrt' four discussrs the iplpact of srqllrrntûtion. 

It might a1so be noted that chapter three envers what Smelser, 

in hlS value'~added schrme,E' refers to' as t:.',J\';WL 1re tapie matter of 

Finally, chapter five deals wilh the WJys il1 which feelings of 
• 

symrathy and feelings of threat vary by OJf'. This is an important var-

iable ta consider in understandlng the social basis of many social move-

ments, and this particu1a~ case is no exception. Hence, theoretically 

speak i ng, thi s chapter winds up our und ers tanding of the atructural 
, 

sOUJ'('c.'~ uf :sympa thy . 

E,AN INDEX OF SYMPATHY 

Now we are ready to bui1d an index of our basic dependent varia-

ble, the degree of favourableness with which English-speaking Quebecers 

perceive French Canadian demands. The fol1owing questions were included 

in our index: 

Q2-36: When you th; nk of a 11 the demélnds of French Canad­
ians in the last ten years, how many do you feel are justified: 
almost all, a good number, a few t 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, 

-
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as important, or less important than it sho~ld be? 

Q2-19: If you think of the p'f'J,7f'1!w <iI T','/ 1/(·7i r(mrtdimz:;~ 
would yOIJ Sdy thilt thr rrench Can<ldianc; them<;(>lV(~s ilre mainly 
ta blame. that other' groups are to blaflle, that the hlame 
should be sharerl, or that no gl'OUp is realh to blarne? 

10 

The advantage of using an lndex such as this is that it provides 

a more reliable and uniform measure of sympathy than vlOuld be provided 

by responses to any single question takpn DY itsel f. Responses to the 

above t~ree questions were summed to give a score on the index. Next, 
'-

the sample was divided into 3 groups as fol10ws:'l 

Low (Unfavourabl€') - 23. ri 
Medium (!ndifferent)- 36.n 

H;gh (Sympathetic) -~1J 

(N • 629) 100.0t: 

We should mention at this point that mlssing data have been 

excluded before percentaging in all of th~ tables preseRted, un1ess 
. " 

otherwise indicated. Also, a weighting'factor has been applied to the 

data to ensure representativ~~ss. Since only the "weighted" number 

of cases will be reported throughout the analysis, special caution 

should be taken in interpreting conclusions based on small sub-samples. 

It is important ta note that the labels attached to the cate­

gories above are, abave a1l, labels. Hence the 40% of the sample who 

are "sympathetic" to Qu~bécois demands are. so malnly in a relative 
~ 

sense, that ts, relative to the others w~o are less 50: Slmilar1y, the 
1 

24% who are "unfavourab le" ta French Ca~adi an dernands do not cbns titute 

a discrete subset of the sample in any absolute sense of the term 

"unfavourable". Rather, those we have labelled sympathetic shou1d be 

" 
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thought of as "th!' 1lI0st lInfavourable 24"'" of thE' snmple~ and the "indifer­

ents lt should n(l'(~be thollqht of as uncommitted in .i1ny sense other than 

that of fallinq between the two ('xtrel1,p',r,.~,tl 

F, VAL 1 D ITY OF ~E htt~EX 

Before proceeding, we ought to ensure thilt the lndex just con-

structed is indeed a go ad measure of what i t is intended to measure. 

This is especially important since this Jldegree of favourableness" will 

be our principal dependent variable through this thesis. Three criteria 

of' validity can be applied 1
(': al1 of tflem sug~)e<;t that the use o( this 

index lS fully justified. 

First of all, the three component question" are pertinent; all 

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

,ty). Q2-36 asks )~f this in straightforward fashion. Q2-38, pertaining -. 
ta the power of French Canadians in the federal government, touches 

upan a critical issue. Francophones have always b~n.underrepresented 
in the federal civil service, and severely sa at the upper 1evels. In 

1970, when the survey was underta~en, the government headed by Pierre 
1 

El1 iott Trudeau had been in power for over two years. In addition to 

beinq led by a French-Canadian, this administration had several French • 
Canadians occupying key Cabinet posts. Furthermor~, this affirmation 

of a francophone presence in the federa1 qovernment 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 important fea­

ture of a sympathetic attitude towards French Canadian grievances would 

>, 

() 
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be the view that French Canad;ans tbemselves are not mainly to be blame~ 
for their problems, and that conversely, the view that French Canadians 

cl 

themseZves are mainly to blame for the;r problems would in a sense be a 

key mar~ of an unfavourable attitude. 

By a second criterion, the index ;s internally consistent. 

(Internal Validity). This can be seen in two ways. Ta begin, the three 

questioos included in the index are interrelated. 11 Furthermore, each 

of the three items makes a clear contribution ta the index. For example, 
"t let us compare extremes on each of the questions. Of those who answer 

that "a11 or most" French
Q 

Canadian demands are justified, 83 per cent 

score high ("sympatheticll) 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 ~ent of those who place the blame elsewhere are sympathetic. Fin­

ally, of those who answer that French Canadians ha~e more power than 

they should have·in Ottawa, 5 per cent are sympathetic; while 93 percent 

of those who judge French Canadians as having less power th an they 

should have are sympathetic. ' 

A third criterion we can apply ;5 that of external validity. 

Is the index a predictor of responses to other items, not included in 

the index, but which are related to the phenomenon the index purports 
• 

tomeasure? This 1s indeed the case, as Table 1.1A/ndiœtes: 

( , 

Î 
/ 

/ 1 
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lABLE 1.1 - SYMPATHY J BY SELECTED RFLATED ITEMS 

~-------- --------- - ---

A. (Q2-j3) Do you think French Canildi,lns shollld try and 
maintain thon' ways of livlng, or thdt thf'y c;hould 
try ta becon~ more li~e the other Canadians? ~' 

~ympathetic 

Maintain their way~ of living 
Both 
Qualffied answrr 
Become more like other Canadians 

. 
• f 

B. (Q2-35) Which would you say is the most importa-nt for 
a people to maintaln: its language ilnd culture or 

'its standard of living? 

lts language and culture 
Both 
lts standard of living 

C. (Q2-76) Ta 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, 

5f\ 

? ) 
." 

58 

34 

or in no danger of disappear~ng? ~ 

In great danger 54 
Qualifi~d answer 46 
In a little danger 45 
No danger "36 

D. (Ql-61) When you havé to speak French at work o~ in 
pub1ic places, how often do you find you get embarassed 
because you have difficulties--often, sometimes, rarely, 
or almost never? 

Often / 
Sometimel 
Rare ly / 
Aimost/never 
Ne,ver /has to speak French 

( r 

'E. (Ql-~8) In genera 1, how woul d you describe your attitude 
toward French Canadians: as rather cool, indifferent, 
fairly favourable, or very favourable? 

~ 

Very favouraBl e 
Fairly favourable 
Qualified answer . 

'" ~ Indi fferent or rather cool 

54 
51 
39 
'35 
26 

13 

N 

(222 ) 
( 1J ;: ) 

(55) 
(223) 

(57) 
J (219) 

( 308) 

( 306) 
(199) 

<1 (42) 
. (68) 

-----------------------------------------------------------------

. " 

-
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We.woulrl expect that' be1ief in the lpgitim~cy of Québécois . -

14 

> 

demands wau1rl Vilt'y directly with awarenesc; and recoqnihon of t~e value 

of the French lanquage and Qu~bécois culture; this is conf\rmed by the 

36 percentage-point difference in favourab1eness hetween extremes on the 

fi rst question. 

Simllarly, one would expect, (', tn'7'[, l'np/ha', that favourableness 

would be related ta an awareness and appreclation of the imp?rtance of 

cultural matter~ as opposed to strictly economic questions; this i~ borne 

out by the range of responses to the second question, in panel B. 

. " ]he third question concerns the degree ta which French canadi~n 

culture is per.ceived ta be -threatened. Onp would expect that, the more 
..., 

sympathetic anglophones are to French Canadian dpmands, the more 1ikely 

they wou1d be to share Québ~coi~ nationalists' concern about cultural 

survlval. This is indeed the case, as the third panel in Table 1.1 indi-
f u 

cates. 

A more subtle"pO"int is touched upon by the next question. One 

" mi ght expect that, i rrespecti ve of a person' s fl uency in the French 

lan~uage. or the frequency with which he uses it, as favourablenes~ 
'j 

increased, 50 wou'ld the degree of embaras5ment felt 1Jhen difficuUie,s 

occuY'ed. The fourth panel shows that favourab 1 enes s ; s i ndeed ftrongly 

re1ated to embarassment over having problems communicating in Frencn. 

Fina1ly, the external validation'of o~r index concl~des with a 

simpler but elemental item. It was expected that favourableness ta 
, J 

French Canadian demands, as measured by the index, 'would vary directly 

" with respandents' self-reported attitudes toward Frênch Canadians. This 
~ 0 

is true, as panel E in Table 1. l indicates • 

.. 
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We might note here formally that the terms "favourab leness'\ 

"degree of 1 egitimacy". and "sympathy", are meant ta refer to the 

same index of the basic dependent variable, and will be used inter-

cha nlgèab l y . 

NOvi that our d'ependent variable ;s wel1-defined. we can turn 

to an examination of its distribution in the social structure of 

Quebec. Th; s w.i 11 be the topi c of the next cha pter. 

/ ~" 
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FOOTNOTES ~ 

"-
l'rh€' exrr0r.r.:ion 1;' usrd hy R. {\. ;,dlf't'lD,'rll"lJl, Cnmparative 

Ethnic Relatiollfl: Il Framework for Theory a~E:!'tlrch, rIew York: 
Ranriom Hous'.?, ~ 'y{n. 

~'/'.----. . " 
Forr fllrtlH'r deUlllr. on thesf...' ITlf'q1J!11 Ltl('[;, SC'f' for çxn.mnle 

John Porter, 111(' Vcrtlcal r,losajr', 1'orrnl,n;_.;,'l f1nî'J. ne T0ronto PtP~ip.) 
19G5; f!hp.ilnl"h llor!nn:, Milner and Henry rïlll npy, ~ L>ecl~loniza~~h' 
of Quebee, Tornr'lf L): rkC]"l1anù Emn St"wnrt-, ln,!?: ];0}lort Çlf Ul'A ...... 
Roval \~onllni:1:;:inn on BiJinl~llrJ.li[1rn n.n<1 Bi,'llli llralil'lll, vol. 3. Ottawa: 
Qu~en' fl l'rinter, 1069. ;30me datn. are pn",en !, .. (] Fl /\p}lr\Il<1ix B. 

Il 
~For RIl 0v p rvipt-l, sce ;~dw<lrd M. Cnl'hf,t t, I.JI1,·hf'(' ('nnfl'onts 

Cana<la, PaJtlDl,'r": Jc'\hns 110pkim;, 19()i; ~)1l"1Inl"'!1 I!f'd/;itIS 1·111n(>1' 
and lll'fîl'Y Ml1n"'r, 'l'he Decolonlz,3,tion or ,'uel)Pc, ~(1r()llt.,): McCleJ land 
& Stcwnrt., j 9'r 3; Richard ,Joncs, Commun j L/'1-n Ct'1!,i G, 'T'1>roflto: Mi.)CJ ell and 
ano :~t{'wn.rt', ]')'f:'; Mauri.ccl' Pinn.rd, ";,qslI'at j ::,JI-;-);;()IJ~.'l)"c: fi.' Hesc'u.rch 
Denign", mimco, Dcpa'rtmen~t of Sociology, M('GJ~l l'r,i Vf'l i!~ty, 1968: 

\~olC'm8n' )1omalis, "'The attitudes of the }.lolllr;'al .Tcwish Commun-, 
ity tow:1rd French C!1nrlflÎFm nationalism and sepfll'nt i;;m", M.A. thesis, 
McGill Univprslty, 1961. 

A • •• • '. • 
The samp1!' dfls1gn 18 d~scusGed ln Appencllx 1\, and th~ relevant 

parts of the questionnaire are ,to be found in Appendix C. 

e. 
Schermerhorn~ op. cit., p. 70. 

7 See Lewis Coser, 'l'he Functions of Social Conf1:lct. New York: 
"Free' Press, 1956, p. 37, as cited 'by Schermerhorn, op. cit., p. 69. 

BSee Neil J. Smelser, 'l'heory of Collective Behavior, New York: 
Fr eE' ,Pre~ s, 1962 :' 

{lThe index was constructed by first recOding re'sponses te,\ the 
three questions in the ~o11owing way: 

Q2-3(): Which dCl1lands' ,justiTied? 

• "only very few" or "none lit ,-aIl"" 
!la. fcw!l "-

"qual i fiei! answcr 
"a. p;oo'd nUmber ll 

"almost 0.11" or "0.11 of th~m" 
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Q2-38: Pos{t.iml cf French Canadians in Odn.wa 

" '1_ ' t' t l l " marC' l\I'qJorLnnt t,lI~tTl l GhQu1 ( H' ". ,," . as "lmrnrtnllt <Ir quaI, f, f.~ [11\<:;\,1"')' 

"less import.ant than it shouJd bF:''' .. 
Q2- 39: BIarnE' for French C'anadi::m prob \~m" 

~,> 

"French r.rmndirms mn.lnly to bJmnf'" 
"no grollp ta oJomc" or "the bl'lme 

'ShOl~d be shared" pr '1ualifie rl 

anc"lf~ r 
" th . h" o er p;:;oups maInly to lame 

1 
1 
5 

3 

17 

" 

The index sC('lr~ 1'8 then simply the sum of the codes of the three 4ues­
tions. 1'he ran~c of possib] é scores on t.he index i s from 3 ta 15. 
The trichotomi za t 1 on WflS done aS. fa] l<"w:-;: ., o 

- Unfav.ourable 
Indi ffe:t"W'llt 
Sympath~~ic 

Cases ~:th ~is~j~~ data 
completely. 

index positions 3 to 7 
" " 8, 9 
" " 10 ta 15 

for any of the three index items were omitted 

tl 

\ 

~ 'f<..:.€ ~ 
1°'These criteria, as weIl as the ensuinr, discudüon, were stimul .. 

atcd' by Gary T. Marx, Protest and Prejudice, New York: Harper' T.i5rch~ 
books, 1969, revised ed., p. 45. ~~ , 

~ ... 
o 

, ' ~ IlThe interrelations of t~e items which were '~ombined to form the 
Index of, favou ableness are glven in the fOllowing, table. The entries 
are gammas. 

Demands Justified7 

Position ôf French 
Canadians ln OttaVa 

.... 
'<!J. 

Position of French 
Canadians in!~tt~a 

\ 

.14 
~ 

r 
, ," 

fi' '" 

Blarne for French 
Canadian" problems 

; 

·30 

.30 

" , 
.. ~. pl. 

\ 
..... ' J 

\ 
\ 

" 
~ 

.J. 

\. 

, 
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CHI\PTER 2 

SOME STRL'CTUP'AL SOliRCES OF Syr'1PATHY . 
, . 

'yJe have just seen that among Engl i'sh-speaking Carvaaians, there 

are wide differrnces in the degree of sympathy tm'iard French Canadian 

dernands. In thl s chapter we will l oca te some of the structura 1 sources 

of favourableness toward francophnnes in the context of the class 
; . 

structure of contemporary Quebec society, ~JJ order, we will focus 'on 
11' 

a) the ethnie stratification system' b) certain <;tatus-~'Mconsistencies 

and ç} other grievances, such as the experience of unem~toymént. 

A, SYMPATHY AND ~E STRATIFICATION SYSTEM 

. , 
A recent observer of the Canadian scene has noted that there 

has been a his~orical tendency for most published studies of French­

English relations ta emphasize ethnie differences while'overlooking 
~ 

the class differenees within French-Canadian soeiety.l The extent to 

- which this has indeed been Îhe ease is not what eoncerns us here. The 

~point is broug~t up in order to add the following to it: elass differ-
• 

< 

ences among anglophones in Quebee have been similarly ignored, nQt the 

least by franeophone intellectuals~ though for understandable reasons. 

The pas t hegemony of anglophones oliJer the uppm' l eve l s ,of the eeonomy 

has been so ~isible tlÎat it has in a sense blurred from view the pre,s-

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

. 18 '\ 
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ran!if' of occupations in which English C~nadians Ciln be found in Quebec 

is roughly idf'ntical to that anywhere e150 in Canada. The ~:hap(' of the 

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

however. ~Iorki nq- cl ass ang1oph-ones arp underrrrresented in the prov-

ince's working rlass, and they are a150, of COl/rsp, ft smallE'r proportion 
,~ . ~ ~ 

of"the En'gliqh-speakinq community than éH'f' anglornone \;orkrrs in 
\ , 

prov i nce~. (Sec Appcndi x [3). 
, 
\ 

er 

Given this c1ass structure, how does one's locadon WitfH it 
infl uence one' s attitude toward francophone dpl11andc;? As ~an h\}, seen 

\ r 
from Table 2. l, favourab l eness i s s tronges t at the Url'C" l ~ve l s of 

the stralif~cation system, whether the measure of socio-eco~omic status 

, is education, income, occupation, or occupational prestige. 

B, h'HY NOT THE LEss PRIVILEGED? 

~hy ;s it that sympathy 15 strongest ;n the upper parts of the 

social structure? After a11, there are theor~t;cal and intuitive rea-
, . 

sons to 'èxpect workers to be the most sympathetic occupational group 
" 

instead of the least. ~ not the Ouebec independentist movement left­

;st ta· sorne extent, or at least left,of center? Would not the anglo­

phone working c1ass stand ta gain just as much as the francophone work-
" 

1ng class from the kind of social reforrns advocated by the Parti Ou~b~-

cois, for exarnple? 15 it not the workers who, unlike the more affluent 

sectot;.s of the English. cOl11munHy, have little to lose by supporting the 

kind of social change envisaged by leftists and separatist groups? Are 
It. 

not on-the-job as well as off-the-job contacts between English aAd 

French Canadians much more frequent at the lower socio-economic levels? 
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TABlE 2,3 , 
SYt.IPATHY" BY VI'HIOUS STRAllFI~CI\TlON VARIABLES , . 

(ra Sympathetic) 

EDUCATION: 

INCOME: 

l - 7 yrs 
8 - 11 yrs 
12 or more /' 

Be10w $6,000 
$6K to $11 K 
Above $l1K 

OCCUPATION: 
Prof., Mgrs., and Technical 
Sales and Clerical 
Blue-Co11ar 

'ÇCCUPATIONAl fRESTIGE: b 

~ \ Law \, ~ , \ 

MedilIIm 
~i9h \\ 

, ,. 

30a 

31 
49 

36 
33 
50 

45 
36 
34 

36 
41 
44 

(80) 
(228) 
(321 ) 

("138 ) 
(217) 
( 167) 

(297) . 
(119 ) 
(199 ) 

(151 ) 
(223) 
(223) 

a '17,' 
l\ead: "Of the 80 respondents wi th from one to seven yea.rs of 

education, '30% are sympathetic". 

bLow = 
"",\ 

Duncan Score\s f32 1'7-- --
\ 

Medillln = " " 33 ta 64 \ r 
\ 

High = " " 65 and above \-
\ 
Y, <:P 

For t;>xrunl)les of occupational titJes assir;ned to di fferent score inter­
vals, see Pe~er M. B1au and Otis Dudley Duncan, The American Occupationa1 
Structure (New York: John Wi1ey and SODS), 1967, pp. 122-123. ' 

\ 

.. 
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More qeneraliy, of course~ working class and lower-middle class anglo-

phones have in common with most French Canadian~ their subordinate 

position in Quphpc society. Why lioes all thlS ,;,'1 lead ta sympathy? 

tould it be that the blue-collar and lowPf-white collar groups 

" are more threatened by the prospect of an independent Quebcc, especially 

since their occupational skills are often less transferrable than those 

of the upper-mlddle class? Could it be that even if anglophone workers 

do recognize4 the progressi'e social aspects of the independentist move-

ment, they may still be scared by the natlonal1st a~pects? This whole 

issue of the sources and variablility of perceivpd ethnic and 1,nguis-

tic threats, as w~ll as the impact of thpse feelings of threat on sym-

pathy, is so important in understanding anglophone reactions that it 

wi 11 not be di scussed furt~er here, but wil h be th;. topi c of deta il ed 

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 effects of for~l education. It can be seen from Table 2.1 that 

differences in sympathy are linked more-to differences in education than 
. -

to differences-in any of thi other stratification variables.~ Other . . , 
, , 

studies have suggest~d ,that'~ispositiors found to be closely linked 

to formal education are ofte'n. more specifically. functions of the deg-. . , . , 

ree of i ntellectua 1 or cultural [1C1t',111'r, UC'af {cn. Ul Cross tabul ations of 

sympathy by both education and'independent measures of intellectual 

sop~;stication reveal that intell'ectuàl.sophlstication âoes have an 

.independent effect on sympathy, but that this effect 1s limited, This .. 
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means that therp is something else, besides sophistication, associated 

with educatiunal and class differences among an~lorhnnp~ in Quebec 

which explain differences in syll1pathy among them. Hh.at is this some-

thing else? 

1 suggest that anglophones at' the lower socio-economic levels 

'are less sympathetic to Québécois nationalism becHuse of more specifie 
, 

k;nds of class differences in perceptions of the ethnie stratification 

of Quebec society. Briefly, ~he argument ;5 as follows: 

a) working-c1ass anglophones are mueh 7rrr aware of the wide range of 

inequalitles between French and English-speaking Canadians 

b) they hav~ much mor~ egalitarian attitudes towarrl rrench-Canadians 

with respect to the comparative talents and capabilities of the 

two linguistic groups 

c) these factors lead lower-level an~<'\:Jhones to view Québécois nation-

alism as a demand for priviZeges; French Canadians are more likely 

'" to be perce;ved as 'already equal to English Canadians in terms of 

wealth and stâtus. Hence, there ;s little sympathy for those who 

are perce;ved as want;ng more tnan the;r equal share . 

-
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TABLE :?2 

PERCEPTIONS OF tTHNIC STRATlrICI\TION J UY OCCUPATION 

PROF. &. TFCH. 
& ~lGR. 

SI\LES & 
CLERICAL WORKERS 

A. "Wh i ch of these qroups i s 
genera11y the wealthier: 
French Canadians or English 
Canadians?" 
(~ saying English) 

"00 French Canadians or Eng­
lish Canadians hold the most 
important place in the world 
of business and finance in 
Quebec?" 
(% sayin~ Ënglish) 

B. / -111n which of the followinq 
, two groups do you think one 

finds the greatest scientists: 52(273) 
among French Canadians, or 
among English Canadians?" 

(X saying English) 

"Which do you think are in gen-
eral the best doctors: French 24(293), 
Canadian doctors, or English 
Canadian doctors?" 
(% saying English) 

The distribution of responses ta the questions in Table 2.2 

~~tual1y range across four choîces: people could name either the English 
" ," 

" Canadian group or the French Canadian group, or. they could answer that 

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

\.,l. 
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(e.g. "for physical scientists l'd say Enqlish but for soc~al scientists 

l'd say French"). Each pntry in the tahlp je; thr> prrcpntage of respond-

ents g;ving an unambiquous answer of "English Canadians". 

In the first two panels of table 2 ? wr c~n see that even the 

most basic facts about the wel1-researched and documented inequalities 

between English and French Canadians, sa familiar to social scientist;s 

and intellectuals, are not perceived by substantial segments of the 

population. The interesting question of why sa many people did not give 

" the .... correct fl ;lnswer ic; not our concern h~re. Rë\.ther, the finding of 

interest is the (.TORS diJJr'r'r'nr!,' in the likelihood of perceivlng English 

Canadians as the richer and as the business leadprs. 

In the third and fourth panels of the table, the same pattern 

;s revealed. Workers are much less 1ikely than the two white-collar 

graup~ ta say that the best doctors and scientists are English Canadians. 

The fact that the questions ask about the bppt doctors and scientists 

indicates that workers have more ega1itarian attitudes with regard to 

the talents and capabilities of the two groups. 3 The table a1so shows 

that workers are much more likely ta view French Canadians as already 

Oc(!upying important and high-status positions in Quebec society. 

Now we are ready to discuss how these factors influence sym-

pathy. keeping in mind that ather education-linked factors (such as 

intellectual sophisticaion, as seen earlier) are operative at the 

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

, 
\ 

) 
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EDUCATION 

TABLE 2.3 

SY~lPATHY) EY EDUCATION AND f\r~CF.:rTION OF 
FRENCH-fNGLISH UNEQUALITIES (~ SYMPATHETIC) 

11 yrs 

1? yrs 
& up 

"I~hich 9rouP is the wpalthlC'r: French 
Canadlan<; or [nqlish Canddians?" 

--- ------ --- -- ---- -----------

"French" or "EClUrtl" or 
"Qualified answer" Eng1ish" 

We cari see that perceiving English-Canadians as richer than French 

Canadians does not raise sympathy among the low-education group. Nor 

25 

do the broadening effects of education raise_sympathy unless one also ~ 

sees the Eng1ish as the richer group. In short, hoth a high education'~ 

and a basic awareness of French-English inequa1ities are necessapy con-

ditions for an individua1 ta be highly sympathetic. 

It might be mentioned that the analysis that has just been 

advanced is similar in form to Leon Samsonl~ explanation of the fai1-

ure of socia1ism in the United States, often ment;oned by Lipset. 4 

Samson argued that socialism has never flourished in the United States 

because Americanism is 50 similar to socialism in terms of its value 

J' content. Here 1 have argued that non-French-Canadian workers are least 

sympathetic ta Qu~bécois nationalism because they are more likely to 

perceive French Canadians as be;ng already equal to Engl;sh Canadians . 
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This is perhaps ln part due ta, and reinforcrd bv. the fact that anglo-

phone workers i1re most likrly to· have ft"C'flurnt (lm! ,,{1'I/!-i:tatlln inter-

actions wlth French C~nadians, as wlll be sepn in Chapter 4. 

C. A T HEORY OF fulINANT GROUP SYMPATHY 

The preeeding analysis suggests certain tentative propositions 

that can be applied more generally to other rontpxts of inequalities 

betw~en ethnie, communal, or llnguistir arours. The basic ldea is that 

the level of syrnpathy of dominant groups deppndc, on the petceived cor- , 

relation between class and ethnicity, and that thlS perceived correla­

tion depends in turn on certain slructural features of the ethnie strat-
• 

ification system. 

ant group sympathy \Iii 11 ~6a direct function of the proportion of the 

dominant group that perceives the under-pr'ivileged group as being 50. 

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 likely 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: 

renJ carrela tian between 
class and ethnicity ~ 

rela.tive Slze of the ~ 
two groups 

perceived correlation 
between class and --.. ~ Sympathy 
ethnicity 
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First, the perceived correlation is, of rourse, in pvery case very much 

a funetion of the 1'r07 eorrelrltion':" It i,; a150, however, rlependent on 
" a second important feature of ethnlcally stratifi0d sociêt~es, namely 

the relative Slze of the two groups. This 15 imrnl-tant in the follow-

;~ way:' if thE' relative size of the two groupe; is such that a 1~10'.iOr'1·tU 

of the society' s r ('<~1' are memberc; of the ,1,'''11,: n' t Cjroup. the percei ved 

correlation between elass dnd ethnieity is rpducpo omonq dominant group 

members, hence rpducing sympathy. This ran he SPE'n hy E'xamlring a few 

specifie cases. 

In Quebec, it is elear that a vast /IIi/.I(l~'1·1" of the !)(}('Y' or lower 

elass are members of the .sul'(lpdùlOtp group. This pnsures that the 

perceived correlation between class and ethnicity ie; minimally high, 
\ 

thus raising sympathy. In New Brunswick, in Northprn IrelaAd, 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 1s 

such that in each case a ma,jority of the society's p(iQJ" or lower class 
• 
are members of the dominant ethni c group. Thus, in New Brunswi ck a major-

ity of the poor and of the 10w~r and working classes is English. In 

Ulster, a majority of the paor 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 perce;ved correl- -

ation between class and ethnicity minimally low, thus reducing sympathy 
, 

among dominant group members. 

To be sure, the above is not meant to be a ('()m(1rcJlrllDipc theory 

that accounts for al1 the subtle variations in dominant group reactions 

in contexts of ethnie stratification. The variety of h;stor;cal differ-

l' 
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.. 
fnées is just one factor among others that wauld necessarily impose a 

/high level of abstraction on <;uch a theary. Ratfwr, the intent here i5 
/ 

ta specify 011(' causal path that operates independently of others. Other 

important varlables that hav~ been held constant in this discussion and 

will nat be dealt with further are the severity of the inequalities and 

the degree tu which the perce;ved inequalities are seen as injustices. 

D. STATUS INCONSISTENCIES AND SYl'~PATHY 

~.-'~'\ Itwas seen earlier (Table 2.1) that sympathy for Québécois na-' 

~ionalism is concentrated at the upper levels of the class system, 

regardless of the measure of social privilege used. In order to further 

specify the relative effects of the;e different dimensions of socio­

econamic status, an overall index of soc;al class was constructed by 

combining the variables education, incorne, 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-

tion, incorne, and prestige have an additive effect on sympathy. The 

impact of the composite index 0/' social class can be seen in Table ~.4 . 

, -

". 

.. 
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TABLE 2,tl 
i, ,J 

- 1/7 
SVMPATHY),P BY INDEX OF SOCIAL CLASS 

~ li 

-----------. SOC; ale l as./)'----

LO\~ 
_( 0, 1, 21 3 H_, __ ~l 

High 
liL 

30 33 46, 
/ 

49 % Sympa thet i c 

l-

**(N = 497) 100% { 100°0 (, OO~:) (1001) 
(100) 

" 

.. 

** 

t (134 ) (88) (175 ) 

- -- --- ---

Index COPlposed by cornbining education. incarne, élnd 
prestige as ~ollows: 

occupationaJ 
~ 1 

1 
1 

a) no point.s for a gra'de schopl:' education (1 - 7 Yf>ars); 1 point 
for at 1east sorne high sclfool (8 - Il yrs); lil1<1 ? points for sorne'" 
~ollep'e or above. l, 

b) 0 points for be10w $6,000 
1 point for $6,000 - $10,999 
2 points.for $11,000 or above 

.. 
c) 0 P~1d'::) for Duncan Scores 1 - -,2 

l P nt-for Duncan Scores' 33 - 64 
2 ~nts for Duncan Scores 65 - 96 

Here again, the :r'educed 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. 

1 ' 
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The variation ln syl1lpathy ex~a~ned by the composite index of social 
, ' 

class (49~, - 30°1 =' lq~<) is no greater th~n that rrNlicted by education 

takeA by itself, even though thp independent variable ;5 broken into 

.four categories lnstead of three as in Table ? 1. This suggests that 

the three component~ taken together exert only a 7imitc~ additive effect .\~ 
iJ -

on syrnpathy. Why is thlS? 

• An examination of the joint effect of education and incorne 

reveals t,hat these two di'rnensions do contributeo- additively ta syrnpathy, 
, 

as Table 2.5 sKows. 

, ~ABLE ,... r. 
L .• J 

SYMPATHY J BY INCOME AND EDUCAT~ON 

(~ Sympathetic) 
~ Income ,. 

<$6K $6 ta llK $11 ~ ... a~ 
"" EDUCATION: -----

3°(96) 25(117) 36(44) High School or 1ess _ 

I! 

College and up 5°(4.2) 43(100) 54(123) 

TOTAlS:--

il 

(li 

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

Aver~~gê effect of Incorne :::: .05 (corn par inr; extremes) <~'i_ 
"" "= .11 (~ornparing mid and high incom~s) 

.1'" 

, ,-
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1 

Why then i'S there nb .:tdditve effect when a 11' three di mens ions 

are cembined {\s in the index above? The ?nswfQ.r ;S that this ;5 due te '. 
, _< _ , ,~ , " v ,>4:..-,,/ 

the Ùlt~('iëf'i (J}'h betwE'en educati on and occlJ~ati on, Th; 5 unexpected 
.tl ' 
p 

findi'flg can--08 seen in Table 2.6. 

TJ\BLE 2.6 f' 

A, SVMPATHYJ BY,tÙUCATION AND OCCUPATIONAL PRESTIGE* 
fJ 

, 

''\1' , 
% Sympathetic 

1 --- PREST IGE ---

LOW -MEDIU~1 HIGH --.---

EDUCAT ION: 0 

30 (115) 27(115r 46 (50) 
" 

High Schoo1 or'les5 

------
College and up ,56(36) 56 (108) 43 (173 L 

, 3S " ' 4t .~4 

* Scores trichotomized same as in Table 2.4 

B. SVMPATHY BY EDUCAT_roN AND OCCUPATION 

EDUCATION: 

Prof~, Tech., 
Mgr. 

,., 

~ Sales & Clerical 

Hi gh Sehoo 1 or 
. less 

College & up 

\ . 
6 

.J 

32(280) 

49(317) , 

Total 100% 
(597) 

,11 ~ 

. 
% Sympathètic 

Workers 

• 0 

l, 
. " 

~ ... 

" 
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Among the ïtighll/-p,f:œa J erl qroup, it ; s thosf' Wh<> hav~ lMr'J.:.ù~g-el~ss and 

lOI')-I)!·.~I'f/:r1 johs who nre the most syn1l'ilthetir. !lO\>J can this be ex-

p-lained? 
{ . 

Many studies have focused on the effects of such status inconsis-

tenci~s on liberalism and radicalism. P Other studies have found that 

people with status inconsistencies are disproportionately supporters of 
1 

conservative and right-wing movements. 1 Other rerorteèl consequences 

of status inconsistencies are "preferencE' for extpnc;;ve change of the 
. 

distnbution of power in society".8 incre.i1sed social isolation as well 

as the increased incidence of psychosomatic symptoms.' 

In light of a11 this evidence, it seelils reac;onable to look upon 
1.) l, 

a status inconsistency as no more than a special tvpe"o-f 5-train. The 

~ consequencesi of thi~ strain will depend, how€ver, not only on the nature 

'of the incon"sistency, but also on such conducive factors as determine 

the available .. targets against which resentrnents may be vented, the 

existent protest movements, an~ sa forth. 

oFrom this theoretiéal vantage point, then,' we Might haVoe ~xpect-.... 

ed n rrior'i, that English-speaking Canadians with status-inconsistencies 

woul d be eithcr' m,rre Or' lcss sympathetic toward Québécoi s demands. Why, 

then, are highly-educated workers so muèh more favourable than anybody 

else? 1 suggest that the answer to this lies in the nature of the 

strain this group is experiencing. These highly-educated workers have 
.' 

the same "pl'obb'em" as many Frenc1z C(!nadians: namely, their occupational 

status is incommensurate with their educational attainments. This ., 
\ 

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

ically?l.O We shall now a.ttempt to do sa ;n several ways' .. ~l 

\. 

,; (1 
) 
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One objection te this hypotheslS that cOllld hl" registered 

immediately has ta do wHh the direct ion of (,<lusal i ty. We have posited 

that being highly-educated, and having a wor~ing-class Job, produces a 

• status inconsistency \'/hich in turn increaserl an individual's sympathy 

toward Québécois demands... But eould it nDt he that being high1y edu­
~ 

~ated (i.e. a student at a university) increases one's inte11ectual 

sophistication and awareness, makes one very favourabl~ to Québécois 
J 

demands, and that this in tutn leads one to seek ntlt a \I/orking-class job .. 
as a concrete pxprèsslQ,n of, on.e's sympathy! 

If the group of high1y educated workers ('ontained a disRropor­

tibnate number of young people,l:' for instance, we wÜ'uld have JO give 

this counterhypothesis sorne serious consideration. However",;.as the 
~ ~ 

'~~~argina1s in Table,2.7 indicate, this group is not especia)ly young. 

x" 

TABLE 2.7 
" 

SYMPÀ1l{y INCREASES WI11i AC#.y N1JNG HIGHLy-EnuCATED 

" '" ~ ~IoRKEPS' ONILY 
'':> < __ , r-\ 

ri ) 
", 1·, ~' ~I. ,"\..., .... ' 

" '" '(1~sYfifPatrietic) 
~ , 

AGE 
18 24 "', . 54. ~ 

" 

. 25 34 60.0 
35 - 54 62.5 ('24) 

55 + n(]: 4 (7) 

Furthermore, the yOUI1!] workers are the lcafJt favourable members of this 

group. Hence, these workers with education are not privileged young 

anglophones expressing thei~ sympathy concretely. Why are the young 

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

" , 
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ance ln assessing our status-;nconsistenry hyrothesis? 

As M~lpwsk; has notrd, the' effects of status-inconsistencies 

are greatly deprndent on the deqree to which the lower status-factor 

can or can not be changed; he é1dvances thr fo 11 owi nq hypothes i 5: "if 

hic r,tntlw~ he will tend ta reject thE' system of evaluation which 

justifies his humiliatlons and ta jo;n those who are opposed to that .. 
sys te~ If these others represent a tenrlency townrrls d1anqi ng the 

ex;sting order, the above ind;vidual mpntioned will be particularly 

inclined to actrpt their total program".1" 

34 

1 suggest that the findings of lable 2.7 support this proposi-
\ 

tian. The older a worker gets, the more he perCPlves his chances of 

• gettiRg a better Job as diminished; this in turn /'t:'!l'('ones his sym-
\ 

pathy towards Québécois nationalism. A similar finrlln~ is reported 

with.respect to the effects of age on the relationship between status-

inconsistencies and the;'incidence of psychosomatic symptoms. Jackson 

found that "younger i ncons; s tents, who had s tatus profil es whi ch 

coul d hecome cons i s tent through màbi l i ty, had lOl.1('}' 1 eve 1 s of psycho­

somatic symptoms than older inconsistents with similar profiles." l4 

\ 

50 far we have indirect support, for our status-inconsistency 

hypothesis. Another indirect confirmation is to be found 'if we compare 

the râvourableness of men and women in d-ifferent occupational groups . • 

Several conclusions can be~rawn from Table 2.8. First of all, we 

can note that there is little difference in sympathy between men with 

full-time Jobs in different Qccupational categories, and the non-work~ 

ing wives of men in these same occupations. Secondly, we can note that 
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TABLE 2.8 

/p $VMPATHV} BV SEX} OCCUPATION} AND OCCUPATIONA~ STATUS 

% Sympathetic 

Prof., Tech., Sales_ and 
and Mgr. Cler..ical Workers , i , 

Man with full- 45(123) 36(36) 34 (104) 39(264) 
time job 

Housewives of 44 (78) 36( 55) 41 (133) 
men with fu 11 
t ime jobs 

~omen with full 56(39) 37 (59) 44(100) 
time jobs 

( 

• 
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there is little difference in sympathy between women with full-time 

sales~ical, or blue-collar Jobs and men in these same jobs, nor 

36 

;s there much difference between these working women and their housewife­

counterparts whose husbands are ;n similar jobs. A third conclusion to 

be drawn fram the table is that liIomel1 lJ)ho havt' fuZl-timt' professional, 

technical, and manager1:al jobs are much morr! .gympath"tic te Querecois 

demands than are tJlPir male colZeagues or an!i of ttlPi1' cù;te1'A. Here 

again, ~ese women are the ones who are mast in a structural position 

similar to that of French-Canadians in these occupations, namely high 

on their achiev,d occupational status but perceived as low on an 

unchangeable status. sex in the one case, and ethnicity in the other. 

All in a11, then, there is some evidence ta support the con-

tention that one additional source of sympathy for Ouébécois demands 

1s a special kind of strain based on status-inconsistencies similar ta 

those experienced by many French Canadians, espec;al1y middle-class 

French Canadians who are' the strongest supporter.s of national ist move-

,ments in Qu~bec. 

E. UNEMPLOYMENT 

An initial working hypothesis of this study ;s that since we 

are dealing with reactions to an ethnie movement, an important factor 

in the react;ons of anglophones will be ethnic gr;evances. These are 

examined in the next chapter. A serendipitous finding, however. ;s , 

that deprfvations completely unrelated to ethnicity. such as economie 

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

One such grievance ;5 unemployment. As Table 2.9 indicates, the 1nc1-
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dence ~f unemployment in the family ra;ses favourableness considerably, 

at every level of the class structure. 
'" 

TABLE 2.9 

,SYMPATHY J UNEMPLOYMENT IN THE FAMILY INCREASES 

EDUCATION: 

High School or less 

College and Up 

OCCUPATION: 

Workers 

Sales and Clerical 

Prof., Tech. ~ and Mgr. 

INCOME: 
Low 

Medium 

High 

NO UNEMPLOYEO 

27 (276) 

31(175) 

43(264) 

31 (120) 

32(196} 

48 (153) 

% Sympathetic 

ONE OR MORE FAMILY 
MEMBERS UNEMPLOYED 

89(9) 

72(18) 

1 

48(21) 

71(14) 
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Presumably, those protesting on th;s account are more 1 ikely to sympa­

thize with other forms of protest as well. 16 

F, CooCLUSION 

38 

\ 
We have seen that anglophone sympathy cornes disproportionately 

from several sources: from the higher socio-econom;c status gro~ps, and 

more specifica11y the high1y-educatèd; from anglophones beset by certain 

kinds of status-inconsistencie~ simi1ar 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 on1y be 

ment;oned here/namely, that the above sources of sympathy have theiro diro­

ect paraUels in the sources of support foro sepamtion Dy French-Cana-

dians. Sorne evidence for this is presented in Table 2.10. 

It should be noted that the first panel of the table reveals a 

further cause of the sympathy of the educated. We know that social 

contacts occur most often with class peers. When highly-educated anglo­

phones meet French Canadians, 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. 

'\' 

" 
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TABLE 2.10 
SUPPORT FOR SEPARATISM AMONG. FRENCH-CANADIANS, 

BY EDUCATION AND UNEMPLOYMENT STATUS 

Separati sm 

FOR AGAINST . DON'T KNOW 

39 

(N : 100%) 
EDUCATION 

o - 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 (l8 + yrs old) of the province living outside the t-1etropolitan 
Montreal area. Source - The April 1972 poll on the split in the Rallie­
ment Créditiste, carriêd out under the responsibility of Maurice Pinard 
by the Société de recherches en communications (SORECOM); data made 
available by Professor Maurice Pinard . 

" 
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ln s ummary, ; n th; s chaptpr it was found that the upper soci 0-

economic groups are most sympathetic to Québécois nationalism, because of 

their higher education and their greater awareness W the inequalities 

between French and English in Quebec. More specif;cally, bath a h;gh 

education and an awareness of ethnie inequalities were found to be 

necessary conditions for high sympathy. The overall level of sympathy 

among Eng1 i sh Quebecers was l inked to certa i n features of the ethn; c 

stratification system in Quebec. Since the vast mo,7orHU of Quebec's 

wOT'king-dasR are members of the auf,OT'dhultp qroup, the perceived cor-

relation between class and ethnicity among dominant group members ~ 

minimally high, and this increases sympathy. It was noted, by way of 

a formal model, that this ;5 net necessarily the case in other ethnie 

stratification settings where the relative size of the dominant and 

subcrdinate groups is different. 

Certain statu5 inconsistencies are another source of sympathy: 

blue collar workers with high educations, and women in professional, 

technical and managerial jobs are two qroups that are especial1y 

sympathetic to Québ~cois 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 experienced unemployment 

are much more sy_mpathetic than others. Th;~ holds true at every level 

of the class structure. 

" L~t us 90W move on to a consideration of the ways i~ which 

anglophones feel threatened by the independentist movement, and how 

these feelings of threat influence the expression of sympathy.· ~ 
) 
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FOOTNOTES 

l Richarn J. Ossenberp;, "Soci.~l Fluralü,m in Queber.", in Ossen­
berg, (ed.), Canadian Society: Fluralism, Change, and Conflict 
Scarborough, Ont: Prentice-Hall, 1971, pp. 103-123. 

~After this an~lysis waG eompleted, it was pointed out ta 
the author that thÏ;, rJlay be a spuriolls findjnl~ dup ta thf' fflet thflt 
age (which 1S strangly relatpd ta sympathy as \ole shaH Gee in Chapter 
rive) i8 mueh more st.rongly related to education than to incarne or 
occupation. 

There is indirect eVldcncl?, prespnted latf'r in the thesis, 
that indicatC'f; that eduratian i5 still the' most Important variahle even 
when age is takpn into account. The i ntr:rr>sb'::(l rr>F!.r]er is r<:ferrerl 
ahead ta Table 5.1. There, the inrl€.nendent 8v~ntfrp lèffpct of cn.ucation 
on sympathy i s shown to be .17. This is stronw~Y th~n any of the 
independent average effeets of incorne, oceupat ion, or acC'upational 
pres~~e shown in Table 2.5 and Table 2.h. 

:'~or instance, Mary found that, arnonr Amf'riC'an bl:'lCks, milita,ncy 
lS strnn~ly relatcd ta intellectuaJ sophistication. Sep Gary T. Marx, 
Protest and Frejudicc, N.Y.: Hnrper Tnrrhhaoks, 1969, rp. 7~-92. 

In an E'llrlÏer study, Trow found thAt pn] i t iClll tolcranC'E' \oTaS 

unrelated to support for ~1cC'arthy. Pol i tien] ta] er3.nce, ,~nl ike support 
for ~IcCarthy, was found to be chi('f'1y A. mattfèr of sophlstication. See 
Martin Trow, "Small Businessmen. Poli t i ca) Tolf'rnnce, p.nd Support for 
McCarthy", in Lewis A. Caser (ed.), Political Sociology, N. Y.: Harper 
Torchbooks, J966, p. 181. 

3 0ur i]Uestlons deal wi th ln('qual1ties betw~en r;rouf's as they 
are perceivcd to E'xist. The degree of inequality that should exist, i5, 
of course, a differcnt question. NonethC'less il, is interestinp; ta note, 
in this respert, the findings of Form and Ryt ina t 0 the effcet that 
in the American community they stunied, the rich ha~ the least egalitarian 
views about what the distribution of power i~ society ought to oe. See 
William H. Form and Joan Rytinn" "Ideologie al Bf'liefs on the Distribu­
tion of Power in the United States", American Sociological Review, 
(34), 1969, pp. 19-31. 

4Leon.Samson, Towards a United Front, Npw Yory: Farrar & Rine­
hart, 1933, citerl by G. l~. I,ipset, The Fust Nr;w HatioD, New York: 
Anchor Books, 1967, p. 202. 

5Por r1iscus~aonG of the statistical lC')ncrI'~~s ':lf additivit,y and 
interaction between two independent variables, see John F. Freund, 
Modern Elernentary Statistics, 4th edition, Enelcwoort rliffs. Frentice 
Hall, 1973, or Hubert M. Blalock .Ir., Social Statistics, 2nd edition, 
New York: McGraw Hill, 1972 . 
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f'See the list r;iven by r"'l"hrlrd Lenski in fower and Prlvileee: 
A Theory of Social Stratification, ~N. Y.: McGraw-Hi]], 1966, p. 87. 

7 See the list glven in Stanley F.itzen, 'I~tqtll" IOf'Cns,lster:cy ard 
Wallace Support", in nernard E. Segal (ed.), Facial and Ethnie Relations, 
second edition, Boston: Crowell-Collier, 1972. 

8 Irwin W. G~ffman, "Stntus r:ons istcncy nncl l'reference for Change 
in Power Distribution", Amencan Sociologlcal Review (22), June 1957. 

flSee the discussion of these, by James Il. Gèschwender, "Continuities 
ln Theories of Statuq, Consistency Ilnd Cor:nitivp D1S~On8.nce", in Edward O. 
Lnumann, et a1. (cds.), The LaBIC of Socin:!. Hierarchies, Chica~o: Hark­
haro Pub1ishing Company, 1970. 

10 . . 
For an Interest1ng dIscussion of the methor)oloP:lcal rroblems 

involved ~ untangling the independent effeGts of Gtat\ls-ineonstfitenc1es 
from those of the strltus variable!> themse1v('s, see Robf'rt W. Hodge and 
Paul M. Siep;d, "Nonvertica1 Dimensions of SocinJ ~~trl'ltif) cat ion", in 
Edward O. Laumann et. al (cds.), op. ci t. 'l'hpse 13.lIthors point out that 
i t is sornetirnes impossible to distinguish between these sets of ef/ects. 
though this is not the case here. 

il . ., . ". '1'111 S 15 stlmuJ ated by Stlnchcombe s dl SC\lSSlOn of how n mul tlple 
test ~f a theory lS morp convincinp than R sinple test". Spp Arthur 
L. Stinchcombe, Constructing Social Theories, N.Y.: Harcourt, Brace, 
and World, Ine., 1968, especially thE" sections "r4uHiple 'J'est:; of 
Thea.iies" and "The Fundaroental Cri terion of a Strong Test of Theory", 
pp. 113-22. 

l~This reasonin~ is based on the as~umption thnt those led to 
search out working-class jobs out of sympnthy wouJd have done sO prln­
cipally in the last decade, Gueh movern~nts of vo]untary downward mobil­
:ity occuring only in times of affluence; or rathf'f, it is in times of 
affluence that the proportion of those with mob:illty credentials such 
as a higher educatioh choosing not ta make use of them will be maxlm­
ized. 

13Andrzej Malewski, "The Degree of Status Tnconp,ruence and its 
Effects", ~n Reinhard Bendix and S. M. Lipset (cds.). ,Class, Status 
§Pd Power, second edition, N.Y.: The Free Press, 1966, p. 306. 

I4E1 F J "s . .' ton . ackson, tat'lS Consuiitency, /"rtlC:al Votlli ty, anè 
Symptoms of' Stress", 1.tl1published Ph. D., Michigan, 1960, ci ted by James 
A. Gesc'hwender, "Continui ties in Theories of Status Consistency and 
Cognitive Dissonance", op. cit. 
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16A similar finding is r~ported in a study of participation in 
" the American civil rights movement in the 1960's. The a1..tt;;hors found 

that socioecono~ic deprivations had an impact on the intensity of 
both white and b1àck participants' activity in the sit-in movement, 
an effect independent on the effect of race-r~lated grievanc'es. See 
M&urice Pirtard, Jerome Kirk, and Donald Von Eschen, "Processes of 
Recruitment 1.n the Sit-in Movement" , Public Opini-on Quarterly, Vol. 33, 
Fa.ll 1969. 0 
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CHAPTER 3 
SOCIAL STRUCTUREl THREATSJ AND SYMPATHY 

This chapter w1'1 examine the role of feelings of threat, 

their sources and conseque~es, among English-speakers in Quebec. 

A, WHEN ARE DOM 1 NANT GROUPS T HREATENED"f i, "é_ 

If one thinks of the wide range of ethnie stratification set-

tings that have êxisted and do exist, it becomes clear that feelings of 

threat are very important in understanding the response of dominant 

groups in sorne contexts, and relatively un;mportant in other contexts. . /, 

Why are such feelings an important consideration here? 

Ît has~en been noted that intergroup relations in advanced 
, 0 

industrial societies display Quite different characteristics from inter-
> 

group relations in agricultural, pastoral, or other simpler societies. 
. " 

~ 

.. Van den Berghe, for example, has attempted ta specify some of these 

distinctions in his typology of "paternalistic" versus "competitive" 

contexts of intergroup relations. l 

The ideal-typical paternaZisticcon&ext occ~rs in pre-indus­

trial or non-manufacturing societies with a relativel} simple divis10ll 

''of labor, l1ttle horizontal or vertical mobility, a rigid caste system 

\' and an integrat,ed value system with little value conflict. The ideal­

typical competitive context is that of the large-scale industrial 

, ., 
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society with a complex diViS';O\ of labor, much florizantal and ~:rtical 
"' -' 

mObllity. and at least some confliçt. \ \ 

Our purpose here is not ta di\cuss this theoretical perspec~ 
\ 

tive in any d~tail. Rather, th;s tYPPlo\y is mentioned to point out 

that it ;s only when ~he context of ~thni~\ stratification moves away 
\ 

!ram the paternalistic type and toward the ~ompetit;ve type that there 

will be appreciable antagonism, suspicion. a\d real or perc~;ved cempe,t­

ition between the two groups. More specifica\ly+ it is~y when the el 

context of intergroup relations moves away fro~ the paternalistic type 

that members of the dominant group will experience fpplings of threat 

to any significant degree. In a pure paterna1istie, system, members of 

tbe subordinate group are in their place. and "know it". It might be 

mentioned that the same holds true for memb~rs of the dominant group . 
. 

Thus a non-paternaZistic type of ethnie stratification is a necessary 

condition for appreciable feelings of threat among domi,nant group mem-
,) 

bers. 

Even where the contexts 'Of ethnie stratHicatian are closer 
<. • 

ta the competitive' type, not all do~inant group~' feel equally threatened, 

of course. Furtherrnore, the degree to which members of a given dominant 

group feel threatened can vary over ti~e. What other factors account 

for these d iffer,ences? , 

In general~ feelings of threat will become more promtnent among 
h • 

dom1nant groups in periods ~cial c:hang«', when~ver the "rules of the 

game" govern;ng relatiQns between the two-groups appear'ta be changing. 
- " l, 

This is a s~cond condition under wh1ch dgminant groups are likely ta -
(' 

feel threatened.· l\ 

A third important'determinant of the relative importance of 

• 

! 
1 

• 
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feelings of threat among dominant groups is the relative size of the 

two groups. If the numer; ca 1 ra t i 0 i s such tha t the domi nant group ; s 

• 

a sma'l minority of the populatJon, feelings of threat will become prop­

.ortionately more important among dominant group members. 

Fiaa1ly, feelings of threat will be more prominent when the 

subordinate group has special elaims to theoterritory: that it ;s the sub­

ordinate group's homeland, and the dominant group consists of "foreigners" 

of sorne sort. This will hold true especially in eontexts of "migrant 

superordi nation" mentioned by l1eberson .la 

We can advance the tentative/propo~it;on that feelings of threat 

will be most important in determining the responses of dominant groups 

when a11 of the above conditions are present. This appears supported 

when we note that the most threatened dominant groups in the wùrld today 

are probably the whites of the several societies of southern Africa. 

rhere, the paternal;stie type of ethnie stratification ;s being broken 

down by industrial-ization: the "rules of the game" governing relations 

between blacks and whites are increasingly cal'ed intd question and ar~ 

changing, aided by a world-wide sympathy fqr decolonization; the dominant 

groups of whites a~e v~stly outnumbered; and finally, blacks do have a 

special c'atm to the territory. . . " 
It ;s doubtful that French-English relations in Qu'ebec eVer 

fully conformed to the paternali,stic ideal-type of intergroup relatcions, 

even in the early post-Cdnquesi period. 

very mu ch 6r the competitiNe type today. , 

In any case, the context is 

There has, of e~se, been a great deal of social change 

over the past fifteen year~ or 50 governing the relative status of 
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francophones and anglophones in Canada. The des;re of French Canadians 

to be "maîtres chez nous" implies, by any 10g;c, that Eng1ish Canadians 

f~~hould lose sorne· of their power and prominence in Quebec. And, ta 

many anglophones, the fact that the rules of the game have changed some­
/ 

what suggests, probably correctly, that they might change even mo're. 

The dominant anglophone group ;n 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 

th an 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 most Of 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 ;s "la minorit~ anglo-

phone" . 

Finally, Quebec has had an overwhelmingly French Canadian 
\ 

population ever s;nce the area was first "se ttled", 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 homeland" 'of French 

Canadians. 

For these reasons, an exam;nation of feelin~ of threat is 
L ~ , 

important in understanding the ~eactions of this particular dominant 

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 groups are rnost threatened, 

and by what specifically? How can such variations be explained? What 

--impact do feelings of threat have on the class differences in syrnpathy 
" 

noted ;~ the previous chapter? 

B. How THREATENED ARE [NGLISH CANAD~NS? AN OVERVIEW 

Table 3.1 gives the distribution of responses ta several 

rneasures of the degree to which various aspects of QU~bé~ois nationalism 

are perceived as threatening. It should be noted that sorne of the 
.~ 

questions relate more 0)' less directly 'to language and ethnicity; others 
/' 

.. .; - '" 
bear. on the possible indepen(ren~è"of Quebec and its perce1ved conse-

1 ~ .". 

quences; one question deals with the deg~ee to which ire Parti Québé-

cois is seen as being dangerous. ~ 
A distinction to be kept in rnind is that the first three ques-

tions in the table tap the respondent's degree of personal ~orry or 

concern about the future of English Canadians, about French uni lingual-

ism, and about the possible consequences of an independent Quebec. 

The last three questions tap peop1e's perceptions and assP-SAments of 
~1f . 

a separate Quebec, of tHe job chances ~~ Eng1ish Quebecers after 1nde-

pendence, and of the Parti Qu~bêcois. 

As a quick glance at table 3.1 indicates, Québécois national­

;sm is a source of sorne concern for English Canadians in Quebec. 1t ., 
, 

is a1so clear, however, that not al1 issues are eq~ally threatening. 

One crude way of determining which aspects of the movement are most 
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TABLE 3.1 
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO 

VARIOUS MEASURES OF THREAT 

49 

(Q2-32): How worr1ed are you about possible future changes in the pos­
ition of English-speaking Canadians in Quebec: are you very 
worried, fair1y worried, not very worried, or nct worried at 
a11? 

. 
<' 

Very worri ed 
Fairly worried 
Not very worried 
Not worried at a11 
Qua1ified answer 
Don't know 
No answer 

19.9% 
33.5 
21."9 
16.9 
2.8 
2.8 
0.2 

100.0 

(Q2-41): Some people suggest that Quebec become a French unilingua1 
province, that is a province in which French would be the 
sole language in schoo1s, at work, and in other public places. 
Ooes this worry you very much, moderately, a 1ittle, or not 
at a11? 

Very much 
Moderately 
Qua1ified answer 
A 1ittle 
Not at a11 
Don't know 
No answer 

40.1% 
19.5 
2.5 

16.2 
J-9.3 
1.7 
0.7 

100.0 (N = 871) 

{Q3-77}: When you think of all the consequences independence could 
have, do es it worry you or not? (IF YES) Ooes it worry 
you a lot, somewhat, or just a 1ittle? 

\ 

Worries me a lot 38.6% 
Worries me somewhat 31.0 
Worries me only a little 12.2 
No, does not worry me 15.7 
Don't know 1.8 
No answer 0.7 

'\100.0 (N = 871) 
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TABLE 3.1 Con't. 

(Q3-74): If Quebec became 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, become 
slightly worse, or much worse? 

Much better 
Slightly better 
The same 
Qualified answer, 
Slightly worse 
Much worse 
Don,t know 
No answer 

1. h% 
1.5 
0.6 

that depends 3.6 
" 14.0 

70. '7 
7.9 
0.1 

100.0 (N :: 871) 

{Q3-76}: if 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 19.4 
Qualified answer, that depends 7.2 

. ~, Les·s 61. 9 
Don't know 10.0 
No answer 2 

(N :: 811) 
1 

(~-72): Respondents were presented with a list of djectives and 
as~d te apply them to all four provincia political parties. 
The following shows the proportion of respondents 'applying 
the adjective "dangerous" to the four Parties. 

Parti Quêbêco1s 
Liberal Party 
Ra11iement Crêditiste 
Union Nationale 

45.0 ' 
2.0 
4.0 
4.0 (N :: 871) 
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threatening is ta examine the relative skewness of the marginal distri-

butions of responses. 

The greatest unanimity among anglophones concerns the;r views 

of the economic consequences of independence. Over 70% thought things 

would be "much worse ll
• 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: 

"Economie problems. Ireland became a depressed country". 

"People would starve". 

"Standard of li vi ng will be badly affected for a peri od of ten ta 

fi fteen years". 
#' 

"Quebec wouldn't be able to support itself for the standard of 

living people expect here." 

11 It wou l d l ead to economi c chaos". 

"1 am afraid that Québec will lose more than it would gain and 
• 

this in favour of the U.S. 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 Québêcois 

as dangerous. It should be pointed out that the three most skewed dis-

tr1butions that have just béen referred to, are those of the measures 
Jt, 

of exp~ctations or assessmqnts. The first three questions in the 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 negative consequences of an independent Quebec for them 

should it come about, th an they are worried about it. ~ith respect ta 
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the specific subjects of worry, lt is interesting that people are much 

more worried about the increased use of French than they are about 

"the position of Eng1 iSh-speaking Canadians in Quebec". (Cornparing 

the first two panels of table 3.1). 

C. JHREATS AND THE STRATIFICATION SYSTEM 
"\ 

"t 
How do feelings of threat vary by c1ass? There are theoret-

ical and intuitive reasons that would 1ead us ta d;fferent expecta-

t;ons"as to which soc;o-econom;c group of Eng1ish Quebecers ;s rnost 

threatened by Qu~b~cois nationalism and separatism. On the one hand, 

given the strong midd1e-class base of the independentist movernent, the 

sophistication of its ideology, and the clear focus of its attacks on 

the various centers of Eng1ish power, one cou1d expect the highest-
• 

status groups to be the most worried by such activity, s;nce they are, 

after a11, its chief avowed targets. On the other hand, it could just 

as easily be argued that the lower socio-economic groups shou1d be the 

ones wno feel the rnost threatened: are not the 1east affluent sectors 

of society a156 the the least mobile, with the lea~t transferrab1e or 

rnarketab1e skills, with the fewest resources in general? 

If we examine the breakdown of the various rneasures of threat 

by ;ncorne (Table 3.2), we find no systernatically large differences. 

The highest incorne group is the least worried about the future of 
.. 

English-speaking Quebecers. On the other language-related questions, the 

lowest incorne group indicates the least worry about the prospects of 

unilingualisrn but the rnost worry about the long-term job chances of 

", 

-
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• TABLE 3. 2 ~ 

INTENSITY OF THREATS J BY EDUCATION AND INCOME 

-- Education -- -- -Incarne ---
,~ 11 yrs ~ 12 yrs L M H - -

(0 2-32) English in 58(434) 58 (411 ) 59(204) 59(274) 44(198) Ouebec (% High Worry) 

(02-41) Unilingua1ism 58(444) 64(406) 59(218) 66(271 ) 63(196) (% High Worry) 

(Q3-77) Worry independ~ 67(444) 76(405) 62(214) 76(276} 79(192) ence (% High Worry) 
JI' 

(Q3-74) fcon. Conseq. 74(410) 8~(389) 69 (l 8.7) 80(266} 84 (186) Indep. (% "much worse" 

(Q3-76) Eng1ish jOb 
chances (% IIl ess 64(387) 73(395) 78(187) 66(264) 70(182) 
chance ll

) 

Parti Québécois 48(456) 41(415) 43(222} 49(276} 44(200) (% saying dangerous) 

., 

• 
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anglophones. With res~~ct to_the prospects of independence, however, 
( 

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

the Parti Qu~b~cois, there is little difference between the proportions 

of each incorne group who perceive it as dangerous, although the rniddle­

incornes are slightly more threatened than the others. 

Eduqational differences have relatively little effect on 

threats; where differences do occur, it i s the hi gher educated group that 

is the rnost threatened. For eXêJ,lT1ple, 73 percent of those wfth sorne 

post-se€ondary education see the long term job chances of anglophones 

as being reduced after independence, whereas the corresponding propor-

tion arnong the less educated group is 64 percent. S; mil a r l y, the 

higher-educated worrry more about the economic consequences of indepen­

dence, and perceive these as being worse. The only exception to thi s 

pattern is that the lesser-educated group is slightly more likely to 

label the Parti Qu~bêcois as dangerous. 

How do threats vary by occupation? As Table 3.3 shows, those 

employed in saleB and cleY'ical occupatian$ are tl1P mo~t thr'p-atened 

by nationalism, separatism and the Parti Québécois~ in short, according 

to every one of our measures. Furthermore, lJith1:n the sales and clerical 

group, unlike in the two other occupational groups, it is the less-

educated who ar~ most threatened. 

Before attempting an explanation of what has just been pres­

ented, let us simply retain two findings as a summary: a} sal~$ and 
'-' 

clerical ernployees are consistently more threatened than other~j~t 

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

ence of Quebec and its possible consequences. the highly-educated and 
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TABLE 3.3 
INTENSITY OF THR~TSJ BV EDUCATION AND OCC~PATION' 

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

(Q-2-32) English in 51 (106) 66(S?) 56(222) Quebec. ~ 11 y,rs 
(% High 

~ 12 yrs 46(278) 51(69) 57 (60) Worry) 

(Q-2-41) Uniling- 46(106) 72(91) 57(232) ua 1 i sm) ~ 11 yrs 

(% High Worry) ) 12 yrs 65 (276) 67(69) 63 (57) 

(Q-3-77) Worry about,11 yrs 64(lO6} 79(91) 61(228) independence 
(% High Worry) 

~ 12 yrs 76(272) 68(69) 83(60) 

'r 
(Q-3-74) Econ. Con-

69 (106) 78(89) 76(198) sequence of Indep.~ll yrs 
(% "much worse" 

~ 12 yrs 80(258) 93(6'9) 66(58) 

(Q-3-76) Eng1ish ~ 11 yrs 57(97} 8°(82) 60(193} job chances 
(% "less chance") ~12 yrs 

75(266) 74(65) 65(60) 

PQ Dangerous? 
(% lIyes " ~ 11 yrs 40(106) 57(93} 47(236) 

>,. 12 yrs 38(282) 57(69} 37(60) • " IJ 
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those with high-incomes are somewhat more threatened than others.~ 

D. AN EXPLANATION 

How can we account for this pattern of threats? As Allport' 

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 explanation~ at one ,nd, 

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 

persona1ity structure or other psychologica1 variab1es. 3 In such an 

overal1 perspective, these different 1evels of analysis are not meant 

to be mutually exclusive; in fact, each "theory" brings out aspects 

of the problem not covered by oUer 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 IImiddle 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, t.he main arena of FrenCh..fnglish occupational competition in 

Québec ;s located at the white eoZlar,or put differently, above the blue 

oollar, level. And secondly, of a11 anglophones emp10yed in managerial, 

professional, technical, sales or clerical occupations, 1t is those 
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at the Zower lev~l8, namely the sales and c~erical group, who are most 

susceptible of losing their jobs to francophones or to anglophones who 

are more bilingual than' they. 

more detail. 

, 
Let us examine each of these points in 

The main reason there is relatively less compe~ition between 
1 - , 

francophones and anglophones at the blue-collar level than at the white-

.,,~: collar level is that francophones hmlp Cl near-monopoZy on aU blue-coltar 

jobs in Qu~bec. 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 passed thrbugh these occupations in larger 

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

more of the low-paying work to immigrants. 

Furthermore, there is ev;dence that indicates that French­

English competitio~ is becoming more intense. In the 1954 study und er­

takeri by Rocher and De Jocas, it was round that English Canadians had 
1 

a higher rate of upward mobility than French Canadians. 4 Ten years 

later, Dofny ~nd Garon-Audy replicated this study; they found that the 

difference between French and English rates of mobility was decreasing. 6 

We have argued that French-English competition today is largely a white­

c~llar 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 ~han.members of the professional, technical, and 

managerial group? It would be hard to argue that there is significantly 

more competition at the sales and clerical level than at higher white 

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

opposi te: " . clest plutôt dans la partie supé!'i.eure de la classe 

, , 
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moyenne que se situe la compHition. le conflit.tlf'. (Emphas;s added) . , 
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True, there ;s little doubt that, to the extent that franco-

phone national1sts aim at a transfer of jobs from Engl~sh to French 
r 

hands, it 1s the jobs at the upper' whitp ('ollm' 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 French-Canadian grievances. 

l would argue, however. that despite this, the main 'payoffs' in terms 

of jobs passing fram anglophones ta francophones are more likely to occur 

at the Zower' lJJhite collar le1Jpl. A main' consequence of this would be 

that the sales and clerical g~oup is the most threatened because it 15 

the most vulnerable to replacement by francophones. This will be espec-
\ 

ially true in per;ods when anglophone employers are likely to feel pres-

sured to ;ncrease the number of francophones they employ. The analyses 

of Guindon 7 far instance, would suggest that the independentist movement ". 

of the 1960's can be viewed as a strategy. ;n Keyfitz's words. 8 "to PtI~ 

enough pressure on the dec;s;on makers to offset the;r tendency ta cpoose 

their own people." 

Why ;s this group the most vulnerable? Firstly, by and large, 

sales and clerical occupations require less skill and trainin~ and in-

volve less responsibitity than do professional, technical, or manag~rial 

positions. Thus if an organization with a majority-anglophone work set-

ting feels pressured to hire more francophone employees, this is likely 

to be perceived t in managerial eyes, as more "easily" or Ilnaturally" 

done,at the lowep white collar levels than at the hig11Pr' white collar 

levels. This 1s because extra occupational (ascribed) criteria such as 

~ ethnicity are like1y to have an effect in hiring practices in inverse 
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, 
proportion to the specificitlf of the forma l job prerequisHes. 9 And, 

of course, it is by and large true that the lower the job, the more its 
, ',.-

s~ecific details are sRelled out in advance. E. C: Hughes has made the 

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

lacit "vote of confidence ll from one's superiors. And the crux of the 

dilelT111a of the French-English division o,f ,labour in Quebec is that such 

'. votes of confidence by anglophone empToyer& are less likely to be given 
.' '-.. 

~b. those wt).o are culturallY,or linguistically "different". The latter ""-

are more likely to be judgêd on the basis of how well they speak English 
~ 

and "fit in ll rather than on thetr,.competence. This is one reason behind t 
the pe'rsis~ the process Qf (et/llnic)" ")ike-recruitment ll discussed 1 

by Porter10 and Keyfitz. 11 

50 far this argument hiS identified a source of vulnerability 

'ln the structural pressures present in recent years within anglophone 
f 

work-organizations. Qu~b~cois nationalists at~empt 

makers to 'hire more fr,ancophones at upper levels. 

to p;'ess~re decision­

The, èmpl oyerytend ' 

to'respond by hiring them at lower levels, either for reasons just dis-
, 

, l 

f~ussed or because ang1.opho~ employers feel less threaten~d themselves 

by hiring French Canadians at levels below their QWn, 

'" T~e degree to which such pressures opera te may vary gr~atly 
1 

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

a second reason for thè vulnerability of lower white collars ts that 

1 

\\" sales and clerical empldyees have the least "credenti~lized" or other-' 
1 

/ 

wl,se trans~r~ble job ~Jsills. 1 <Y 

, Th~"sales and clerical work~rs are the most llkely te perc~ive 
/ 

themselves as vulnerable ta losing the1r jobs. We m1ght note that, lin 
\. 

-' 

• 
\. 

./ 
/' 

, 

1 
,,' 
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/TlOst cases, ,feelings of threat seem ta be most intense when sales and 

clerical employees have a low';ctucatian. '{Table 3.3}. This i~ probab1y 
nt' " 

becaus@ they are the anes whose sk il1 sare that mue'; le3S marketab 1e 

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 threatened are, for the most part (4 out of 6 

questions), the mo~e educated. An exp1anation f9r this ~ould be that,' 
, -

as hypothesized'earlier, the highly eduaated are more likely to be more 
'\ . 

knowledgeable about the independentisf moveni'ent and its English elite 

targets. and given the positions they occupy, more likely ta include 

themselves as being among those targets. 

" A third reason sales and clerical emp10yees are '!l0re "expend­

able ll than hi 9heryvel white coll ars is that any, hiring of the former 

involves much less internal organizational change~ aciual or patential, 
p 

than does hiring at higher levels. 

A fou~th reason coulcl be that sales-and cle~ical jobs are th~~ 
." , ~ 

for whi6fi the IIrules, of the ga~ with- respect ta lang'uage policy in 

work settings;are changing the fastest, This is centainly plausible 
o " 

given the contact with the pUblic tbat characterizes sorne of these occu­

pations. v3 

E. SYMPATHY UNDER CONDITlbNS OF THREAt ' 

l'Jhat are the links between' feelings of threat and feelings Qf 
. 

sympa'thy? Certainly the most prevalent hypothesis l1nking these two 
\ . ' 

phenomena holds that the relationship is a negative one~" that fee11ngs 

of threat gecrease sympathy. Th; s view of""threats as .... ~havin9 a dampening 
c '\ ' 

\ 

" 
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effect on sympathy ;s impl ; cH ;n much of the 1iterature on ethnie rela-

tions, ev en though the causal link is often left unstated. 13 

\ 

There ;s, however, a contrary hypothesis that is advanced less 

'often: 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 fnvolved here.would be one of conscious . 
or unconsçious compensation. One finding confirming this hypothesis 

is reported by Romalis, who found that intense threats increas~d sympathy 

for moderate nationalist demands, but at the same time increased opposi-

tion to separatism. 14 

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 only excep-

tion being the effect measured by Q 3-76 in the third panel of the table, 
1 where the threat hasr; no eff,ect at a 11 . In genera 1, then, the greater 

the perceived threat, the~lower the sympathy. 

A comment is in order concerning the'direction' of causality 

here. It is assumed that in most cases feelings of threat are ~ausally 

prior to feelings of sympathy. It could be the case, however, that the 
" 

~ausal order is reversed under certain conditions or among certain seg-

ments of the population. For example, it is not ;nconceivàb1e that a . ./ 

very h1gh 1evel of sympathy might lead one to deny being threatened, if 

not 'actual1y reduce the .feel ing of threat. 
" 
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TABLE 3.4 

SYMPATHY J Bv INTENSITY OF VARIOUS THREATS 

% SYMPATHETIC 

-- INTENSITY OF THREAT -

THREAT HIGH MEDIUM LOW - -
Q. 2-32: Worry: English in Quebec 27(128) 39 (214) 47 (287) 

. ---- " . , 

Q.' 2-41: French uni1ingualism 36 (396), 46(228) 

Q. 3-76 : English job chances? 4°(410) 39(192) 
--

Q. 3-74: Economie consequences of 
35 (487)' 55(121) independence < , 

-, 
34(258) 43(204} '47(163) Q. 3-77: , W~ry about indepen~ence 

J 
34(314) 46 (315) Parti Québécois Dangerous? 

, 

. 
1;' • 

.. 

, 

, \ 
, '. 

\ 
\ 
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F. EDUCATION AND SVMPATHY UNDER CONDITIONS OF THREAT 

We have seen that sympathy for Qu~b~cois nationalism is strong­

~st among the highly-educated. We have also fo~nd, however, that the 

most educated (among the professional and managerial group) are also . ~ ., 

Jo- ' 

i 

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 indp-

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 ;s high-

est among those with at, lea-'St sorne post-secondary education who are rel-

atively unworr;ed by Québ~cois nationalism and separatism. 
( 

If education and rt feeling of relative security are two import­

ant sources of sympathy, we might ask, which factor ;s the more import­

ant of the two? A computation of the average effcI't of eath variable 

shows that education is the more important one. Another way to see 

this from Table 3.5 ;s ta note that in every panel except the first, 

those who are h;ghly threatened and highly educated are more sympathe­

tie'J;han the less threatened and less educated .. 

A more concise way of appreciating the combined effect of edu­

cation and threats on sympathy is presented in the next table. (Table 

3.6)~ It can be seen from this table that the positive effect of educa-
, 

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

\/ 

\ 

\ 

\ 
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TABLE 3,5 

• SVMPATHV, BY INTENSITY OF VARIOUS THREA~S, Bv EDUCATION 

(% SYMPATHETlc) 

--- INTENSITY OF THREAT ---

\ 
THREAT HIGH MEDIUM LOW 

Q2-32: English in Quebec 
a 

EDUC: L 27 (67) 27(105} 36 (136) 

H 26 (61) 51 ( 109) 57(151} 

Q2-41: Unilingualism?b L 28(184) 36(122) 

- H 44(212) 6°(104) 

Q3-76:. Eng1ish job L 31(183) 28 (111) • c . chances? 

H 48(227) 56 {79} 
, 

03-74: Economie Cgnse- L 24(224) 4~(7l) 
, quences? 

H 44(263) 72 (50) 
., 

Q3-77 : V/orry about L 30 29 35 .,. e 
(135) (84) (89) Independence 

H 38(123) 53(120) 62(74) 

Part i Qu~bêco; s L 30 (177) 32{ 131) 
dangerous ?f 

H ·39 (137) 56(184 ) 

Note: Footnotes on following "page. 

" 
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a average effect of education = .15 

• " negative effect of threats = .20 

effect of education = 

) 
al - average .225 

" negative effect of threats = .075 
.. 

b avera.ge effect of education = .20 
" negative effect of threats = .12 

1 

c average effect of education = .225 
" negative effect of threats = .025 

d average effect of education = .25 
" negative effect of threats = .23 

j 
" 

e average effect of education = .175 
" negative effect o~ threats = .145 

e average effect of education = .255 
1 " negative effect of threats .015 = 

f average effect of education = .165 
\' 

" negative effect of threats .095 = 

1 
• ,,', 

/ o 

i 

• " 
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TABLE 3.6 

THE EFFECT OF EDUCATION ON FAVOURABLENESS Is 
REDUCED BY INTENSE THREATS 

(% Sympathetic among Highly Educated) minus 

(% Sympathetic among Law Education) 

Af.10NG AMONG 
THREAT HIGHLY THREATENEO SLIGHTlY THREATENEO 

2-32: English -1% 21% in Quebec 

2-41: Uniling-
ualism 16 24 

2-76: English 17 28 job chances 

3-34: Economie 20 30 consequences 

3-77: Worry 
about independ- 8 27 
ence 

Parti Québécois 
9 24 dangerous? 

66 

22% 

..... 
8 

11 

10 

19 

15 
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These non-zero deltas are a measure of the interaction between 

education and threats, s'Lnce a perfectly additive relationship would 

yield a difference of differences equal ta zero. This suggests that 

sympathy can best be expressed as a muttiplicati~c function of education 

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

education and a feeling of relative security are necer,sary conditions 

for high sympathy. 

Thus, feelings of threat do not account for our earlier ob-

served relationship between education and sympathy. Rather, education 
l' 

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 bet,,)een dominant groups in contexts of ethnie stratification, 

and went on to examine such feelings empirical1y lJithin the dominant 

anglophone group in Quebec. 

Feelings of threat are important in this context for three 

main reasons. First, this dominant grèup is a nwnpricaZ 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 

very pUblic renegotiation of the ethnie status order between francophone 

and anglophones. Finally, French Canadians have a special claim to 

the territory of Quebec: it is perceived as the national homeland of 

French Canadians by anglophones and francophones alike . 

It was Jound that economic considerations are primary in 

J 
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people's cancern about the possibility of an independent state of Quebec . 

Alsa, there is more unanimity among anglophones in the perceptions and 

assessments of the negative consequences of separation than there is 

in the; r degree of worrying about i t ° 

Sales and clerical employees are the most threatened. This 

was exp 1 ained by reference to the greater "vul nerabi 1 i ty" of th; s group. 

Tbis vulnerability was traced to the "uncredentialized" nature of these 

jobs, as wel1 as ta certain structural pressures operating to various 

degrees in anglophone-dominated work settings in recent years in Québec. 

Feel ings of threat have a strong damrpn1.°na effect on sympathy. 

The more threatened one feels by Québécois nationalism, the less one;is 

.. sympathetic to H. A feeling of relative security (absence of threats) 

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

.. 

,/ 
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~See Pierre L. van den Berghe, "Paternalistic vs Competitive 
Race Relations", in Bernard E. Segal {ed.), Racial and Ethnie Relations, 
second ,edition, New York: Crowell'~ .1>.972, pp. 24-38. ~~ 

\" .' 
laSec Stanley Lieberson, "A Societal TI1E'orv oi. R~cc and Ethnie 

Relations", Amencan Sociological Review, 26 (Dece~ber 19bil) , 902-10. 

1 bAlthour,h i t is truc that womf"'n arc sir:ni fi c~ntly over;epres­
ented in these occupations, controls revealed no consistent differences 
1n perceived threats between men and wompn. 

~ A pO,ssible source of distortion here i5 sUi?rested by certain 
findings of Br'adburn and Caplovi tz. They note tlHl.t in the American com­
munities thcy studied in the 19hO 's. the hir;h('r-plluC'ntlon and hir,her­
income groups hnd a hip;her frequ('ncy of sel f-ref'orted "worri(>s" of var­
ious sorts, whether or not the issues l.nvolved wcrc of an especially 
threatening nature. SeE' Norman M. Rraclburn and David Caplovi tz, 
Reports on Happinesi?, Chica[;o: Aldine, 196c::;, pp. r;3 ff. The prob1em 
th1S poses here is that several of our indicators of threats use the phras­
eology of "worries", "worryinr,", etc. . . Therefore we cflnnot exclude 
the possibility that these questions mi~ht not be rure mpnr.ures of threat, 
and that they mip,ht partialJy refler;t a tendcncy of thr hi~.;t~rlucation 
and high-income groups to report more "worries" of a wide v~~ety'. 

3Gordon W. Allpart, The Nature of Prejudice, N. Y.: Douhleday, 
1954, p. 202. 

4G. Rocher and Y. de JOCAS, "Inter-Gcnf'l'nt ion Occ\lpat ional Mob­
ility in the Province of Quebec", The Canadian Journal of F:conomics and 
Poh tical Science, voL 23, February 1957. 

5Jacques Dofny and Mune1 Garon~Audy, "Mobili tés professionnE'lles 
au Québec". Sociologie eV Sociétés, 1, 'no. 2., November 1969, pp. 277-301. 

6Dofny and Garon-Audy, op. cit., p. 299. 

7 . GU111(lon :.tresses thaL C;11rrc'rt fnr t h(> Ifld"l'''Thlt>nt lé t r'lC'\'cment 
is largely ba~,ed on real or peree1 ved blocked occuratlot}2.1 r.Oblli t~·. 
See Hubert Guindon, "Social Unrest, Social C1RSS, and Ç,.l'?bpc's Eu!'ea'l­
cratic Revalut ion", pp. 18'(-192 ln vi. F'. t-lann (ed.), Canada: A Socio-
logical Profile, Toronto: Capp Clark, 1971. . 

For a similar analysis ~ many instances of linguistic conflict 
in Europe, see Ronald F. Inglehart. and Mar~8ret i:oodward, "LanGuage 
Conflict and Poli tical Connnuni ty", C.omparati ve Studies in History and 
Soc1ety, vol. X, 1967-68 • 
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e .". dC ." 4 Nathan Keyfltz, Canadlans an anadlens, pp. l 0-150 ln 
W. E. Mann (ed.), op. cit.' , 

g. .•. 
Thls prOposItIon 15 

"Occupational Discrimination: 
Problems, 9, (Winter 1962) pp. 
Oc cupa t ional Soc iology , N. Y. : 

stimulated inpart b~ H. M. B1a1ock, Jr., 
Sorne Theoretical Positions", Social 
240-247, as discussed in Lee Taylor, 
Oxford University Press, ~68, p. 338. 

10John Porter, The Vertical Mosaic, Toronto: U~iversity of 
Toronto Press, 1965. 

11Keyfitz, op. cit. 

1l2For dIScussions of the problems posed by integrating inform­
ation about social contexts wi th information r,i ven in survey responses, 
see the contnbutions in Mattei Dogan and Stein Rokkan (eds.), Quanti­
tative Ecological Ana1ysis ih the Social Sciences, Cambridge and London: 
The MIT Press, 1969, especially Juan J. Linz, "Ecological Analysis and 
Survey Research", pp. 91-132 and Erwin K. Scheuch, "Social Context 
and Individua1 Behavior", pp. 133-156. 
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munit y 
Mc Gill 

13See for example Gordon W. Allport, op. cit., p. 258 and p. 

14 .". Coleman Romalls, The attltudes 
toward French Canadian nationalism 
University, 1967. 

of triP Montreal Jewi!'>l1 Com­
and separatism", M.A. thesis, 

l~iR kind of multiplicative mode1 al?o applies, of 'course, 
t~p 'the joint effect:s of education and awareness of ethnie ine<;luali­
jies on sympathy discussed in Chapter 2. For a discussion of the 
~theoretical re1evance of interaction effeets, se€' Hubert M. Bla1ock, 
Jr., "Theory Buildine and the Statistical Concept cf Interaction" , 
American Sociological Review, 30 (June 1965), pp. 374-80, reprinted 
in the srune author' s Theory Construction: From Verbal to Mathema.tical 
MOdel,s, Englewood CHffs: Prentice Hall, 1969. 
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THE tFFECTS'OF LINGUISTIC SEGMENTATION 

There is, of course, a very high degree of segregation bet-
,. 

ween fr~ncophones and anglophones jn Qu~bec. English-speaking Que-. 
becers have a high degr~e of lIinstitutional comp~eteness"1 as a lang-

uage group. Most institutions in which most anglophones participate 

are dominated by anglophones (with the significant exception of poli-
• 1 .. 

tics, especially at the provincial leve1), and have traditionally been 
r 

s~ructured 50 as to r~quire little participation in francophone insti­

'tutions. This is accompanied by widespread0 residential segregation. 

Three fourths of Quebec's anglophones live in the Metropolitan Montreal 

area. Both in Montreal and elsewhere in the province, francophones and 

anglophones tend ta c1uster in separate neighborhoods. Thts is true 

not only objectively but a1so subjectively, in the sense that people 

perceive themselves as residing in IIEnglish neighborhoods" and "French 

neighborhoods" . 

,There are certain1y many i~uitive reasons to suspect that 

this high degree of segmentation is a~ important factor in sha~ing the 

kinds of reactions angloPDones have toward French-Canadian nationalism. 
f 0 , 

From a theoretical point of v1ew students of segmented societies such 

as Després, M. G. Sm1th, R. T. Smith, Kuper, lijphart, and Ros'e would f) 
, 

agree at'~ajt that seg~entation has important consequences on many 
. . :- ~', ~'-----'" 
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areas of life in such societies, though therè is wide disagreement on 

what these consequences actual1y are. 2 

As Benedict has noted, a c~on pitfall of those adopt~ng 

thi s "pl ura l soci ety'''- or "segm~nted soc; et y" framework I)as been t~a~t 
segmentation variables have often been unwittingly confused with strat­

ification variables. 3 We might add that an emphasis on ~ifference" 

between cultural segments of a segmented society can often lead one to 
. ' 

ovetlook class differences ~ithin each cultur~l group, 
1 

~' 

as well as the 

, 

existence of structural features, such as social class membership, that' 

cut across community boundaries. 

It is\for this reason that we have postponed a discussion or 

segmentation until this point, and that each of the two previous chapters 

began with a consiqeratiqn of the internal stratification of the anglo-
,è 

phone community in Quebe~ We have seen that there are many shades of 

opinion in the Engl ish-speaking community with respe'ct to francophone , 

demands, just as there is much d;ver~ity within the francophone commun-d, , 
'ity on this same set of issues, and that there are certafn parallel 

sources of favo~rableness in the socia}'structures of each·of the 1ang-

uage communit 

just as it was found that anglophones fear f~r the 

economic quences of an independent Québec, so it was found that 

.. 

francophones ften ex~ress the same misgivings. 4 At this point the ques-~ 

tion arises, i both language groups are responding to similar social 

for~es, where enter into the picture? We can best 

begin to this by ln~king now at the effects of an independent 

variable th constant ~p·to this point in this study, 
!, 

, , 

" 1 

, " 

" 



'. 

\, 
\ 

" 

\ 
" 

• 

73 

. \ 
1 

that is, which of' the two main language communities that one is a mem-

ber of. Several of th~ questions used as indicators .of perceiyed 

threats in the previou~ chapter were presented to f~ancophone respond­

ents as wel1, and tbe distribution of responses to these, by ethnie 

origin, ;s presented in Table 4.1. We miqht expect, of course, with 

regard to those questions s,pecifically mentioninq the future of Engli,sh­

speaking people that French and Enqlish Canadians should display quite 
~ 

diffèrent response pattern,s. Yet the questions that were asked of both 

groups ,th'at are presented in Tahle 4.1 makp ne ç'.1'r,7idf mcnti"n of eth-

nicity; despite the general nature nf the Questions, however, it ;s 

clear-- that by ev~ry measure of thre1at, fr'ancopJzmle.s fprl less til1'eatened 
. ~ 

\ 

t han rmg 10 ri;"': c"!. 

,A. SEGMENTATION AND INTERCOMMUNAL CONTACTS· 

How can we explain that, as we have Just seen, anglophones 

~re more threatened than francophones even when our measure of perce;ved 
" ' 1 

., 'hreat refers ,to the broadest kind of worry about the economi c consequen..-

2es of .separation? 1 suggest that this ;s partly due to the ways ~n 
J \ ' 
w ich much "information is diffused in segmented societies. A main cons,{-

\. / 
q énce of segmen'tation of, the kind that eXlsts between francophones a~d 

lophones <n Québec is that for the average individual, ta very high 
~ -

ume 9f wha tever ; nformation/ i ~Crecei ved about ,the othf'I' 1 angl\.ag\~ .~ 

gro piS culture and folkways 15 transmitted by members of one's own 

. , , , .. ' 

. 
uistic group, rather than through direct interaction w;th members of 

the~ther group.ei The average anglophone in Quebec learrrs about French 

o • 

/' 
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- TABLE 4.1 . 

• WHOLE SAMPLE COMPARISONS: T+lREA~ BY ETHNIe ORIGIN 

, '" 
FRENcH 

CANADIAN 

Economie conseque~ 
ces: (% saying 
"much worse") 

42' ( 4399), ' 

, 

Q3-77: Worry (% Highly 
worried ab'out' inde- 54(4705) 
pe~dence) 

~' 

'\ P.Q. D,anger6us (% label1ing) 32(4860)' 

• ~j 

\ 

ENGLISH 
'CANADIAN . 

76 (554)' 

5°(555) 

OTHEiR* . 

3°(596) 
. . " 
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*includes those whose u&ual language is French or sorne other language; 
in other words, not' j utt thoBe who were i nt ervi ewed in Engli sh . " 1 
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Canadian society mainly from othpr anglophones or from the English-lang-

uage medi'6. ' There ~is • ..of course. a g,ood deal {jf (>ont!7i"f between the two 

groups. Before examining the impact of intercon~unal contacts on anglo-

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

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

two gr,oups. 

Very little systematic i~formation exist~ concerning contacts 
• , between francophones and an9lophones in Quebec. Nevet'the 1 ess, it i s 

safe to say tha t mo\s t contacts that dr' take place are of a forma 1 or 

"role-bound" nature. Whether contacts are formal or informal, imper-
1 

sOnal or friendly, ;s of cour~e very difficu1t 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

'fere'lt situations. (Table 4.2). 

As we might expect from knowledge of the occupatio,nal struc­

ture o,f Quebec, b 1 ue-call ar workers are cl eçrly ZeSD segregated from 

francophones than those in other occupations. It can be seeR fram 

Table 4.2 that the blue-collar group h~s the most contact wfth francoA 
" 

phones both at work and elsewhere, that blue-col1ar workers are the most 

fluent in their knowledge of French,_and are the most likely ta use the 

language at work and elsewhere: 

Even if the main differences are between blue-collar workers 

and those above the blue-c~11ar lev~l, there are further- differences 

between those at lower white collar and upper white callar levels. To 
, 
be sare, if one compares the sales and clerical group to the professional, 

'. ~ 
technical, and managerial group, it ;s clear that the two groups are , 

, . 

. , 
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T~BLE 4.2 
INDI€'ATORS OF SEGMENTATION} BY OCCUPATION 

(% H;gh f1uency, frequency of use or of contact) 
~ 

76 

----- OCCUPATION -----

SM.ES AND PROF. , ~TECH. , 
AND MGRS . CLERICAL WORKERS .. ~ .;, 

1. Ql-58: Know1-e~ge' ~f French 
(% "fl uently" or "nê'arly 

fluent1 y") 

2. Q1-59: Speak French Sl~t 
~ork (% near1y all th~ time 
or very often). 

3. Ql-:60': Spèak French in public 
places (% very often or fairly 

often) . 

4. Ql-63: Contact with Francp­
phone ; n everyday 'work : (% 
nearly all the time or very 

often) . 

5. Ql-64: So'~ial Contacts (% 
very often or fairly often) , 

-, , ' 

22 

08 

27 

34 

43 

19 

07 29 

36 

J~ 

35 ~ 59 

37 53 

. . 

(N.B. Vertical comparlsons should b~ made only betweén panels giving 

, .. 

the exact same proportions; for example panel 3, which gives the per­
cent answering "very often fi or "fairly often",· should only be compared 
with panel 5, since,this is the only othe v panel giving this identically 
w9rded percentage. Similarly\ panel 2 should only be compared with 
p~nel'4. . 

,!,. Ir.. , 
l, 

.. 

1 

- 1 
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about equal in their f~equency of oontacts with franc~hones at work, 

and also that both groups manage to speak French equally rarely at work. 
,.,. ci 

Beyond these similarities, however, important differences 

appear. The sales and clericals have less knowledge of the French lang-

uage, make less use of it in public places, and have fe~er social con-

tacts with francophonés than those in professional, trchnlcal, and man-

agerial occupations. All of this might make for an addttional reason 

for the more intense feelings of threat of the sales and clerical group. 

This would appear to be one instance ()f segmentation acting as an 

amplifirr of perce; ved threats, an effect that will be di scussed further 

;n the next section. 

t!t; • A pos~ib.le objection might be regi stered here. In the preced­

in9 chapter it was implieq that anglophones, in lower whlte collar jobs 

wpre in a sense the ones most in C'(Jrrtpptii'1'cm with francophones. How 1 

can this be so if they have 50 li~tle contact w;th francophones? This 

apparent contradiction can be resolved ift,we realize that the vulner-

ab;'lity argument advanced in the last chapter implies inf-pi'gr'(Îup rather 

than ù2t~)r-indü'f7'.tluaZ competition. Thus, lower white collar anglophones 

do not necessarily have to be prerently working with francophones in 

order t6 feel vulnerable and threatened, Notice thit the.5al~s and 
~ 

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

at work than the professionah, technical, and managerial group. The 
. " 

point being made here is that their lesser fluency in French, the;r 

lower te~dency to use French in public place~, and the;r lower fre­

quency of social contacts are a further source of thei~re intense 

feelings of threat. ,Before discussing·this further.~lght note a 

few uther interest'i~g feature of Fr~~gh-Engl ;~t'eraction th'at are 
, 

r 

, \, 
' " 

1 
o 
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revealed by Table 4.2. " 

It can be seen from compar;ng the second and fourth panels 

of the table that the proportion of anglophones who have fré~~ent con­

taot w! th francophones at work ; s much greater., than the :rropo~ who 

speak French often at wdrk. Simil~rly, a comparison of the third and 
, 

fifth panels shows that the propo~tion having frequent social contacts 

with francophones is higher than the proportion using the French language 

in public. These are rough measures of the deqree to which francophones 

are (still) disproportionately laden with the burdens of bilingualism 

in Quebeç. It should be noted that this is the case at al1 occupational 

-. levels, though the "speak/contact" ratio ;s highest among the blue-
'1. 

collar wor,kers as can be seen from Table 4.3. This means that the blue 

l collar group not only has the most contact w;th francophones) but also 
~ ~ 

that the contacts at this 1eve1 are mm'!? cga7itonan than at higher 

occupational levels. , 

TABLE ~p3 0 

AN IND~x OF [GALITARIAN CONTACT AT HORK 
, 

(% of anglophones with Hi~h contact with francophones at work, who 
say their ,use of F.renc at work is a1so high, byoccupation,) 

Prof., Tech., and Mgr. 

Sales and Clerical 

Workers 

l' 

. ~, 

U' 

"'" 

18(118) 

'23 (56) 

42(14S} 

, " 

li 

-( 
~ . 

\ 
,~ 

'" 
,;' 
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B, WORK CONTACTS J EGALIT~RIAN ATTITUDES, AND SVMPATHY 

An important consequence,of th;s concentration of rgalit4rian 

ùJoT'k-cont([ct,~ in the working class ;s, of course. that it cannot help 

but contribute to bas; ca11y (;go!Ü0 P ;'0I1 17ft {t7u 1([; toward'l French Canad-
, 

ians. As discussed earlier, such attitudes are di~proportionately 10c-

ated in the working class, and are an important source of the lower 

sympathy of anglophone blue-collar worker'l for Québécois nationalism. 

There is also a further way in which this pattern of contacts 

contributes to low sympathy among blue collar workers. These workers, 
<'" 
" 

since they are most likely to use French at work, have a better chance . 
th an 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 workersr however, are nnt the most 

nationalist segment of Quebec society. Thus anglophone workers are 

disproportionately likely to have close equal-status work relations 

with a subset of French Canadians who are themselves disproportionately 

less likely to be actively concerned with nati~nali~t and language 

questions. 

Indirect evidence for this 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 highrnt degree of particlpa­

tion in French Canadian society (as defined in the table)"are nof; the 

most sympathetic ta Québécois nationalism. Thus, those wh'o are the 

mostfluent in French, those who have the most contact with French Can-

'"' 

adians at work, and those who make the most use of the French language 
, • ..?,.. 

at work and in public places, are not the people who are th~ ~ost sym­
, \ .-i 

" , '" < 

r -
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TABLE 4,QA 

SYMPATHY J BY VARIOUS MEASURES OF PARTICIPATION 
IN FRANCOPHONE SOCIETY 

(% SYMPATHETIC) 

1. KNOWLEDGE OF FRENCH 
\' 1 2 3 4 

80 

5 
lfluent) (not at a1l) 

25 (63) 

" 
2. USE OF FRENCH AT WORK 

1 2 3 4 
(nearly a 11 
the time) 

28(46 r ) 49 (41) 40 (139) 52 ( 106 ) 

-~~-::::.~:-::-:=-

3. USE OF FRENCH IN PUBLIC PLACES AND ELSEWHERE 

2 3 
very often 

- " 
29'('65 ) 

4. CONTACT WITH FRANCOPHONES AT WORK 
1 c 2 3 4 

(nearlyal1 
the time) 

5 

52(110) 

4 

5 

6 
never 

28(173) 

5 
never 

6 
never 

29(13à) 47(128) 39(111) ,44(124) 42(62) j~(51) 
~ 

) 

, 
T 

, 
~~l ' 

,> 
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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 perceptidhs 

of French-Canadlans as already equal, and that these in turn preclude 

sympathy for Québécois nationalism which aims to redress inequalittes. 

Ideally we should likc to be able to test this hypothesis and speéify 

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 ethnlc inequalities (intervening variable), and how all of 

these combine to influence one's level of sympathy. Unfortunately, 

this was impossible to carry out c~nclusivel,y"because of the following 
\ , r 

methoddlogical difficulty. As table 4.3 shows, our index of'egalit-

arian contact at the workplace, the "speak/contact ratio", is (neces­

sarily) defined in such a wjj.y as ta be applicable onJy tlo the 'subset 

of anglophones whose level of wor~-contnct with francophones is hibh. 

Any four-vari ab le table necessarily reduces drast i ca lly the number of 

cas~s on,.whi,ch e~ch bivariate relationship is based. When a variable 

such as this o~e~<wh9re tua available number of ~se5 i5 nlready 
• 

reduced, is entered into a three- or four ... variable table, a good number 

of the resultant bivariate relationsnips are baséd on an unreliably 

small number of cases. 

Theorists have attem~ted to specify the conditions under 

which contact bètween ethnie groups will lead ta tavourable inter-group 
~ , 
, ' 

,attitu~ Allp6rt, for example, in his ctassic formulation, has sug-
.. 

gested that contact most reduces prejudice wh en the tWfr-groups a)ohave 

..( 

,) 
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equa l s ta tuç . b) have common go,ll,; c) are cooperatively dependent 

on eàch other, and d) ;nteract wlth the positive support of authorities, 

customs, and laws. J In more general terms, theori~ts have stressed that 

contact~ arp mo~t effective when they are most likely to make members 

aware of the illl"r'~'nt,' they have in common, more ai'liH'e ()f the values and 

bellefs that thry do sharp.7 There is also much aflrpement that (',7.'nm? " 

intergroup contacts do not'necessarily lead t~more favourable attltudes; 

in fact, they may ev en increase stereotyping and hcnce r~inforce negative 

attitudes. 

Comparpd to what we wou1d expect throretically on the basis 

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

contradictory upon first inspection. To be sure, thosp with very 1itt1e 
1) 

participation in francophone society are less sympathetic than those 

whose participation is moderate, as we vJoulrl exr~ct, 

According to Allport, however, we should a1so expect ang10-

phones with the mon! frequent and mr:-:t eqal itarian iX'r'l·' ('rnf,?C'fr, to be 
" 

the ones who are most sympathetic to French Canadian nationa1ism. This 

contradiction ean be resolved if we realize that in both Allport's 

theory and in the explanation advanced above, equal status contacts are 

said te make for more !(1)c))U'ahlr attitudes . ..In Allport's t~eory, these 

"more favourâbre-" attitudes consist of a reduction of prejudice. In 

the argument put forth in' th;s thesis, these "more favourable" atti-

tudes eons;st of more ~galitar;an perceptüms of ,the other group. Recall 
t, 

; 

that in Chapter 2r we found that b1uè col1ar workers are ~et only'less 

aware ôf the in~qu~'lit;es between French,and English in Quebee, but a1so . 
) 

'have more egalitarian (or, in other'wordg\ less "prejudiced") attitudes 

-'" ' ). 
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" 

with regard to the ta7ents and (>,n1(lh1:Zitirn of the two groups. These 

percepti ons, i t i s argued, ; n turn have the effect of reduc i ng sympathy 

for Québécois nationalism. 

In short, we should make a distinction betwren a sympathetic 

or favourable attitude toward another (il'('lirl, (lnd sympathy for a nation-

alis n{1('ù77 Il'('l'?'1'1?'nt of that qroup. Both Al1port'<; theory and the ex-

plan here argue trat equal-stùtus contacts increasA "sympathy 
" 

group". Hence, there is no contradlction between these f-wo 

li~S of reasoning. 

Put differently, 1 have argued that worrinq class anglophones 

ar~ less sympathetic ta Québécois lIai imwlinmbecause thry have a Special 
1 

,l, 

k i nd of "sympathy" for French Canadi ans an (1 !lr'(lIl['. 

In ~um1 the curvilinear relationships shown in Table 4.4A 

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

ship between these various types o~ exposure ta French 'Canadian society 

and' a sympa thet i c or favourab 1 e a tt itude tOlNard Fr',Oror-h ('olw,lùmr: ar. Cl 
., 

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

of the latter variable). 

If this is true, then those with ve~1 7ittlc or no exposure 

ta francophone society are the least sympathetic ta Ftench Canadians 

as a .. group as we 11 as the least sympatheti c ta' Québécoi s rza toÙ) na 7 ù"im. 

lhose with the hiahen~ degree of pa~ticipation in francophone society 
1 

then have a 1dgh degree of sympathy for Freflch Canadians (JS a gl'CHp. , - ~ 

/" t, 

lOù) 1.e'1èl 
(1 

Because of thi s, they have a of sympathy fo,r Québécoi 5 nation-
! ,...-

alism. 

This explanation is é!dvanced here heuristically. More research 

......,..... 
~ 

" 
... .# ~ 

'" 
'i 

r 

~ ".. '" . 1 -4 '" , " 
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is needed to specify the causal llnks between the ty~es of intergroup .. 
contacts and the contexts in WhlCh they octur, on the one hand, and 

the resul tant effect on att; tudes toward the other gpr 7'T and sympathy 

for its 8o~ia7 mnvpment, on the other hand. Spa ce is not our only 

limitatlon in pursuing this here. A specifie diffirulty is that our 

index of sympathy for Québécois pofù'na?1"r;m in fact contalns one item 

(concerning who is to blame for French Canadians' problems) that meas-

ures attitudes toward French Canadians an a gPrlq' rather than attltudes 

toward tne inde~ndenti~t movement. Thus more refined measures of each 

of these dependent variables are needed before this research can proceed-

It might be noted that the loqic of this tentativ~ formulation 

parallels to some extent Durkheim's explanation of the curvilinear rp-

lations~,ip observed between social integration and the suicide rate. 8 

HÛheuristic construction was that f:wo dist1'nr>t types of suicide were 

involved: a 701<) level of so'cial integration led ta rg0Întic suicide, 
" 

while a very high level of' social integration led to n.7truisti" suicide. 

Similarly, here it has been argued that the curvilinear relationship 

between segmentation and sympathy for Québécois nationalism may involve 

f two distinct types of sympathy. 

C. SOCIAL CONTACTS AND SYMPATHY 

. 
, We have just.discussed several indicators of exposure to 

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

re,lation'ship between each 'of the above measures and sympathy for Qué-
, 

bêcois nationalism. 

-"', There is one type of participation in-francophone soclety 
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that does have a c1ear linear positive effect on sympathy for Qu~b~cois 
, 

nationalism. This is off-the-job social contact with francophone~~ 
Il 

EDUCJ'iT ION 
High' School ,or 
1ess (~11 yrs) 

Sorne 'Coll ege & 
up (>,. 12 yrs} 

./ 

TABLE IL 4B 

SYMPATHY J BY SOCIAL CONTACT 
r 1 

WITH FRANCOPHONES (% SYMPATHETIC) 

---- FREQUENC y OF SOC IAL CONTACT* -----::-

Very Fa1rly Rather . A lmos t Never 
Often Often Rare]~ Never 

.' 
64(53) 24(86) 34(88) "13(47) 12(32) 

\ 
, ::i,\ • 1 j 

r ~ 33(~'B:) 57(30) 5711?9 ) 46(102) 42(60) 
'L 

1 " " -"': 

*Based on responses to qu..estion 1-64. 

Out'side your work, when yQU meet your friepds or yuur neighbours, or when 
you are at other gatherings, ho~ ~re you in contact with F~enèh­
speking people -- very often, fairl.Y' 'ô'ften, rather re.rely, al1nost 'never, 
or never? ., 

. . 
< . 

1 " .. 
{ 

. ,. 
.- . 

... 
\ \ 

\ 

+ 

~ , 

. , , ; 
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'" As Table 4.48 shows, ',(lnal contacts have a very strong influ-

e~ce on favourab 1 eness toward francOPh'one\ demand~. The minority of 

- ,an9lophones who soeialize with rrench-spea~ing people "very often are 

much \ore sympathetic than the avrrage, wh; le those \·,ho are. completely 

eut off f-rom fr:,r0Phone society in tJlis sense arr SignifiCan~Ty)e'ss 

sympathetic than the average. Moreover, this holds true among the more 
"' ( 

edu~ated as wéll as among the less educatpd. As mlqht be exp~cted~lthe 
. " 

effect ; s s tronger: among the 1 eS5 educa ted, s1 nee the' more eduGated 
" , 

are more favourable to begin with for other reasons. 
, 

Nonethe1ess, it is noteworthy that ,'/lnl among the highly edu-

,1 

V : d . l '. f f h . b • 11 d cate , SOC1? segregatlon rom rancop one soclety su stantla y ecrea-

ses favourableness. 

Social contacts have a s;milar effect among members of another 

dominant group. In a recent study of Protestant-Catholic relations ;n 

~orther~ Ireland, it was found that social segregation increased Prot­

estants' r~di~ess to defy basic political laws. The proportion of 

lJUl'ar, rose from 28% per 'cent in the least segregated qroup"to 64 per 
. 

cent in the most ~egregated. Among membeis of,the dominated g!oup, the 
"'" , ' 

same trend appeared, but much more weakly: 39 per cent of the least 
~ . 

segregated Catholics approved of illegal demonstrations, whi'e~ong 

the most segregated 50 per cent did 50. q , . 
,. 

Why is this? ,We can note that thls f;ndirrg ;5 ,a confirmation 

of HpTans' hypothes i s that ". . .' if the fr~quency of i nterbcU on, ~et­
ween two or more persans intreases, the degree of their liking for onè' 

another will increase, an~ vice·versa.~lO This much sa;d~ an explana-

tion i S 8 ti II ca 11 ed for: why rs sYmp~thy for French Canadiàn demands , . 

" r, p 

""'-" . , .. /. . \J , 
i \ .. • t ./ 

> , 
r -

~ 

" 

~ 
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so strongl'y linked to social contacts? We say "linked to" rather than 
-

"cau'sed by" to emphasize that the rélation of causality can quite 

plausibly operate in both directions here. Social contact increases 

sympathy, which in turn may well ;ncrease the fr~quency of social con-
(' 

tacts. Slmilarly, t~ose who are indifferent or hostile tbward franco- , 
~ 

phones are less 1 ik.ely to seek out o'r 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-the-job 

social contacts on sympathy for Québécois nationalism so different from 

the impact ofl~er types of participation in francophone society,? 

~Why is it that those with the most frequent social contacts with franco-

phones are 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? 

l suggest that the reason for this ma~ that off-the-job 

social contact i~ the least formal and least role-bound kind of contact 
./-~ 

)rêtween two groups. Unl i ke .. c9rytact with fra-ncop~ones at work or in 
1 I~--

stores, social contact in non-occupational settir;lgs is voluntary in 

the sense that it is not imposed by the necessities of earning a liv,ing 

or 901n9 shOpping. By definition, such social contacts provide more 

opportunity for self-revelation. 

These vol,untaristic and less-role-bound ch~racteristics of 
1 

social contacts are perhaps further necessary conditions for sympathy 

toward a social movement,. beyond or in pddition to the conditions re­

quired for a sympathetic or favourable -attitude toward a group. It 
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could be that equal-status contacts of the kind found at the work-place, 
, 

for example, are sufficient for changing one's basic predisposition 

toward the other group, bat that further more informal and less role-

bound contacts of the extra-o~cupational social kind are required to 

make one sympathetic ta a social movement linked to the group. A rea-

son for this would be that more intimate contact with members of another G 

group may be requjred to make one aware of the group~s disadvantaged pos~­

tion in society, and especially ta make one aware of the subjective and 

psychological dimensions of membership in ~ daminated or subordinate 

ethnie or linguistic group. 

. ~ 

DI SOCIAL CONTACTSJ THREATS J AND SYMPATHY 

.. 
There is on~ important hypothesis mentioned above that we can 

test empirically. This concerns the role of perceptions of comman inter-. 
ests as an intervening variable. The theoretical claim is that social 

contacts increase peo~le's awareness ~f the comman interests they share, 

and that this in turn leads them to a more favourable attitude toward a 

natianalist movement of the other group. We can test this byexamining 
~ 

the extent to which perceived threat~ act as intervening variables link-

ing variations in social contact and variations in sympathy. This link 

is suggested by our previous1Y reported finding that, despite the many 

similar strains affecting both language groups, francophones ~re s1gni-
..... ... 

ficantly less threatened by the independentist movement than are a.ng.1o-

o 

phones. Francophones, just like anglophones, debate interm;nabl~ on 

the economic consequences of separat}on, and expr~ss the same range of 

fea~about potential disorder. Yet: they are" less threatened "tha~ angi~'--~~---= 

" 
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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 

1 

of relative security in turn increases sympathy? L~t us begin to 

~nswer this by examining the links between threats and social~contacts. 

TABLE ll,5 

INTENSITY OF THREATS J BY SOCIAL CONTACTS WITH FRANCOPHONES 
1 

SOCIAL "'CONTACTS 
." 1 2 3 4 5 

THREAT .... 
very often never 

Q2- 32: Worry about English 
44(117) 49(246) 56(265) 6.1 (131 ) 66(~2} , il1 Quebec 

(% High Worry) 
~ . 

Q2-4l: Worry about.uniling-
ua li sm " . 61 (112) 52(250) 67 (263) 68(133) 57(90} 
(% High Worry) , 

Q3-77 : Worry a~out conse-
70 (117) 70(250) 78(263) 72(129) 55(86) ~ quences ~f independ. 

(% High Worry) , 
, " 

~ 

Q3-74 : Economic consequences 
59(107) . 83 (228) 76(253) 83(131) '75(76) of independence 

(% High Threat) <' . 
" 

Q3-76 : Eng1ish job cha~s . l' 

(% High Threat) Il 49(104} 59(235) 77 (244) 82(120) 77(75 ) 

~._----- .-
Parti Québécois 33( 121) 39(254} 51 (267) 47(113) 52(92) (% Saying Dangerous) 

L 
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Two patterns ar~ re~~aled 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 

~orried. In the second panel, social èontact has no clear effect. In 

the third panel, contact has no effect, except that those who never have 

social contacts with French Canadians are the least worried. 

~orrying ab~t various aspects of Qu~béco;s nationalism bears 

re'ationship to off-the-job social contacts with francophones . 
./ 

Thus, 

.. 
A difrerent pattern is to be found concerning the effects of 

contacts on anglophones' perceptions of the independentist movement, 
-

and their assessments of its consequences. As the last three panels of 

the table show, in these respects social contacts w;th francophones very -
strongly "relieve" feelings of threat. This confirms our hypothesis 

advanced earlier that a key effect of segmentation in Québec ;s to 

amplify perce;ved ethnie and 1inguistic threats. Social contact1with 

francophones act as a buffer against feelings of threat. The key mech-

anism operating here of course is that social contact reduces categor­

ical or stereotypical thinking, increases one's awareness of ideologica1 

, differentiation within French~Canadi~n society. The less social contact 
C\ 

with franèophones, the more likely is the average anglophone ta over-

e~timate the degree of unan;mity within the French community'c~ncerning 

the independentist movement. Without social côntact with francophones, 

an Eng1ish-.speaking Quebece'r 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 

main trends of Québécois nationalism, social segr,egation fram franco-
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~ 

phones often has the effect of leading to exageriated or overestimated 
r 

, 
perceptions of the movement's strength. ~ 

Yet if social contacts decrease these feelings of threat. 

they do nat eliminate them completely. What does occur, however, is 

clarified by comparing Tables 4.1 and 4.5: the greater one's social 

'integration into the francophone cornmunity~ the more one's ZeveZ of 

perceived threats decreaees until it °appY'oaches that of French-Canadians. 

Thus, social contacts reduce the tendency to perceive the 

; ndepèndent i st mov€ment as threatening, bU,t they do not necessarily 

reduce one' s personal WOr'r'YÙlg about various aspects of the. movement. 

If social contacts reduce feelings of threat, to what extent 

;s this ensuing feeling of seçurity responsible for the very strong 

relationship between social contacts and sympathy?' 

Table 4.6 shows that both social contacts and feelings of 

worry or thr~at are related to symp)thY, though the two independent var­

iables combine in different ways depending on the measure ~sed. Social , 

contacts reduce certafÀ ~hreats; but even among the very worried and 
\ , 

the very threatened, toritacts increases sympathy. This table also 
\ 

reveals that in the anomalous reversals shown in panels 2 and 5, there' 

may be certain conditions under which threats increase sympathy slightly. 

Notice that the main instance of th;s is shown in pane1 5, 

and concerns Q 3-76, about English job chances. No explanation will 
. 

be offered here for this deviant case. It should be noted, however, that 

we\have already see~ in the previous cha;ter how th;s meature has differ-
. 

eni effects than our other measures of threat. Furthermore, we sh~ll see 

later in this chapter that this measure is much more sensitive to any kind 
1 
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TABLE 4.6 . 
SYMPATHY J BY THREATS AND SOCIAL CONTACTS WITH FRANCOPHONÈS . 

(02-32): Worry about Eng1ish 
in Queb'ec. 

(Q2-41): Worry about uniling-
ualism. 

(Q3-77): Worry about conse-
quences of independ. 

.tJ 

(03-74); Economie consequen-
ces of indenp. threat, 

\ 

(Q3-76) : Eng1ish job chances. 
Threat: 

Parti Quêbêcois 
1abel1ed dangerous? 

IP 

High 

Low 

High 

Low 

High 

Low 

Hfgh 

Law 

High 

Low 

Yes 

No 

% SYMPATHETIC G 

-
-- SOCIAL' CONTACT --=oç: 

HIGH LOW 

51(151) 

45(122) 

47(197) 

52 (81) 

42(202)' 

57(58) 

.. 

52 (142) 

44 (120) 

33(113) 

59(165) 
, 

> , 
-"-

31(203) 

37 (144) 

28(241) 

.1l8 (l 06 ) 

. 
32(261) 

43(82) 

30 (281 ) 

52 (63) 

34(264) 

31 (72) 

" 

~ '36(197) 
\ 

32(150) 

" 
, , 

• 

---

• 

), 
f 

ç 
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in rrench Canadian society than are any of 

These trends are the exceptiorl./rather than the rul e, however . . 
Moreover, they, are weak. In most cases', th'reats decrease sympathy 

whether social contacts are frequent or no~ . 

. • In silmmary, feelings of threat do act, to sorne extent, as an 
" 

intervening variable between social contacts and feel ings of sympathy. 

Social contacts increase sympathy'in two ways: partly directly, and 

partly through reducing feelings of threat. 
1 1 

E. THE LANGUAGE QUESTION AND THE PERCE IVED FUTURE CHANCES 

OF AN6LOPHONES 
1(... 

We mentloned earl ier that sympathy for francophone demands' ;s 

more closely linked to social contact th an ta other kinds of interaction 

with French -speaking people. As might be expected, the situation 

;s similar with respect to the links between var;ous aspects of segment-

ation and perceived threats. Here also, social contact reduces feel­
~, 

;ng5 of threat much more strongly than simply know;ng French, or speak-

;ng i5.. in public, or being in contact with francoPh,ones at work. This 

holds true for all our indicators of threat, except one: as Table 4.7 

s.hows, hav;ng a, knowledge of French or us;ng it at work or in public 

.' " strongly reduces pess;m;sm about the long-term promotion chances of 

English-speaking people in an fndepençfent Quebecl) In this instance the 
\ 

use of French ;n these' contexts ;s as much of a buffer against pessimism 

as is the exper;ence of frequent social' interaction with francophones. ~ 

This suggests that when anglopho~es think about the;r oppo!'tunities~' 
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TABLE 4.7 .. 

KNOWLEDGE AND USE OF FRENCH REriUCES PESSISM ABOUT ENGLISH 
PROMOTION CHANCES AFTER rNDEPENDENCE 

V160: 

V161: 

\1162: 

V165: 

" . 

(% Saying Engl~h will have less 
chance) 
0 

Know1edge of French: 

1. Fluent1y 54% 
, 

~ 19) , 
2. Nearly fluently '65 104 ) 
3. Sorne difficulty 70 . ~220) 
4. Lpt of difficulty 71 220) 
5. Not at all 73 (159) 

Have ta uSe ~nch at work: 
1. Nearly a 11 the~t ime 46 (43) 
2. Very often 65 (48) 
3. Fa; r1y o'ften 66 (159 ) 
4. Rather rare1y 68 (136) 
5~ Almost never 72 ( 141) 
6. Never 74 (2S3) 

Have ta use French e1sewhefe" 
, / pub li c ... 

1. Very often ,54., (80) 
2. Fairly oHen 55 ( 121) 
3. Rather rarely 64 095) 
4. Almost never 82 (182 ) 
5. Never 75' (197) 

" 

Coptact with Fr~nch a\ work: 
--1. Near1y a11 the' ti~~ , 69 (157 ) 

2""Very often 60 (143 ) 
3. Fair1y often 68 (151 ~ 
4. Rather rare1y 76 ( 149 
5. A1most never 65 (79 ) 
6. -: {Never 73 • (75) 

. JI i \ 
(ThisAvariable has ress effect than the others) 

N.B. See also panel 5 of Table 4.5 . .. . . 

.... 

\. 

.; , 

• 



• 

• 

95 

.. 
in an independent Quebec, they think principally in terms of changes in 

the language of work: t~e more one works in French already, the less 

pessimistic one is about anglophones in the long-run., This is borne 

out by the very slight effect of contact with francophones at work, 

as shown in the last panel of Table 4.7. It is not simply contact at 

the workplaEe that is important, bu~ the extent ta which one already 
, 

operates in the French language. This is an interesting: specification 

that points ta the key place of the language of work question in the fu-

ture of French-English relations in Quebec. 

F. CONCLUS ION 

In this chapter we examined the impact ot ling~istic segment­

ation on anglophone reactions to Québéeois nationalism. By any measure 

of perceived threat, francophones are less threatened than anglophones. 
1 In other words, ev en when the measure of threat makes no mention of eth-

n;city or language, and refers only to economic issues, francophones 

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

information i,s transmitted ;n segmented soc; et; es: members of one 1 i ng-' 

uistic group get most of their information, including information about 
1 

the other group, fram members of their own group. 

The high degree of segmentation notwithsf~nding, contacts bet­

ween the two groups do take place. Anglophones in blue-collar occupa-

tions have the most freque~t as wel1 as the most egalitarian contacts 

with francophones at work .. It was suggested that th;s might be a \f.ac­, 
tor in explaining the low sympathy of this group: the~e contacts rein-

force the view that French Canadians are already equal, and hence do not 
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Of all the possible ways in which anglophones can participate 
L' 

in French Cpnadian society, it is social contacts away from wo k that have 

the strongest effect..on sympathy for Québécois national ;sm. The ~xplan­

ation offered for this is that such contacts are the least Il ole-bQund" 

') and least formal, 'and in general ~re more intimate than other inds Jr 
participation in French Canadian s~ty. It was suggested th t per­

haps such intimate contact may be a requisite for.sympathy ta ard 

another group's social movement, as opposed ta sympathy for another , 
group, which may be increased by egalitarian work contacts, for'instance. 

\ 

, 
One way in which social contacts increase sympathy for Quê-

\ 

bécois nationalism is through the effect that social contacts have in 

relieving,feelings of. threat. Social contacts with francophones reduce 
" 
one's perceptions of various aspects of the independentist movem,nt as 

threatening. Social contacts do not, however, nec~ssarily reduce one's 

7.Jorrying . 

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

using the French language already, the less pessimi~tic they are about 

the futurè job chances of English-speaking people. 

... 

, . 

( 

1 

- 1 
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l.'Thi~ concept is developed by Raymond Breton;, "Institutional 

Completeness, of Ethnie Communities al)d the Personal Relations of Immi­
'grants", American Journal of Sociology, 70, September 1964 . 

. . 
, ~See for example, Leo A. Despres, Cultural \Pluralism and 

Nationalvst Politics in British Guiana, Chicago: Rand McNally, 1967; 
r-1. 'G. Smith, "Social and Cultural Pluralism" in The Plural Society in 
The British Vest Indles, Berkeley and Los ~gales: University of Cal­
ifoW1ia Press, 1969; Raymond T. Smith, "Social Strl}tification' in the 
Caribbean", ,j n L~onard Plotnicov and Arthur Tude n', Essa.ys in Comparative 
Social Stratification, University of Pi ttSbUT/3/1 Press, 1970 ~ L(>o Kuper, 
"Stl'ati fication in Plural Societies", in Plotnicov and Tuden, ibid.; 
Arend Lijphart, The, Poli tics of Accommodation: Pluralism. and DëÏiÎÜcracy 

, in the Netherlands, Berkeley: University of California Press, 1968; 
Ricpard Rose, Governing Vltthout Consensus: An Irish Pel'sEecti ve, 
Boston: Beacon Press, 1911. 

3B:rr~on Benedict\ "Pluralism and Strati fication", ln Plotni. cJ, and Tuden, lbld., , -- .. 

. ' . 4 Detai1ed quotes of this will not be presented here. Sufflce 
it to say, howev~, that~with respect to the economic consequences of 
separation, francophones and anglophones who were very pessimistic 

\. . . 
expressed themselves ln very slmllar terms. 

5For Karl Deutsch the matter of communication boundaries is 
the defining characteristic of a national rroup. ' ::ee Karl 'Vi. Deutsch, 
Nationalism and Social Commùnication: An Inquiry lUto the Foundations 1 

of Nationality, 2nd edition, Cambridge and London: The M.I.T. 'Press, 
1969. 

6Gordon W. Allport, The Nature'of Prejudice, New York: Doub1e­
day Anchor Books, 1954, Chapter ~6. 

7 See for instance,Gordon Allport, op. cit.: Thomas F. Petti­
grew, "Racially Separate or Together?" Journal of Social Issues, 
Vol. No. l, 1969; Muzafer Sherif. Group Conflic.t and Co-operation ~ . 
Theil' Social Psychology, London: Routledge Kegan Paul, 1967; Fobin 
Williams Jr.; Strangers Next Doar: Ethnie Relations in American Com­
munities, second edition, Eng1ewooa Cliffs: Prentice-Hal1, 1964. 
~--~J-- , 

• 1 

8 See Emile Durkheim, ~Suicide, (G. Simpson, ed.), New Yor,k: 
The Free Press, 1951, chapters 2, 3 apd 4 . 
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'C~APTER 5 
AGE AND SYMPATHY 

, 9 
" -
(' 

Over the ~ast se'\era1 decades~ there has been a continua1 and 

gradual shift in th~ve status of ang1~phones and francophonês in 
, -" ' 

Quebec and Canada. Many are.the \ssues over which ~hat,was perceived as . -
a'bold ~ove for power on the part of francophone~ in the 1940's is 

.... 
taken for granted in the 1960'~ and 1970's. Perhaps the clearest examp1es 

~ , 

or indicators of this trend are the norms and laws governing the,use 

of the two languages in the federal adminBlration as wel1 as in private 
<) 

industry and in public places in Quebec. We can posit that over time, 
, 

then, each generat;on of Eng1ish Canadians has been exposed to a social 
\ . 
milieu that is on the whole more open and favourable to French-(anad;an 

nationalism than that wh;ch shaped :he ~t;tudes of ~revious generations. 

àn th;s basis, we should expect that, other things b~ing, equal, fàvour­

ableness ~owar~ francophones would be the strongest" in the youngeüge 
-

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

d~nt effect of age i~ as strbng as that of education. 

We are a~sum;ng here for the moment th~t the stfength of this 

relationship is due to features of. the social structure at the time 
\ 

people wer~ growing up,· ra~he~ than bejng a functio~ of experjénces 
~, 

i s· not to peopl e fac'e as they pass through certain age groups. This 
J 
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"TABLE,'S.1 

SYMPATHY} BY AGE AND EciuCATION 

(% Sym~athetic) 

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-'54 55 Qlus 

High School or 36(22) 26(49) G40(78) 32(74) ,22(85} 
Less ( ~ 11 yrs) , ( 

Co 11 ege and up 60 35 49 .56 41 
( ~ , 2 yea rs ) (70) • (60) U5) (62) (54) 

" - . , 
,54 31 44 43 30 

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

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

Average eff~ct of age: 1/2 [(36 - 22) + (60 - 41)J = :17 

, q 

\ 
ignore or dismjss the latter set of effects. On the contrary, it will 

be seen short1y that adult expe~iences are also very important in their 
, 

\ 

indirect impact on sympathy. We have a1ready seen one examp1e of this 

in chapter 2, namely that hîghly-educated workers b;come more sympa­

thetic as they get older. 

There is, hawever, a further explanation for the high sympathy 

of the young. As Table 5.2 shows, young French Canadians are the Qnes 
, \ 

who are rnost like1y to be strang supparfers'of the independentist move-

ment. And ta the extent that social 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 

" 
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and independentists . 

TABLE 5.2 
B~\G-,E* 

~ . 
SUPPORT FOR SEPARATISM AMONG FRENCH CANADIANS.I 

< 

? ( 

l 
0 

SEPARAT ISM 

For Against Don 1 t Kno\\ 
t 

(N • 100%) 

Age: 18-34 yrs 24 62 14 (235) 

35-49 13 65 23 (158 ) 
• . 

50 and up 7 69 24 (180) 

4Q. 

. 
* This data is from the srume poll as cited in Table 2.10 . 

'" 

It should be noted that the relationship between age and sym­

pathy in Table 5.1 ;s not a linear one. A reason" for this may be pre­

cisely sorne kind oflife-cycle ef'eét. Before examin;ng th;s further, 

. however, let us l~ok at h~9S of threat vary by age. 
(. . 

A. THREATS AND'THË QUESTION OF AGE 

. Which age group.s ,are most threatened by Qu~bécois natiora1ism? ". 

00 different aspects of the<mo~ement affect different age groups in'd~f­

ferent-'ways? To answer these questions, let us refer to Table 5.3. Three 

patterns can be detected from this information. First oyall , there is 

a curviLineaY relationship between age and worrying. As the first thre~ 

-
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panels sho~, the young and the olri are 1ess worried than the others about 

~ ~ 

the prospects of uni1ingualism, less worried about~the future of anglo-

phones in Quebec', an9 1éss worried about independence..f 

. TABLE 5.3 
1 INTENSITY OF THREATS Bv AGE GROUP 

! 

AGE ,. 
18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54~ 55+ 

(Q2-32) Eng1ish In Ou~. 52 58- 57 6t 56 
(% High Worry) ( 141) (132) (185 ) (194 ) ('93 ) 

( 

(Q2-41) Unilinguplism 52· 68. 64 68 52 
d% tligh Worry) (142 ) (134 ) ( l83) (200) (191 ) 

\ ) 
~-

Q3-77) Worry about inde- 62 , 70, 76 84 63 pendence (% High (145) (128) ( l85) (196 ) (195) Worry) 

y • 
(Q3-74) Econ. Conseq. 61 75 87 75 83 

Indep. (% "Much ( 127) ( 170) (i 76) (193 ) (173) .-
WorS$1t ) 

(Q3-76) Eng1ish Job 74 64 . 64 71 72 Chances (% "Less (129 ) ( 128) (172) ( 181) ( 172) Chance") 
.-' 

Parti Québécois (% 36 41 45 , 50 48 saying dangerous) (145 ) (140) (185 ) (204) (197 ) 

, 

. '. 
, . "', . 
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~he ~~d pattern conCerns perceptions of the economic con-

sequences of indepen?ence (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 yQung are some-

what less like\y to be pessimistic about the economic consequences of 

separation and less likely to view the Parti Québ~cois as dangerous. The 

third pattern is that displayed by responses to Q 3-76, which is differ-
• 1 

ent from the others. All three patterns are maintained when education 

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 independenc~ of 

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

this is ~hat English Quebecers evaluate potential changes in government 

and industrial language policy in terms of their Ok'n work-situation., 
-

The youRg worry less Qecause they are less dependent on their work, have 

fewer vested interests in ~ny g~ven occupation, are less lîkely to Qe 

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

have fewer responsibilities. The old, for their part, judge that their ," 
1 

chief occupational achieveménts are already acquired, or at a~ rate 
~ 

would not be largely affected, o~ for very long, by language policy 

shifts or other such changes. 

It would seem that the above pattern of worries is mainly due 

to the effect of age-group membepship rather than generational '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'g middle-age groups grow older and reach retirement age, they will 
01\, 

probably become 1ess worried about these issues. 1 would argue that 

this age-group effect is the principal one here bacause of the c1ear 

curvi1inearity of the re1ationships. 

Let us now turn to the second pattern. Why are those under 

35 1ess likely to be threatened by the economic consequences of separa­

tion and by the Parti Québécois? 1 suggest that this, unlike the pat-

tern of worries. is due to generationaL differences. As mentioned 

earlier"'-, there has been i considerable shift in the climate of public, 

opinion concerning French-Enq1ish relations over the past several dec-

ades. The biggest shifts, however, have occured since the 1ate 1950's 

or ear1y 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 re<:ent changes as "givens". The younger group, who 

have been hearing about the who1e issue of separation since their adol­

escence, are less threatened because the independentist debate is not 

a sudden or new thing in their lives. 

Finally, let us turn to the third pattern, 1amely the r~la­

t;onship shown in the fifth panel of the table. Whenlit cornes to 
, 

! • 

E~glish job chances. those aged 18 to 24 are the most 1ikely to see 

f 

these as being unpromising. This 1s probably because these young people 
, 

are just entering the labour market. Not only do they have less exper-

;ence th an those who are older, but a1so they have grown u~ in a per;od 

marked by continual debates about the language of work questi~. In 
, , 

= 

CI 
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this respect they are perhaps the first generation of English Canadians 

to ~ave been thoroughly sensitized to many of these issues in their 

formative years. Notice that he young are the most sensitive on this 

issue even though they are 

It was noted previously 

relation between age and sympathy 

most worried overall. 
fi 

tbere is a strong negative eor­

uébécois nationallsm. (See 

Table 5.1). It was argued that th'is w s a generational Idifference, 

brought about by t~e continual ch~nge ~ the cl;~a~e of ;àpin;on coneer~­
ing French-English relations in the pas~veral decades. While this 

relationship between age and sympathy is strong, it is not monotonie, 

however.! Particularly rUZZling is the fact that the 25~34 age group is 

on1y slightly more sympathetic than those who are 55 or older. 

In our discussion of trreats, it was alsp seen that the middle J 

age groups are the most worried about various aspects of Québécois nation­

a1ism. Could it be that one reason the 25 to 34 age group.is rea1t;ve1y 

unsympathetic is because they are disproportionately worried by certain 

issues, in particular future language uncertaint~s, and that these 

worries are responsible for dampening sympathy disproportionately in 

this age group? ( 

This hypothesis wa~ted in two ways. First, a set of three 

variable tables was run, giving the cross-tabulation of sympathy and 
'i 
worries 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 les~ worried, as the, hypothesis would prediet . 

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

A further test was undertaken using a statistical technique 

especially well suited to this problem. The coefficient of ordinal 

association gamma w.às omputed between a~nd sympathy with each "worry" 
l , . 

variable dichotomized s in Table 5.4. 

Q2-32: 

Q2-41: 

Q3-77 : 

, 
TABLE 5.4 

THE NEGATiVE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN'AGE AND 
SYMPATH~ IS STRONGER AMONG THOSE LEAST 

1 1 

}AFfECTED, BV )fORR 1 ES \ 
<' 

1 (GN4V\S) 1 

1 

! 
High Threat Low Threat 

1 

Worr; abouti English 
in Quebeç .20 -.27 

. 
Worry about uni1ingualism .00 -.34 

Worry about independence -.16 -.31 

5 .. 

• 

'\ 
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1 
. The reasoni~g here is as follows: under the assumption of a pure gen-

~ 
erational effect of a~e on sympathy, we should ideally expeet each gen-

eration to be somew~at more sympathet;c than its immediate predecessor. 

In other words, we should expect the negative relationship between age 

and sympathy shawn in Table 5.1 to be'mo~oton;c, though npt necessarily 

linear. , 

We h~- seen that worries about Qu~b~eois ~ational;sm are 
t 

disproportionately locatid'in the middle age groups. Gamma is essen-

tially a measure of mo~otonicity. Thus if the negative correlation 

between age and sympathy is stronger (more monotonie) among the less . 
worried than among the highly worried (as is the case in Table 5.4), 

thi~means that intense worries effeetively reduce the monotonic;ty 

of the relationship between age and sympathy. What this means theor­

etically is that the age-group effect is responsible for d;storting 

the generational effeet. 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 

expect given their generational membership. 

C. CONCLUSION 

What we have just discussed is one specification of the links 

between one's age, one's feelings of threat, and one's feelings of ~ym-
. 
pathy. The oth~r arguments that have been advanced in this chapter 

concerning the linkages between these variables can be briefly summar-
~ 

ized as fol10ws. To begin, threats are a product of both age-group 

membership as well as generational membership. Thé former influences 
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the' pattern of lJOme\ over the life cyc1~" while the lat: d~termines !~ ,~ 
asses8ments ~nd perceptions of the nationalist ~vement. Both of these 

processes in turn have an effect on sympathy, via the dampening effects 
~ 

of threats on sympathy. We have ar~d that sympathy\ is mainly linked 

, ta age by a ge~eT'atienal effect. In addition, however, ; n chapter 2, we 
. 

specified a direct aging effe~t on sympathy among the subset of blue-

. collar workers with t1gh educations. 

.. 
\ 
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FOOTNOTES • . ' 

1This is another "identificat~on problem'! where it is often 
impossible to decide which factor is actually operating. Here, l am 

fiot considering third poss~bility, that of period effects, principally 
J'ecause l am assuming that these are less important than aging and 
~ohort (generational) effects in this situation. See Richard Cohn, 
"On interpretation of cohort and period analysis: a ~ath~matical note", 
pp.t85-88 in Matilda W. Riley et. al., Agins and Societr, Vol. ~, 
New York: Russell Sage Foundation, 1972. 
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/ CHAPTER- 6 

CONCLUS 1 ON 

The broad initial focus of this study centered on two general 

questions: What are the determinants of the lncidence and intensity 

of ethnic conflict? and, How does the s~ructure of an "intergroup 

arena" determ;ne the kinds of collective behaviour and social move-
~ ~ 

ments to be found there? In particular, why is the level of conf Net 
, 

between French and English in Quebec relatively 1ow, compared ta else-

where? 

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

further question was posed:· what are 'sorne of the structural sources 
'. 

of sympathy for subordinate group national ist movements among members 

of the dominant group in ethnica\ly stratified and segmented societies? 

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

icular dominant grou~, Engli~ecers. It;s hoped that the study 

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

the belief systems of dominant groups,in different types of societies. 

The few tentative' genera 1 i zations that have been ad~anced 

can best be tested by compar;son w; th other contexts 'of ethnie strat-
1 

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

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

110 
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;zation of the thesis provides a clue as to whieh other intergroup arenas 

would proVide'thf most relevant points of comparison with the Quebec 

situa!i0n. ~. / 

Chapter 2, whieh dea1s with the stratifiçation system, will 

be most relevant to the study of those intergroup arenas where there 

are appreciable inequalities between the two groups. The findings of 

t~is chapter will nonetheless be pertinent even when two groups are 

roughly equal in soeio-eeonomic terms. for example, the theory of sym­

pathy advaneed would suggest that wh en two groups have roughly equal 
\ 

status, the perceived correlation betwee~.class and ethnicity will 

tend ta be low', and thus members of each group should have a re1atively 

lm) level of sympathy for a national ist movement of the other group.' 

This appears to be the case in Guyana, for instance, where the Afro-
", 
" 

Guyanese and l~d;an communities share power on relatively equal tenms. 1 

Chapter 3, concern;ng feelings of threat, will be most rele-

vant for compar;sons with other contexts of ethnie stratification 

wherever the dominant group is likely ta fee1 especially threatened. 

More specifically, this chapter will be most useful for comparisons 

with other contexts where the dominant group is a num~rical minority, 

where the "rules of the game" governing relations between the groups 
\. 

are changing, and/or ~here the subordinate group has a special elaim 

to the terri tory. 

Chapter 4 will be most 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. 

Finally, if is hoped that this study will be of help ta a11 

those involved in educati~g and sensi~z;ng the anglophone population as 

to the;r role in contributing to the future shape of Québec society. 
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SA~1PLE DES 1 GN 

The data analyzed in this thesis are part of a multi-stage 

~tratified random sample 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 interviews were carried out by 

trained personnel in the respondent's home. 
&' 

1 
The interviewer decided whether to use the 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 1 Cl mother tangue (the fi rs t 1 anguage the per"son 1 ea rned tha,t he /,' î' 

or she still understands). Thus those whose mother tangue ;s French, 

were interviewed using the Frençh questio~na;re, 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 ta b·e interviewed in French because his or 

her comprehension of English was poor. A very sm~ll number of inter­

views were conducted in third languages such as Itallan and Greèk; 

these were recorded on English-language questionnaires. 

A very small number of French-Canadian~ answered the English 

questionnaire. This wa~ done either because the respondent cansidered 

English ta be'his mother tangue, or because the respandent 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 hims~lf as Prench Canadian.in terms of 

ethnie origin was excluded from the samp1e used in this analysis. The 

final sample consisted of 346 cases. 
" 

The respondents were selected by going through several stages. 

In 'Metropolitan Montreal, census diyisions ("secteurs de dênombrement") 

were chosen. Then, subsets of addresses were'chosen within each divi-

sion. Finally, a sample of addresses was chas en ~rom 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 thê chosen census divisions. At each" household, the interviewer 
'" 

made a list of all the residents aged 18 years or over, then chose the 
. 

one ta be i~te~viewed by means of random number tables. Further details 

of this sampling process can be obtained in "Directives no. 3, Projet .. 
107", Centre de Sondage, Universitê de Montrêa1, C.P. 6128, Montrêal, 

Quêbec. 

The weighting factor applied to the data includes a corr~ction 

factor that makes each individuaZ over 18 h~ve an equal chance of being 

se~ected, instead of each address or household . 
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ApPENDIX-È - TABLE 1 

.n 1 STR 1 BUT 1 ON OF PERCENTAGES OF' 1 NDUSTR 1 AL 

EMPLOYEES 1 N SELECTED MONTREAL r~ANUFACTUR 1 NG 

INDUSTRIES BY OCCUPATION AND ETHNIC BACKGROUNDJ 1934 

SKILLED & 

,~ 
SALES & " UNSKILLED 

MANAGERIAL , CLERICAL WORKERS 

English 5.3 30.9 63.B . 

French 0.8 -L. B 92.4 

Other 1.2 5.8 93.0 

Total . 2.2 14. l c 83.7 
~ 

Source: William H. Roy, "The French-English Division of Labor in 
Quebec" (unpub1ished Master's Thesis, McGil1 University, 
1935) . 

TOTAL 

100% 

100 

100 

100 

Everett C. Hughe&, French Canada in Transition, University 
of ~o'Press, 1943, 208. 

> 
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ApPENDIX B - TABLE 2 

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTIONS 
OCCUPATIO~ By-ETHNIC ORIGIN J QUEBEC J 1970 

Prof., Tech., &' M~ 
Sales and Clerical 

B1ue-Collar 

* (N) = 100% = 

French 

Prof., Tech. & Mgr. 74.4 

Sales & Clerica1s 

Blue-Collar 

FRENCH 
30.6 

14.4 

55.0 

(4860) 

English 

14.3 

11.2 

5.4 

ENGLlSH 
51.7 

18.0 

30.3 

'.~ 
, (555) 

Other, 

11.4 

10.7 

8.7 

OTHER 

38.3 ' 

16. 1 

0 45.6 

(596) 

* N = 
(100%) 

(2002) 

117 

ALL OCCUPATIONS 80.9 9.2 9.9 6011) 1 

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

*Weighted data . 
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ApPE~DIX B - TABLE 3 

PERSONNEL OF 36 LAR&E MANUFACTURING FIRMS OF QUEBEC 1 

ACCORDING TO SALARY AND LANGUAGE 

SALARY 

$'5,000 - $6,499 
6,500 - 7,999 
-8,000 - 9,999 

10,000 - 11 ,999 
12,000 - 14,999 
15,000 - and more 

TOTAL 

) 

FRANCOPHONES 
(X) 

36 
35 

) 25 
19 
15 
15 

31 

ANGLOPHONES 
(%) 

64 
\. 65 

75 
81 
85 
85 

69 

'PERSONNEL OF LARGE CORPORATIONS (OUTSIDE OF MONTREAL) 
ACCORDING TO SALARY AND LANGUAGE 

\ 

FRANCOPHONES ANGLOPHONES 
_ SALARY (%) (%) 

$ 5,000 - $6,49~ 1 82 18 
6,500 - 7,999 76 24 
8,000 - 9,999 61 19 

10,000 .. 11,999 42 58 
12,000 - 14,999 35 65 
15,000 - and more 23 77 

TOTAL 70 30 

, 

PERSONNEL OF LARGE CORPORATIONS fN MONTREAL ACCORDING 
To SALARY AND LANGUAGE --_____________ ~--------------------------\~i --~ 

SALARY 

$ 5,000 - $6,499 
6,500 - 7,999 
8,000 - 9,999 

10,000 - 11,999 
12,000 - 14,~9 
,15,000 - and Iftore ' 

TOTAL 

1 

FRANCOPHONES 
( 'lb ) 

49 
41 
27 
23 
17 
17 

37 

ANGLOPHONES 
(%) \. 

51 ' 
59 
73 
77 ~ 
83 
83 

63 
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Source: R. N. Morrisém, "Corporate Policies and Practices of Large 
Manufacturing Firms", ci ted in Report of' the Royal Commission 
on Bicult~alism and Bilingualism, Volume 3B (Ottawa, Queen's 
Printer, 1969), Chapter XII. 

N.B. 

Also reproduced in Lysiane Gagnon, "Les Conclusions' du Rapport 
B.B.", Economie Québécoise (Montreal: Les Presses de l'Univer­
sité du Quëbec, 1969, pp. 247, 248), and in : 

Sheilagh Hodgins Milner and Henry Milner, The Decoloniz~[l~r,of 
Quebec (T?ronto: McCle11and and Stewart, 1973, p. 66) 

******* 

A comparison Table 2 and Table 3 pojnts out that the inequal-
ities betwe rench and Eng1ish~re much more pronounced 
within the ate manufacturin ~ctor than what would appear 

,from an examination of the overall occupat1ona1 structure of 
the province. \ 
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RELEVANT PARTS OF THE_QUESTIONtli\LREo 

1-51 Are you a French-Canadian, an ,English-Canadian, an Italian-
JV 

Canadi an, or a Canadi an of sorne other or; gi n? (If 1I0THER ORIGIN II 

OF NOT CANADIAN): Of what origin \je you? 

French Canadian -- English Canadian __ Italian Canadian __ 

Canadian of ~ther origin (specify) Not Canadian (Speci!y) 

• 

1-58 Do you speak French fluently, ne~rly fluently, with sorne diff;-

1-59 

. 
cult y, with a lot of difficulty or not at all? .. 
Fluently __ Nearly'fluently With sorne difficulty 

With a lot of difficulty Not at all 

:' 
In your everyday work, how often do yau have ta speak French: 

nearly all the time, very often, fairly often, rather rarely, 

almost never, or never? 

Nearly aIl the time Very often Fairly often 

Rather rarely Almost never Never 

1-60 In other public places, ~ stores, and restaurants for instance, 

how often do you find yau have ta speak French - very often, 
.... -l 

fairly often, rather rarely, almost never or never? 

Very often 

Almost never 
<.;; 

Fairly often Rather rarely __ 

Never 

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

often do ~ find you get embarassed because you have diffic­

ultjes - o~en, sometimes, rarely or almost never? 

120 
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Often Sometimes R.B.r~ly __ Alffiost never 
o 

Qualified ansver (depends ~t~) Never has to speak French . -

1-63 In your everday work, how often are you in contact with French­

speaking peo~le: nearly all the time, very often, fairly often, 

, ' 

l"' 

rather rarely, almost never, or never? 

Nearly aIl the time Very often Fairly often . , 

Rather rarely Almost never Never --

'" 
1-64 

. \ 
Outslde 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 
------ \-

rarely, almost never, or never? 

Very often __ Fairly often Rather rarely·_ 

Almost never Never 

1-68 In general~ 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 ansver, mixed feelings, that 

depends Don't knov 

2-29 Where you, or any members of your family. living with you, un-
, 1 

employed at any time in 1969? (IF YES), How many"people 1~ 

all? 

No<" Yes, l person __ Yes, 2 people __ Yes, 3 
, ' 

" people __ Yes, 4 people or mt>re 

• 

f 
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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 

Canadi ans?_ . , 

Among French Canadians; Among English Canadians __ Among 

both equally Qualified answer (that depends etc.) 

Don't know 
\ 
\ 

2-32 How w~r)ed are you about possible future cnanges in thè position ~, 
: 1"'\ 

of Engl~sh-speaking Ca~adian\ in Qu~bec: are you very worried, 
\ . '- 1 

f~irly worried, not very worried, or not worried at all? 

Very worried __ Fairly worried __ Not worried at aIl 

Qualified answer Dôn't Know 

~~3 Do you think French Canadians should try and ~aintain their 
, ' -

V.J 

2-35 

ways of living, or that they sho~l~ ~ecome more like the other 

Canadians? 

Maintain their ways of living Become more like the other 

Canadians 

etc) . 

Both 

Don't know . 

) 

Qualif~ed answer (that àepends, , 

Which would\you say it is most tmportant for a people to main-

tain: its language and culture or its standard of living?' 

Its language and culture Both are equall~ important __ 

!ts standard of living __ Qualified answer (that depends, 

etc. ) Don't know 
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\ 
/ . 

, 
Wh en you~think of all the demands of French Canadians in the 

last ten years, how many douou feel are justified: almost all, 
• j, 

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

- Almost aIl (OR) aH of them 

Only a very few 
1 

Don't know 

None at aIl 

A good nwnber ( A few 

Qualified answer 

2-37 Which do you think are in general the best doctors: French 

Canadian doctors, or Engli~h-Canadian doctors? 

French Canadian doctors __ ' English Canadian doctors __ 

Both equally __ Qualified answer __ ' (that depends, etc) 

. 
Don 't know 

-2-38 What do.you think of the position of French Canadians in the 

fêderal government in Ottawa: is it more important, as import­

ant, or less important t~n 1t should be? 
o 

More important __ As important __ Less important 

-
Qua\;ified answer __ (that depends, etc). Don 1 t know 

2-39 '1 f you thi nk of the prob 1 ems of French Canad i ans, wou 1 d 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 Canad;i.ans'mainly to bleme __ Other groups mainly to 

The blame should be shared No group to 

blame ~alified answer (that depends, etc) 

Don't know 

.. 
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Sorne people suggest th~t Quebec become a French uni1ingua1 ' 

province, that is a province in which French wou1d be the sole ' 
, 1 

language in schools, at work, and in othèr public places. Ooes 

this worry you very much, moderately, a little, or not at al1? 
~ , 

Very muc.h __ Moderately A li ttle Not' at all 

Qualifi ed answer (that depends, etc). __ Don 1 t know 

2-43 Do french Canadians or English Canadians hold the most import-

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

" French Canadians English Canadians Bath equally 

Donlt know 

Z-68 Which of these t~~roups is aenerally the wealthier: French 

Canadians or English Canadians? 

French Canadians English Canadians "__ They are 

~ equal; neither is wealthier _'_ Qualified answer 

(that depend~) Donlt know 

" , 
, 

2-76 To what extent do you think tha~ the culture and way Qf life 
ô· 

~f French Canadfans are in danger of d{sappearing: are they 

in great dan-ger, in a little danger, or in no danger of dis-
" . 

appea ri ng? 

:l(j.great danger __ , In a little dangl:!r 

danger __ Qualified answer (depends, etc) 

kntlw 

. ' , , 

• In no 

Don. "\; " 

2-79 Here are,a few questions of a different kind. Not everyone ~ 

" 
has the ~ame interests and tastes. How often do ~u personally 

read bo~ks or magazines - regularly, fairly frequently, rather 

) 
. , 

\ 

1 
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rarely, or almost never? 
,~..r t 
fi;;\", Regularly __ Fairly frequently __ r.r<lŒ.ther rarely 

J 

Almost never Never 

'2-80~ (IF RESPONDENT READ; BOOKS OR MAGA~INES) Would you describe the 
• 

, 'boCk~ or m~gazines you read as ~ostly serious ~eading, half 

seriou~'~nd halfrlight reading; ;f mostly light readingl 
, ~ 

Mostly serious Half seriour 'and half light Mostly 

l ight __ Don 1 t know 

3-19 How often do you read serious books o~'news ahalysis: regular1y, , 

from time to time, rarely, or never? 

Regularly From time to time Rarely 

Never 

. " 
3-31 Persona1fy, are you for or against the separation of Quebec 

fram thi rest of Canada? 

For (Pro~eed to Q. 3-33) 'Against· (Proce~d ta Q. 3-33) 1-- __ '. 

Undecided (OR) Doesnlt knaw 
\. 

3-32 (I F UNDEC IDEO OR OOESN' T KNOW): ' M,aybe you are undeci ded, but 

_ if you had to make a chQice what wou1d yoû ~ more inclined 
.J" 

to be: for or against the separation of QuèbflC from the ~est 

o'f Canada? 
., . 

't More inclined ta be for, Mt>re inclined to be against __ 
1 -- . ' 

Donlt knoy, (Proceed to Q. 3-38. 

.. 
3-33 Is yourolopin;on on the matter·.one that you coUld ch~nge very 

easily, fa1rly eas11y, with sorne difficulyY, or only with a , 
/ ~ 

great deal 'of difficulty? 
{ 
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Very easily __ Fairly easily __ With sorne difficulty 

With a great deal of difficulty Don't Know 

(3-33A) What is your main r.eason for being ... (for OR against, AS 

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

Canada? 

3-34 

3-35 

----------------~------------------~---------

6 

(ASK OF, THOSE WHO ARt AGAINST SEPARATION How strong is your 

opposition to the separation of Q~ebec - is it extreme1y strong, . . 
moderate1y 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 'O~ SEPARATION ACCOROING TO 

Q. 3-31). For how many years have you been in favour of the , 

independence of QUèbec~ "more than 5 years. between
l
2 and 5 

years, or 1ess than 2 years? 

More than 5 years __ Betveen 2 a~d, 5~years __ Less 

than 2 years Don't remember 

ASK ALl RESPONDENTS 
il 

3-38 It has been suggested that Quebec become an independent coun-

~ try p01itica11y, while retaining econom;c links with Canada. 
'" 

Are you persona11j for or aga1nst political independence with 

economic association with Canada? 

• 
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,For __ Against 

(Proceed to Q. 3-44) 

(Proceed ta Q. 3-42) Undecided 
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(3-70 ~ 
to Among these adjectives (HAND RESPONDENT CARQ 5), would you please 
3-73) 

choose the one which you think b~st describes each one of the prov-

incial political parties. You may of course choose the same 

adjective for more th an one party. Let us start with the Liberal 

Party: which adjective best describes it? (AND SO ON FOR THE 

OTHER PARTI ES) 

Dynamic Worn-out Competent Dangerous ~ 

H6nest Old Strang Not Serious 

Don't KnoJ 

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

d 

3-74 If Quebec became an independent nation, what do you think would 

be the effect on economic conditions in Quebec: would they become' 
~ 

much.b~tter, slightly better, stay the same, b~come slightly worse, 
( 

or much worse? \ ' 1 

Mueh better Slightly better The sa.me 

Slightly 'Worse __ Mueh worse Qualified answer (that 

depends) Don't know 

3-76 If Quebec became independent, do you think that in the long run, 

English Canadians would have hetter chances 9f getting ahead at 

,work, the same chances ais 
r 

now, or less chances? 
f " 

Better Same 
<> 

Less QuaH-fied answer (that 
JII-

depends) Don't know 1. 
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3-77 

3-78 

128 
/ 

When you think of a11 the consequences independenceCU1d have, 

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

'somewhat, or just a 1ittle? 

Worries me a lot Worries me somewhat Worries me 

only a little, ____ No, does not worry me Don't 
. 
know 

--. f. 

Are you single, married, widowed, separated or divorced? 

Single, Mar'rie,? __ Widowed Separated 

Divorced 
.! r--

3-79 In terms of your work, in which of those categories would you 

place yourself: 

A man with a job __ A woman with a full~tlme job 

A housewife (withaut a fulf time autside job) A woman 

with a part-time job A student A persan unable 

ta work An unemplayed p~rsan A retirsd (OR) 

voluntary inactive p~rson 

, \ 

A IF. 'A MAN WITH A JOB' OR A 'WOMAN wrTH A FULL-TIME JO~t to 

4-l9A 

4-20 

Question 3-79~ 

What exactly is the main ~ind of work you do? (HAVE THE RES­
j 

PONDENT SPE IFY THE EXACT DETAILS OF THE WORK: Eg. IF THE 

ANSWER 15 CHINE OPERATOR, ask liON WHAT KIND OF MACHINE?" 

/ , / 

~sing this card (HAND RESPONDENT CARD 6), could you tell me. 

in which category you would place your salary or other incarne 



a 

, 

• ) 

B 

( 4-l9A) 

(4-20) 

, 
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frorn work, before tax and other deductions? (ASSURE THE RES-, 
PONDENT IF NECESSARY THAT HIS ANSWER WILL REMAIN CONFIOENTIAL) 

You can give your answer in t~rms of weekly or annual incorne, 

whichever you prefer. 

Ce.tegary 

Ref~sed ta answer Don't know , 

IF 'A housewife (without a full time outside job)', lA wornan 

with a part-tirne jOb l , lA Student l 
F or lA pers on unable ta work l 

to question 3-79; 

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

does (did)? (HAVE THE RESPONDENT SPECIFY THE EXACT D~TAILS OF 

THE WORK: e.g. IF THE ANSWER IS "MACHINE OPERATOR" ASK "ON WHAT 

KIND OF MACHINE?" 

IF THE HUSBANO OR FATHER IS DECEASED, CHECK HERE AND SKIP 

TO Q. 4-23). (IF HUSBAND OR FATHER LIVING, ASK): Using this 

card (HAND RESPONDNET CARO 6) could you tell me in which cate­

tory you ~ould place your husband's (father's) salary or other 

incorne~from work before tax and other deductians? 

(ASSURE THE RESPONOENT IF NECESSARY 1HAT HIS ANSWER WILL REMAIN 
1 ~ 

CONFIDENTIAL). Vou can give your answer in terrns of weekly or 

annual incarne, whichever you prefer. 

Category No. __ . 
Refused ta answer Dan't Knaw i 
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C 

(4-19A} 

(4-20) 

4-52 
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'-' 
,j 

IF 'An unemployed person' or lA retired (OR) voluntarily in-
., 

active person r to'question 3-79: 

What exactly was the main kind of work you didZ, (HAVE THE 

RESPONDENT SPECIFY THE EXACT DE::rAILS OF THE WORK: eg. IF 

THE ANSWER 15 "MACHINE OPERATOR" ASK "ON WHAT KIND OF MACH-

INE?" 

Us;ng th;s card (HAND REspormENT CARO 6) could you tell me , 
in what category you would !J'lace your salary, or other inc~me 

from work at your last j~, before tax and other deductions? 

(ASURE THE RESPONDENT IF NECESSARY THAT HIS ANSWER WILL REMAIN 

CONFIDENTIAL). Vou can give your answer in terms of weekly 

or annua l ; ncome, wh; chever you pref er . Cat egory no __ _ 

Refused to answer Don't know 
----' 

How ~any years of study d;d you complete yourself? , 
Number of years __ 

) 

(IF LESS THAN 10 years, SKIP TO Q-4-54 and 4-55). 

4-54 (IF RESPONDENT HAS la YEARS OF SCHOOLING OR MORE, HAND HlM 

CARD 7 AND ASK): How far did you ~o in your studies? 

__ High School Technical, trade, or vocational 
- 1 

school, (OR) equivalent Commercial school (OR) secre-

tarial school OR equivalent Teacher's College (OR) 

School of Fine Arts (OR) Conservatory~ __ CEGEP 

__ College University OR Professional Schools 

(SPECIFY FACULTY OR PROFESSIONAL SCHOOL) _______ _ 

Others (Specify) 

\ 
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• 4-55 Did you graduate fram this school .. or not? 

__ ~ef No " 

4-61 What 1s your mother tongue? 

French _English 'Other (Specify) 
'c 

4-62 1 Could you tell me in which year you were barn? 

Year Ref'used -----

". 
" 

\ 

.' . " 

" . 

• 
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